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LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,   JULY  8.  Pag4 

Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  onlj.       [^'0.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  8. 
QUESTIONS. 


Navy  —  Eeinstateicent  of  Hobabt  Pasha  —  Questions,  Sir  George 
Campbell,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton) 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


SUPPLY — ^amid&red  in  Committee— Navy  Estimatks— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £194,300, 
^^e  ffranfted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses  of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which 
wiU  coaie  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1886'*  ..  ..  4 

After  abort  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'That  a  sum,  not 
exoeedimg  £193,469,  be  granted,  &c.," — (Dr.  Cameron:)— After  further  short  debate. 
Motion^  by  leave,  mthdraum, 

Ori^^inal  C^estion  again  proposed   . .  . .  . ,  •  •        36 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agretd  to 

(s.)  £203,800,  Coast  Guard  Service  and  Royal  Naval  Beserves,  &c.— After  short 
debcUe,  Vote  o^rfMf  <o  ••  ..  ..  ..41 

(3.)  £\  12,100,  Sdentiflo  Branch.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .        44 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,639,300, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de&ay  the  Expenses  of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards 
at  Eu>ine  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  toding 
on  the  3l8t  dav  of  March  1886  "    ..  ..  ..  ..45 

KSX/ex  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£1,599,300,   be  granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  LaSouchere  :)-^Aiter  further  short  debate, 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Orig:inal  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .    ^.^.^..^^  ^^  ^OC 
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IJuljf  8.1  Poffi 

StppLT — ^Navt  Estimatbb — Committee— eontinued. 

Motion  made,  and  Quettion  pat»  "That  a  lum,  not  exxMfiding  £1,C80,3OO,  be 

S ranted,  ftc/Wifr.  Zabouchere  :)^The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  37,  Noes  128; 
Ia|ority  91.— (Div.  List,  No.  214.) 
Origmal  Question  again  proposed  -.—After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and 
offrged  to, 

(S.J  £71,300,  Victualling  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad. 
(6.)  £ft7,600,  Medicid  EstabHcftiments  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(7.)  £21,700,  Marine  Divisions.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ..68 

(8.)  £1.348,000,  Naval  Stores  for  Building  and  Repairing  the  Fleet,  &c. 
(9. )  £  1 ,926, 000,  Machinery  and  Ships  built  by  Contract,  &c. — After  short  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  ....    69 

(10.)  £654,900,  New  Worls,  Buildings,  Yard  Machinery,  and  Bepairs.— After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .        77 

(11.)  £61,800,  Medicines  and  Medical  Storee,  &c. 
(12.)  £10,000,  Martial  Law,  &c. 
(13.)  £137,300,  Miscellaneous  Services. 

(14.}  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £810,400, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses  of  HaM-Pay,  Reserved,  and  Re- 
tired Pay  to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Marsh  1886  "  . .        77 

After  short  debate,  Movfd,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again,"^^tr  Oeorge  Campbell  :)-^ Alter  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave, 
iffithdrawn. 
Original  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to, 
(15.)  £905,200,  Military  Pensions  and  Allowances. 
(16,)  £330,300,  Civil  Pensions  and  Allowances. 

(17.)  £210,000,  Extra  Estimate  for  Services  not  Naval.— Freight,  &c.  on  Account  of 
the  Army  Department. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  • .'  . .        83 

BesoIutioDS  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Friday. 


River  Thames  (No.  2)  BiU  [BiU  203]- 
Moved,  *'That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  considered," — {Sir  Charles 
W.Dilki)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..84 

After  short  debate,  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

— 0— 

Police  EnfhUlChisement  Extension  Bill  —  Ordered  {Mr.  Coleridge  Kennard,  Sir 
Senry  SeUvin-Ihbetton,  Sir  Eenry  Drumtnond  Wolff  Mr,  Cowen,  Lord  Claud  John 
Hamilton,  Mr,  Robert  Fotolefy  Mr,  Beid,  Mr,  Eouldneorthf  Mr,  Oeorge  Elliot) ;  pre- 
tented,  and  read  the  first  time  fBill  319]  . .  . .  . .  • .         84 

Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amendment  Bill  —  Ordered  (T)r,  Cameron, 

Sir  Lyon  Flayfair,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr,  Cochran' Patrick) ;  pretented,  and  read  the  first 

time  [Bill  220]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..84 

Vacating  of  Seats  "Wl—OrderediDr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Orantham,  Mr.  Fuktten,  Mr.  John 

Corbett) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  221] . .  . .  • .  84 

FoRBSTRT — Select  Committee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee  . .         84 

Greenwich  Hospital  Bill  —  Ordered}   [Mr.   Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  Henry  Holland) ; 

pr^tfn^^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  222]  ..  ..  . .  8/S 

[5.66.  I 

LOEDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  9. 

Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill  (No.  117)— 
Miwed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (5%^  Harl  of  Roeehery)  .  .         8< 

After  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly  : — Bill  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next.        ^  j 
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Seal  Property  Regifitration  Bill  (No.  132)— 
Moffed,  "  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2%"— (2%*  Duke  of  Marlhorough)       . .     102 
After  short  dehate,  Motion  and  Bill  (hj  leave  of  the  House)  mthdrawn. 
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Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  . .     112 

Suez  Canal — ^The  Conference — Question,  Mr.  Charles  Palmer ;  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  . .     112 
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tion, Mr.  Sutherland ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfEairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  ..  ..  ..  ..113 
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Mr.  Satherland ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiaurs  (Mr.  Bourke)  ..  ..  ..113 

Trade  kscd  Oomkeroie — The  Depression  of  Trade — ^A  Eoyal  Commission 
— Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer •.  ..  ..  ..  ..114 

Sals  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — Oleomargarine — Question,  Mr.  Duckham  ;  ^ 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..114 
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Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  ..  ..  ..  ..115 
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Navy— The  Pay  of  Hobart  Pasha — Question,  Sir  Georse  Campbell;  An- 
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Ways  and  Means — eonsidsred  in  Committee    . ,  . .  . .     127 

Moved,  "  That,  towards  raiaing  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Trtasury  be  authonsed  to  raise  any  sum  not  exceeding  Four  Million 
Pounds  by  an  issue  of  Kxchequer  Bills  or  Treasury  Bills,"  *^  ijir,  ChanctUor  of  th4 
Exchequer.)  ..  ..  .,  ..  ..      127 

After  long  debate,  Resolution  agreed  io ;  to  be  reported  To-morrouj;  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Ways  and  Mbans  [1st  May] — ^Report— 

1st,  5th,  6th,  12th,  and  14th  Resolutions  [1st  May]  read. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  thereupon  by  Sir  Arthur  Ottcag,  Mr,  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  J  and  Sir  Menry  Holland ;  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time     [Bill  223.] 

Oriminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  i sol- 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [22nd  May], 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  readaseeond  time:  "— Question  again  pro- 
posed: — Debate  r«i«n^       ..  ..  ..  ..197 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Tuesday  next. 

Supply — Repoet — Resolutions  [8th  July]  reported — 

Resolutions  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

(4.)  "That  a  sum,  not  exceecBng  £1,639,300,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Expenses  of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad,  which 
will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  rear  ending  on  the  81st  day  of 
March  1886"  ..  ..  "     ..  ..  ..      211 

After  short  debate,  Resaltttioii  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  5  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to.  Digitized  by  GoOQiC 
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(U.)  '*That  a  tom,  not  Mc«6ding  4830,400,  be  grnntdd  to  H«r  Majesty, to  defiuy  the 
Expense  of  Half-Pay,  Heserred,  and  Retired  Fkiy  to  Officevs  of  the  Nayy  and 
Marmeg,  -which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit 
day  of  March  1886"  ..  •.  ...     ..     213 

Sesolution  read  a  second  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  ''£8dO,400,"  in  order  to    insert 

"£830,120,"— (i^ir  G^er^e  C7»wi?i#«,)— instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  ''That  *  £830,400  ?  stand  part  of  the  said  Resolution  :  " 

—After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — 

{Mr.  Courtney  :)— After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed 

to  .--^Dabaite  atffoumed  tOl  Monday  next. 
jSubsequent  Eesolnitons  agreed  to. 

Federal  Council  of  Australasia  Bill  ILorde]  [BiU  1661— 
Movedy  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — ( Colonel  SUnlev)    • .     220 
Aftw  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Thursday  next. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill  [BiU  68]— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read  » .  . .  ^  . ,     223 

After  short  debate.  Second  Beading  deferred  till  To-morrow, 

PoUce  Bin  [Bin  113]- 
Moved,  ''  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  be  discharged  "  . .     223 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Order  discharged : — ^Bill 
mthdraum. 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill  [Bill  195]— 
Movedy  "  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  be  discharged  "  . .     223 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Order  discharged : — Bill  withdrawn, 

Cojrpliold  Enfranchisement  Bill  [Bill  26]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .     224 
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SUPPLY — €on9id$red  in  Committee — Army  (Supplementary) — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  '^  That  a  further  number  of  Land  Forces,  not 
exceeding  35.000  (all  ranks),  be  maintained  for  the  service  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  at  Home  and  Abroad,  during  the  3rear  ending  on 
the  Slstdayof  March  1886"  ..  ..  ..  ..     437 

After  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  further  number  of  Land 
Forces,  not  exceeding  12,000,  &c.," — {Mr,  Rylands  :) — ^After  further  debate.  Question 
put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  12,  Koes  98 ;  Majority  86.~(Div.  JUst,  Ko.  220.) 

Onginal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Ab3£Y  Estimates— 

(2.)  £606,000,  Volunteer  Corps. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     480 

(3.)  £384,600,  Army  Reserve  Force. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . ,     498 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £464^000, 

be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  Commissariat,  Transport,  and 

Ordnance  Store  Establishments,  Wages,  &o.,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 

during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1886  "  . .  . .     603 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  ezeeeding£468,000,  be 

granted,  &c.,'* — (Dr.  Cameron ;)— After  long  debate,  Question  put :— The  Committee 

divided;  Ayes  48,  Noes  121 ;  Majority  73.— (Div*  List  No.  231.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed       . .  . .  . .  , ,     546 

Moved^  *•  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leare  to  sit  again,"^ifr. 

M*Cotm :) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
Origiaal  Question  again  proposed  i—Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress. 

and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,  * — (Mr.  M*Coan  ;)— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave, ' 

tcithdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed :— Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  ^gSLi^^cJike^^Sfi&fOOQiQ 
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Bankruptoy  (0£Eloe  AooommodaUon)  BlU  [Bill  215]-* 
Miwsd,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (/Sir  Benrp  Eottand)     648 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :^Bill  eommiiUd  for  To-morrow. 

Po^ehampton  Estates  Bill  [Bill  216] 
Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5/r  Ifenry  Holland)     548 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  eommitted  for  To-morrow. 

Supply  [8th  July]  Rbport— 

Order  read,  ^or  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendmwit  to  Question 
[9th  July,]  **That  the  14th  Eesolution  be  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  ^'  £830,400,"  in  order  to  insert 
**  £830,120," — {Sir  George  C^rtiwj?5tfW,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  *  £830,400  '  stand  part  of  the  said  He- 
solution':  "^Debate  resumed  . .  , .  . .     548 

After  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  107,  Noes  55  ; 
Majority  52.— (Div.  List,  No.  222.) 

Moved,  ''That  the  House  do  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Be- 
solutioa:  M  — After  short  debate.  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — (!&.  Causton:) — ^After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by 
leave,  tvithdratcn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  184]^ 

Moved^  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"*— (^r.  J.  W.  Barclay)    566 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  —  {Mr. 
R.  IT.  Paget :) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  81,  Noes 47 ;    Majority  34.— (Div.  List,  No.  223.) 
Debate  adjonmed  till  To-morrow. 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Imprisonment)  Bill  [Bill  180]— 

Order  for  Committee  read        • .  . .  . .  . «     572 

Moved,  "  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power  to  insert  an 
Amendment  directing  prisoners  who  propose  to  apply  for  a  certiorari  to  be  admitted 
to  bail  pending  the  deeieion  of  the  High  Court,"  -  {Mr.  Bealy.) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returningr  Officers)  Bill  [Bill  99]— 

Order  for  Committee  read         . .  . .  . .  . .     573 

Moved^  "  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the  jQommittee  that  Uioy  have  power  to  extend  the 
Bill  to  the  expenses  of  Eeturoing  Officers  at  Parliamentary  fUections  in  Scotland,*' 
—  {Sir  Farm  HeracheU.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Moved,  ''Tiiat  the  Cbaixman  do  report  Progress,   and  ask  leave  to  sit 

again,^'— (i/ir.  Eealg :)— Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;— Gommittee  to  sit 

again  To-morrow. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  68]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second  time," — (Sir  William  Mart 
Lyhe)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..574 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Friday. 

Cholera  Hospitals  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  231]- 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read  . .  . .  . .     575 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted  for  To-morrow. 
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Medical  Belief  Disqualifloation  Removal  Bill— 

Motion  for  Leaye  {Wr.  Arthur  Balfour)         , .  . .  . .     576 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  *'That  the  Debate    be    now  adjourned," — 

{Mr.  Clare  £ead:)^Mter  further  short  debate,  Question  put: — The 

House  divided:  Ayes  5,   Noes  83  ;  Majority  28.— (Div.  list,  No.  224.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed : — ^Aiter  short  debate,  Original  Question 

put,  and  agreed  U, 
Bin  ordered  {Mir.  Arthur  Balfour,   Mr,  Attorney    General,  Mr,  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Ddrymple) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 

[Bill  282.] 

Crimiwal  Law  Amendment  [Cost  of  Prosecutions] — 

Considered  in  Committee  ..  ,,  ..  ,,      585 

Sasolation  agreed  to  ;  to  bo  reported  To-morrow, 


[3.15.] 


LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  14. 


Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill  .(No.  117)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  order)      . .  . .  .  •     586 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  178.) 

Archdeaconries  Bill  (No.  150)— 
Moved,    "That  the   Bill    be  now  read  2%"— (2%«  Zot^d  Archbishop  of 

Canterbury)     . .  .  •  . .  . .  • .     607 

Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

The  Wellington  Statue — Ee-Eeeotion  at  Aldershot — Questions,  Obser- 
yations.  Viscount  Enfield,  Lord  de  Eos,  The  Earl  of  Loogford ;  Eeply, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Viscount  Bury) . .  . .     608 

Eqtpt  (The  Nile  Expedition) — Sir  Charles  Wilson — Question,  Viscount 
Enfield;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Viscount 
Bury)  . ,  • .  , .  , .  . .     609 

The  Vote  of  Credit — Naval  Administration  of  the  late  Government 

—Observations,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook : — Short  debate  thereon        . .     610 

Earldom  of  Mar  Bsstituhon  BiLL—Select  Committee  nominated: — ^List 

of  the  Committee : — Short  debate  thereon . .  . .  . .     634 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Wednesday  the  22nd  instant,  at  Two  o'clock,  and 
to  appoint  their  own  Chairman.  [8.0.  | 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  14. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

hdhssines  and  Rathgar  Township  Bill  [^Lords']  {by  Order) — 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  . .  . .     635 

Amendments  made :  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time.  ^ ^ ^^T^ 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY — ceMidered  in  Committee— Civil  Skbviob  Es-hmates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — EDUCAnow,  Science,  and  Abt. 

(i.)  £9,102,772,  to  complete  the  Bum  for  Pablic  Edaeation.— After  long  debate, 
Question  pat,  and  agretd  to  ,,  .  •  .  •  . ,       665 

(2.)  £311,673,  to  ccmiplete  the  Bum  for  the  Science  and  Art  Department. 

(3.)  £280,174,  to  complete'the  sum  for  Public  Education  (Scotland).— 'After  debate, 
Yotd  a^e0d  to        ..  ...  ••  ..  ••      784 

Class  III. — Law  and  JtrsncE. 

(4.)  £9,530,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Wreck  Oommission. 
(5.)  £366,087,  to  complete  the  sum  for  County  Courts. 

(6.)  notion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,442, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Land  Repatry  *'  . .       744 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exeeedmg  £1,442,  be 
granted,  &c.,"  —  {Mr,  Arthur  Arnold ;)— After  short  debate,  Question  put :— The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  32,  Noes  76 ;  Majority  iZ.-^Diy,  list,  No.  226.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(7.)  £26,200,  Eevismg  Barristers  (England.) 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed,  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £10,320,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Police  Courts  of  London  and  Sheemese  "  764 
After  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayes  91,  Noes  24  ;  Ma* 
jority  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  227.) 
(9.)  £294,840,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Metropolitan  PoHce. 

(10.)  £28,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Special  Police. 

(11.)  £988,343,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Police — Counties  and  Boroughs  (Great 
Britain). 

(13.)  £271,374,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Convict  Establishments  in  England  and  the 
Colonies. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to        ,,  . .  . .       766 

(13.)  £351,930,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Prisons.  England. 

(14.)  £142,916,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Beformatorj  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 
Britain. 

(15.)  £20,417,  to  coxnplete  the  sum  for  the  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £39,093,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
win  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  vear  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  ot  March 
1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Lord  Advocate's  Department,  and 
othwB,  connected  with  Criminal  Proceedings  in  Scotland,  induding  oertam  Allow- 
ances under  the  Act  16  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

(16.)  £48,610,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland. 

(17.)  £26,472,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Register  House  Department,  Edinburgh. — 
AiEter  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .      76t 

(18.)  £77^01,  to  complete  the  svm  for  Prisons,  Scotland. 

Class  VI- — Non-Effbctive  and  Chamtable  Seeviobs. 

(19)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  " That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £230,710, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Clutrge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1886,  fdr  Hupersnnuation  and  Kettred  Allowances  to  Persons  formerly  em- 
ploved  in  the  Pnblio  Service,  and  for  Compassionate  or  other  Special  Allowances  j 

and  Gratuities  awarded  by  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  V^^ga  oy  ^lj  vJ^QlC 
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Supply — Civil  Sbrticb  EsTiMATsa — pontinued. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £320,710,  be 
granted,  &c.,'*— ( Jfr.  Arthur  Arnold ;)— After  short  debate,  Movd,  "  That  the  Chair- 
man  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (ifr.  Sexton ;)— After  farther 
short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £220,710,  be  granted, 
&c.,"— (ifr.  Arthur  Arnold  :)'^The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  21,  Koe8  92  ;  Majority 
71.— (Div.  List,  No.  228.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  ajfr^d  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers)  Bill  [Bill  99]^ 
Bill  eomidered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .     775 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill  [Bill  26]— 
Bill,  as  amended,  eonnidirsd     . .  . .  . .  . .     784 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Thursday, 

FubUc  Health  (Members  and  Officers)  Bill  [BiU  114]— 

Bill  coniid&red  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .     788 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con« 
sidered  upon  Monday  next. 


Marriages  (Saint  John,  Cowley)  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Attorney  General,  Mr,  Stuart' 

^or^%) ;  ;>r#<en^<;i;,  and  read  the  firtt  time  [Bill  234]  ..  ..     798 
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COMMONS,    WEDNESDAY,    JULY    15. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


BUFFLY-^considered  in  Committee— Civil  Seevioe  Estimates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — ^Pubuo  Works  and  BxriLDDrGs. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Qneetion  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  j635,488,  be 
gpranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  wiU  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1886,  for  the  Buildings  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament/*— (A/r.  Plunket)        . .       799 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £37,488,  be 
granted,  &c.,**— (Jfr.  MiteheU  Henry :)— Alter  long  debate.  Question  put :— The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  42,  Noes  196  ;  Majority  154.— (Div.  List,  No.  231.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  VI. — Non-Effectivb  and  Chabitable  Sbevicks. 

(a.)  £9,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions,  &c. 

i3.)  £478,600,  Pauper  Lunatics,  England. 
4.)  £69,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 
5.)  £61,021,  Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  Deficiency. 
6.)  £1,761,  to  complete  the  sum  for  MisoeUaneons  Charitable  and  other  Allowances, 
Great  Britain. 

Class  IV. — ^EDucATioir,  Science,  and  Art. 

(7.)  £6,464,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  Gallery. 

(8.)  £1,630,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  Portrait  Gallery. 

(g.)  £13,900,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investigation, 
f  loj  £8,484,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  London  University. 
(11.)  £10,600,  University  Colleges,  Wales. 
(12.)  £;i,627,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Report). 


Besolutions  to  be  reported  T^-fnorrow  f  Qpn^mitt^e  to  sit  again  upoQ 

Friday,  uigmzeaDy  vJ'v/v^p^iv, 
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Supply— Export— Eesolutions  [Hth  July]  r#fw<«?  .,  ..     879 

^rat  Eighteen  Besolutions  agreed  to  r — ^Nineteenth  Besolution  po^iponed^ 
Postponed  Besolution  to  be  considered  upon  ttonday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


AnioBixTT    (BzPBNDcnmB    anb    Liabilitis4)— Motion    fob    k    Selkot 

GOMMITTEB — 

Mwtd,  <*  Thai  a  Select  Oimmtttee  be  appnnted,  *^  to  inquire  into  end  re^rt  upon  tto  cir> 
comstanoes  under  which  the  Expenditure  and  Liabilities  inoOiTed  by  tbe  Admiralty 
under  the  recent  Vote  of  Credit  have  exceeded  t^  revised  Estimate  stated  to  the 
House  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  5th  June  1885.*' — Committee 
to  consist  of  Seven  Members,  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection ; 
Three  to  be  the  quorum  : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records, — (Lord 
Omrge  Hmmilton)      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .      88  ! 

After  ehort  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

School  Boards  Bill— Orc^^^  (JTr.  stanhope,  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour) ;  presented,  and  read 

tiie  first  time  [BiU  936}  ..  .«  ..  '    .*     S81 

QUESTION. 


-^ 


CiHTRAL  Asia — Eussia  aito  Apqhanistan — Eeported  Russian  Adtance — 
Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Kandolph  Churchill)  . .  . .  . .  . .     8S2 


Oaths  Bill  [BiU  62]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  se^nd  time  *'  , .  . .     882 

Debate  adfoumed  till  To-morrow.  [5.45.] 


L0BD8,  THUESDAY,  JULY  16. 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  Bill  (No.  65)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee," — {Th4 
Earl  Spencer)  . .  . .  . .  888 

Amendment  moved. 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  (<<  That  ")  and  insert  ("  the  Order  of  Monday  last  for 
committing  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  be  discharged/')— (TA^ 
£arl  of  Lim$riek.) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 

stand  part  of  the  Motion  ?'' — Resohed  in  the  affirmative. 
House  in  Committee  accordingly  . .  . .  . .     888 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  receiyed  To-morrow, 

HoQBing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England)  Bill  (No.  177)— 
Moved,  «* That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2S"— (2%#  Marquess  of  Saliehmry)     . .     889 
Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Secretary  for  Scotland  BUI  (No.  178)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Beport  of  Amendments  to  be  reoeiyed,  read     . .     897 
After  short  debate.  Amendments  ri;2EH>r<f(^  accordingly ;  and  Bill  to  be  read 

VOL.  CC^CIX.     [TmRp  SERIES.]  L      ^      1  u,g,i,zeaDy^OOgie 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
COMMONS,  THUESDAT,  JULY  16.  Page 

QUESTIONS. 


X 


Oeoftess'  HoLDnros  (ScoxLiJO))  BrcL — Notice  of  Question,   Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  Sir  WiUiam  Haroourt  • ,     902 

hkyr  AND  JusTicB  (Ireland) — **  Doyuj  r.  Fenton  "— Tinahbly  Pbttt  Ses- 
sions— Questions,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  . .  . .  . .     903 

Ikeland — Eeqistby  of  Deeds  Ofwce,  Dublin  —  Question,    Mr.    Sexton; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  . .     904 

Chime  and  Outraob  (Irelaih))  —  Alleged  Firing  at  the  Person  at 
KiLLASMEESTiA,  Queen's  Co.— Quostious,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)        . .     905 

Post  Ofpiob — ^Thb  Oommtitee  on  Postage  Stamps — Question,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Lord  John  Manners)    . .     905 
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Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  223]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  . .  . .      928 

Amendment  proposedi 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
wprds  "in  riow  of  the  rapid  extension  of  local  rating  and  of  the  continuous  imposi- 
tion of  the  Income  Tax,  it  is  desirable  that  the  province  of  Local  Bating'  and  of  Im- 
perial Taxation  be  severally  readjusted  and  defined,  and  that  a  common  authority 
and  common  measure  be  provided  for  the  levy  of  both  rates  and  taxes  so  as  to  regu- 
late their  incidence  upon  the  principle  of  assessing  the  rate  or  tax  upon  the  real,  that 
is,  upon  the  net  annual  value," — [Mr.  J,  O.  Hubbard j) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  : '' — After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..962 

After  short  debate,  Main  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second 
time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

National  Debt  BiU  [BiU  172]- 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    , .  . .  . .  . .     964 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 

Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Bemoval  Bill  [Bill  232]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/' — {Mr,  Arthur  Balfour)     964 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '^  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  in  the  relief  of  destitute  paupers  out  of  any  Poor  Eate,  this  House  declines 
to  draw  a  distinction  in  favour  of  enfranchising  those  who  obtain  it  in  the  form  of 
medical  treatment  and  those  who  are  compelled  to  accept  it  in  the  form  of  bread,!'— 
{Mr,  Fellf) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  loDg  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Mr,  Courtney :) — After  further  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  279,  Noes  20;  Majority  269. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  232.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .    1010 

After  short  debate.  Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second 
time,  and  committed  for  Tuesday  next. 

Bankruptcy  (Office  Accommodation)  [Payment  of  Deficiency] — 

Matter  considered  in  Committee  . .  , .  ..1011 

Resolution  agreed  to  ;  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Bankruptcy  (Office  Accommodation)  Bill  [Bill  215J-- 

Ordqr  for  Committee  read  : — Moved,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1011 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Com- 
mittee : — ^After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress; 
to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Poor  Law  Unions'  Officers  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  214]— 
Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1013 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (J/r. 

Sexton :) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  considered  in  Committee:  — 
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debate.  Vote  agreed  to  • .  .  •  •  •  . .     1214 

'  ^ '  '        Class  II. — Salaeies  and  Expenses  of  OrviL  Depaetmbnts. 

(a.)  £119,978,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Local  Government  Board,  Ireland. — 
Alter lon^  debate,  Vote  o^vttfAf  to  .«  ..  •.  ..     1264 

(3.)  £36,111,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  PubUo  Works  Office,  Ireland.— After 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  •  •  .  •     1301 

Class  HL— Law  and  Justice. 

(4.)  £66,222,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland. — 

Alter  snort  debate,  v  ote  agreed  to,,  . .  .  •  • .     1315 

(5<)  £7,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Ireland. — After 

diort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  . .  . .     1817 

(6.)  £745,  to  complete  the  sum  lor  the  Admiralty  Court  Eegistry,  Ireland.— After 

short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . »     1318 

(7.)  £12,510,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Ke^strj  of  Deeds,  Ireland. — After  short 

debate.  Vote  tf^rw/^d  ..  ..  ..  ..     1320 

(8.)  £1,538,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registry  of  Judgments,  Ireland. 

(9.)  £90,817,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police.— After  short 

debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .     1321 

(10.)  £4,847,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Dundrum  Criminal  Luaatio  Asylum,  Ireland. 

Ola^s  IV. — Education,  Science,  Ajn>  Aet. 

(II.)  £1,21  S,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Teachers*  Pension  Office,  Ireland.— Alter 
short  debate.  Tote  agreed  to  ,.  . .  . .  . .     1324 

(la.)  £470,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners,  Ireland. 

(13.)  £1,701,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  N'ational  Ghillery  of  Ireland. — ^After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  , «     1325 

(14.)  £1,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Boyal  Irish  Academy. — After  short  debate, 
VgU  agreed  to        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1330 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrbw ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wed- 
nesday. 

Supply — ^Repoet — ^Postponed  Resolution  [14th  July]  considered  . .  1882 

(19.)  «  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £230,710,  be  ^^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete 
the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  Saperannuation  and  Retired 
Allowances  to  Persons  formerly  employed  in  the  Public  Service,  and  for  Compassionate 
,  or  other  Special  Allowances  and  Gratuities  awarded  by  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury." 

After  short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to,  OoocjIc 
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Poor  Law  XJnionft'  Offloera  Clreland)  BUI  TBUl  214]— 
BiU  imwuitfrMt  in  Oommittee     ..  ..  ..  *.  1334 

MwMd,  '<  That  the  Ghabmacii  do  report  Frogre^Sy  and  ask  leard  to  sit 
again," — {Mr.  Sexton :) — ^After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agr$$i 
ta: — Oommittee  T6{>ort  Progress  j  to  sit  again  upon  Tkurtdm/. 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Practices)  Bill  [Bill  148]— 
Bill  tf^iM*Vfortf<?  in  Committee     ..  ..  .,  ,.  1337 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported :  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered Jb-morroM^.  [l.SO.J 

LOEDS,  TTJESDAT,  JULTf  21. 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England)  Bill  (No.  177)— 

Amendments  reported  (aeoordinfl^  to  order)    . «  . .  . .  1338 

Farther  Amendments  made ;  BiU  to  be  read  3*  on  Friday  next ;  and  to  be 
printed,  as  amended  (No.  196.) 

Marriages  (Saint  John,  Cowley)  Bill  (No.  187)—  '    ' 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  8%"— (7!%^  Earl  Beauehamp)  . .   1342 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  /o.-^^iU  read  3%  and^'^M'^^^* 

Land  Ptirohase  (Ireland)  BUI  (No.  184)-- 
Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Oommittee," — (^T/ie 

Lord  Chemoellor  of  Ireland       ..  . .  . .  . .  1342 

After  debate,  MoHon agreed  to: — House  in  Committee  accordingly.  . 
Amendments  made ;  the  Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ; 

and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended      (No.  197.) 

Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  65)— 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  8*,"— (7%e  Sari  Spencer)  . .   1370 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  (**now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 

Motion  ( **  this  day  three  months,") — ( The  Earl  of  Redeedale,) 
On  Question,  That  ('*  now  ")  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ?    their  Lordships 

divided;  Contents  29,  Not-Contents  17 ;  Majority  12,-^Iteeolved  in  the 

ajirmative. 
Bill  read  3*  accordingly ;  an  Amendment  made ;  BOl  passed,  and  sent  to 

the  Commons. 

Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill  (No.  178)— 
Moved,  *' Thaiike  BiU  h^  now  read  Q^'^-^il^e  Earl  of  Eoseherg)  ..  1371 

Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  3*  accordingly. 
On  Question,  **That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  " 
Amendment  moved,  in  Title,  page  1,  to  leave  out  the  word  (**Vice") 

before  the  word  (**  President,'')— (7%ej  Earl  of  Mtnto.) 
After  debate.  Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House)  toithdraum. 
Amendments  made ;  BiH  passed,  and  sent  to  the  dommons.  [8.30.] 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  21, 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

S^hwark  and  Vauxhall  Water  Sill  ^Lords']-' 
Moved,  '*  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Sonthwark  and  YauaLhall  Water  Bill  [Lords],  Stattdittg 
Or^  2S6  be  snepended,  and  that  the  BiU  he  now  read  a  second  time/'--(<^ir  Charka 
ronur)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1381 

After  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  71,  Noes  1L9^  ^ 

Majority  48.— (Div.  List,  No.  235.)  ugi nzea byCjOOglC 
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Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart 
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Education  Department — School  Board  Elections] —  Question,  Mr.  Mun* 

della;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)      1406 

The  Charity  Commissioners— MkoLEY^s  Charity — Question,   Mr.  Jesse 

CoUings;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  1406 
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Liw  AND  Police  (England  and  Wales)— Sale  of  Obscene  LrrSBATtntB 
—Questions,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
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Medical  BeMef  Diji^[aaUfLcation  Bemoval  Bill  [BiU  232]— 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  ..  .,  ..  ..  ..  1411 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That*'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *•  this  HouBe  cannot  approve  of  a  measnre  which  removes  an  incentive  to  in* 
dependenoe,  and  fandamentiedly  changes  the  principle  of  the  Poor  Law  under  which 
pauperism  has  steadily  diminished  since  1834,*' — {Mr,  Courtney f) — instead  theoreof. 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  tlie  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of         [ 
the    Question:" — Alter   long   debate,    Question    put:— The    House 
divided:  J^J^b  226,  Noet  22 ;  Majority  204.— (EHv.  List,  No.  236.) 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ghair>"  put,  and  <      - 
agreed  to,  -      .  i 

BiU  e€n$%d6r$d  in  Committee    . .  . «  . .  •  .^  H74 

After  some  time  sp^nt  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  tobeconvidered 
upon  Tkureda^. 

County  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland)  Pensions  BiU  [BUI  112] 
Mbvedy    '*That  tho  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  tiiQe,"-^(i/r.  Attorneys 

0$nerdlfor  Ireland)  . .  . .  . ,  '  . .   1511 

After  short  debate^  Question  put,  and  agreed  U  .'—Bill  reckd  a  Beoond  time,       q 
9^4)6nmiUed^I%ur8d9u* 

Somxnary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Imprisonment)  Bill  [Bill  1 10]-^ 
"Bin,  as  amended,  eotufidered  . .  . .  .  •  .1612 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  parsed.  7 

CfttuNAL  Law  Amendment  Bill— Question,  Mr,  Onslow  5  Answeri  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  . .  • .  1512 

MOTIONS. 


Moveable  Dwellings  Bill— 

Xoved,  <*  Th^t  leate  bo  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  lor  the  registration  and  regu^ 
lation  of  Travelling  Vans,  and  other  vehides  used  as  temporary  abodes,* *^(Mr.  Digly]   1512 

After  diort  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  (Mr.  Dighy^ 
.  Mr.  Elton,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  TTarlvn,  Mr,  Broadhurst) ;  presented,  and 
^  read  the  first  time    [Bill  239.] 

Mpved,  "That the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday,"— (3fr. 
IHghy:) — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  :-^'Sxll  to  bo  read  a  second  time. 

Upoi^ifiWKfoynest -    uigmzeaoy^OOgle 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

[Julj/ 21.1  ^^^ 

Patent  L^w  ^Ji^o^diu^nt  Sill— 

Moved,  «*'rtiat  leave  be  givea  to  bring  in  a  BUI  to  amend  *  Tlio  Patents,  Detigas,  and 
TrademarkB  Act,  1888,'  "— (-SVr  Tarrer  BerfthOt)     . .  . .  ..1513 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  {Sir  Farrer 
MeraeMl,  Mr.  Malms) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  240.] 

Greenwich  Hospital  Bill— 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instraction  to  the  Commiitee,  that  they  have  power  to  make 

Srovisions  in  the  Bill  for  extending  the  eligibility  of  persons  for  appointments  as 
aval  Knights  of  Windsor,— (ifr.  Aehmead-BartUtt)  . .  , ,     1614 

Bill  coHtidered  in  Committee,  and  rt^rted;  as  amendedi  to  be  considered  Jo- mo  rro tf. 

Revising  Barristers  Bill*-^^^^^'^  C^*  Attomey  Chneral,  Seeretary  Sir  R,  AtshHm 

C>M<) ;  i7r#«m^<^  and  read  the  first  time  {Bill  237]     ..  «•  ..     IMi 

Evidence    by   ComSlission    BOl^Ordered  {Mr.  Attorney  General,  Lord  Randolph 

ChwchiU^  Mr.  Secretary  Stanley) ;  preeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Ml  288]         . .     1514 

[8.46.] 

LOBDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  22. 

The  House  met— and  the  Boyal  Assent  having  been  given,  by  Ooious- 
stoN,  to  several  Bills  [House  adjourned]  [4.45.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  22. 
QUESTIONS. 


BoYAL   Irish  Constabulaey — Disteibution — Questions,  Mr.   Deasy,   Mr. 

Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  1515 

Law  akd  Pouob  (England  and  Wales)  —  Obscbne  Ptblications— Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  On^slow;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  . .  . .  ..1516 

Navy — Collision  with  H.M.S.  "Hbcla" — Questions,  Mr.  Onslow;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Eitohie)     . .  . .  1516 

PAm<iAMENT — Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr. 
Monk ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir 
E,  Assheton  Croee)  .•  ..  ..  ..   1517 

Egypt — The  Soudan-^Eeported  Fighting  at  Kassala — Question,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  ..  ..  ..1^18 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee— Civil  Service  Estimates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. — ^Law  and  Justice. 
(i.)  £39,206,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ire- 
Ituid. — After  long  debate,  Vote  o^r^ecf  ^0  ..  ..  ..     1518 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £53,677, 
be  ^pranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  tiie  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Irish  Land 
Commission"         ••  ..  ,,  ,,  .,     1576 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and  Abt. 
(3.)  £6<l,  to  complete  the  sum  for  tho  Transit  of  Venus. 

Eesolutions  to  bo  reported  upon  Friday ;  Committeo  to  sit  again  upon 
Friday. 

uigiiizea  oy  vjiv/v/p^iN^ 
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Bill  read  3«,  with  the  Amendments  \— Moved,  *'  TiMtt  the  Bill  do  pass  *'  . .  1595 
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Biver  Tliames  (Ho.  2)  Bill  (No.  171)— 
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ChaneeUor  of  Ireland)  ..  ..  ..  ..1606 

Motion  agreed  to;  further  Amendments  made;  Bill  to  be  read  3'  To- 
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After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 
Maved^  ^'That  the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time  To -narrow," — {Mr,  Jesfe 

CoUinge)  ..  ..  .  .,  uigmzea  oy  ^pACSglC 
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N^VY^HiTjtftbiTLil^  Wor««,  -QueenstoWn— Questions,  Mr.  Dea^;  An- 

*        s^^Wk  Tl?i,e  Lord  qf  the  Admiralty  (Mr. ,  Ashmead-Bartlett)  ...  1 785 

(^Parliament— Business  of  the  Souse — Question,  Sir  William  Haroonrt  ^ 

Anbver^iThe  OhaAoellov  of  the  EsEche^uer  » .  . «   1786 

S^al  Commission  on  the  Depression  of  Taadb  ani^  limusniY  — 
Representation^,  ^  AajiicuLTpRE--Que8tion^  Mi.  Storfr;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  '  ..  ..  ..   1787 

ORDERS    OF    ZUE    DAT. 


SuppwcT-Qrdjw-  (for  Oommittee  read,,;  Jf^^ion  made,  and  Question  propoaed^    r 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Royal    Commissiqn   on   thj,.Pe^res8ion  op  Tradjj    and   IteuwRY*— ,   .-; 
RspRESENTATioir  OP  AoRiOTL^irtlE— Ohserv^tious,  Mr.  Storer^  Mr.  J. 
-^'Lowther      ..  ^  ^,     "  , .  ..  ..   1/88 

Land  'Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Mr.  §ub-Gommi5SION£3  Walpole/— 
Resolution — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  73iaf;  V  to  tha  ead  of  t)Le' Qu^oil,  in ^oHen^lo  «^4]^|tk  rs  'C- 
words  **  in  the  opinion  gf  this  House,  the  oppressive  character  of  Mr.  Suh<»Co;nmis- 
AtAast  W-alpole*l  relationd^*  '^i^^  liie  own  letiantry,  a&d  the  general  public  distrust 
;  ^  ^     justly  inspired  by  his  decisions,  render  it  undesirable  that  he  should  continue  to  bd 
intrusted  ytA\h  thfSf  ^dmuv^lnration  ;q|  the  Lftnd  Iiaw  (I]:#lan<^  Act,*'^(Jlr»  O^Brien^)     ' 
—instead  thereof  .  i   '  .a..  ,    ♦.  .»      ;  .,'1789 

Question  j>rppoi9^  '^  Th^t  the . woi^  (proposed  to  be  left  fOut  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  *' — After  debate,  Amenifoaent,  by  leave^  witMbrMm, 

Amendment  proposed,  ,    ,    .       .  '  -  .    .  :: 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  oi  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  general  ^blio  disti<nst  incited  by  the 
decisions  of  Mr.  Sub-Commi|wbnetlW9|>^XH&im  ikdMinto  JtbKt^^^uzthAf'ia- -  ^ 

uigiTizea  oy  vj  v/ V-/pi  iv. 
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SpypwH"<>tdg>iQrCooumtt»er6ftd  ^nUnrnd.  ' 

qniry  Bhonld  be  made  into  hi!  admi&ifltTstioa  of  the  land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot/'-t- 
{Mr.  0'JM$n,y^4xm^d.  thereof. 

Oaestion  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  omt  stand  part  of  the 
QMstxon : ''— The  House  divided}  Ayee  128,  Noes  82;  Majority  91.^ 
(Dir.  list,  Wo.  247.) 

Main  Qnestion  again  proposed,  ^'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
CSiiir:*'— 

Law  xsu  Justice  (Sootland)— Prooxtiutors  Fisoai^ — Observations,  Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay,  Dr.  Farouharson,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour ;   Beply,  The 
.      Secretary  of  State  for  the  Uome  Department  (Sir  £*  Assheton  Ooes)      1800 

Tbaim:  Asm  Oohios&ce^Dbfbbssion  oir  TRAra*-THi9  AFPiEOiATioir  or 
Gk)Xj>-^0b8ervati<m8,  Mr.  Samuel  Smi^  , .  •  •  1B05 

Ltjkatic  Abyluhs  rijiSLAjsn))— Cork  Lukatic  hsti^mi  —  Obserrations» 
M:r.  Deasy      ..  ..  ..  .>  1807 

Law  Aiw)  JuQinoB  (Ibbla»i>)— Oustodt  of  Paisojfiais  ro  lawtAwn — Obser-    , 
vations,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Beply,  The  Attorney  (Jeneral  for  Ireland  (Min 
Holmea :)— Short  debate  thereon  •  *  • .  •  •  l^B 

Main   Question^  ''That  Ur.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  COiair,'^  put,  aitd 

SUPPLY — eonsidered  in  Committee— Civu.  Servioi  Esumatis-^ 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  HI. — Law  and  Justioe. 

(i.)  ^69,316  (iBclttding  a  Supplementary  sum  of  ^63,000),  to  complete  the  snmior 

Ootmty  Court  Officers,  Ireland.— After  debate,  Vote  uffreed  to        ..  ,.1814 

(i.)  £880,091.  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Constabulary,  Ireland.  —  After  debate, 
Ycfbi  toftwd  t0        ..  ..  ..  ..     18d9 

'    (3.)  £56,ld0,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Befonnaitary  and  Industrial  6diools,  Irdaad^^ 

After  short  debate,  Vote  o^MiTI*  ..  .,  .«  ..     19i93 

(3lass  VI.— Noir-EFFKcnVB  and  Charitable  Services. 

(4.)  £18,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland. 
(5.)  £12,747,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland. 
(6.)  £2,371,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Misceillaneoas,  Charitable,  and  other  Allowances, 
Ireland.  ^^ 

Class  Vil. — Misobllanbous. 
(7.)  £16,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registration  of  Voters,  Ireland. 

Besoluiiont  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

Poor  Iiaw  TJxiioiiB'  Officers  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  214]— 

Bill  eonsid^ed  in  Committee  j^Progress  20th  July']  . .  . .  1 867 

After  short  time  spent  therem.  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be 
read  Ae  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Secretary  Ibr  Scotland  Bill  [ZorJ«]  [Bill  242]— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"— (£fir  JR.  AeskeUm 

CroBi)  . .  . .  . .  , .  . .   1S60 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Sir  Lyon  Phyfair:) — 

'    After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraton. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .—Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 

wtUUdtat  Wedneeday  next. 

Patent  Law  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  240]— 
Order  for  Second  Seading  read  ..  ..  ..  1864 

Bill  read  A  second  time^^^nd  emnmittediot  Monday.  Digitized  by  GoOqIc 
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Oaths  BiU  [BiU  62]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjonmed  Debate  on  Question  [15ili  July], 
^*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Qaestion  again  pro- 
posed:— Debate  fMMm^       ..  ..  ..  ..   1865 

Moved,  <<That  the  Order  be  discharged,"— (iff.  iVftr(2d!^«^ ;)— Debate 
further  adjourned  till  Wedneeday  next. 

Police  Enfranchisement  Extension  Bill  [Bill  269]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [23rd  July], 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Question  again  pro- 
posed:— 'DQhdXQ  reeumed       ..  ..  ..   1865 

Moved,  ^^That  the  Debate  be  4x(W  aclfoumed,'' — {Mr,  Morgan  Hoyd:) 
— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  foithdraum. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr, 
Rameay,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  word  'now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  mm- 
mitted  for  Thured^  n^t. 

Pluralities  {re-oommitted)  Bill  [BiU  241]— 
Bill  considered  in  Oommittee    . .  . .  . .  . .   1869 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next*  .«_«« 

Expiring  Laws  Continuaiice  "BHi^Ordertd  {Mr,  SerbeH,  Sir  Mem^  SoUttni) ;  pre- 

iM^itf,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  S47]  ..  ..  ..   1872 

[12,45.] 


Digitized  by  VjOOQlC 


LORDS. 


NEW  PEEBfl. 

Thdbsdat,  July  9. 

Sir  Natlianiel  Mayer  Bothsohild,  Baronet,  created  Baron  BotliBehild  of  Triag  in 
the  county  of  Hertford. 

MojiDAT,  Jtcy  18. 

Hervyn  Edward,  Yiscount  Powerscourt  in  that  part  of  the  United  Elingdom  of 
Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland  called  Ireland,  K.J?.,  created  Baron  Powerscourt, 
of  PoweiBCOurt  in  the  county  of  "WicWow. 

Anthony  Henley,  Baron  Henley  in  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Chreat 
Britain  and  Ireland  called  Ireland,  created  Baron  Northington,  of  Watford 
in  the  county  of  Northampton. 

The  Bight  Honourable  Sir  Arthur  Hobhouse,  K.O.S.I.,  G.I.E.,  a  Member  of  the 
Judicial  Oommittee  of  the  Privy  OounoUi  created  Baron  Hobhouse,  of  Had- 
spen  in  the  county  of  Somerset. 

Tuesday,  July  14. 

Oavin,  Lord  Breadalbane  (Earl  of  Breadalbane  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom oalled  Scotland),  created  Earl  of  Ormeiie  in  ,ihe  county  of  OaithnesSj 
and  Marquess  of  Breadalbane. 

SAT  FIRST. 

Friday,  July  24. 
The  Earl  of  Aylesford,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 
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COMMONS. 


NEW  WBIT  ISSUED. 

Thttesday,  July  9. 
For  Eoriham,  v.  Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  baronet,  Gboom  in  Waiting. 

NEW  MEMBEBS  SWORN. 

Fbiday,  July  10. 
BrighUm^'Bif^i  Hon.  William  Thaokeraj  Marriott. 

Monday,  July  18. 
ChtiihMm — John  Eldon  Gorst,  esqnire. 
Idneoln  County  {Northern  2)tVwio»)— Henry  John  Atkinson,  esquire. 

TuBSDAY,  July  14. 
County  of  Down — ^Lord  Arthur  Hill. 

Thuesday,  July  16. 
iZbr«Aa«t— Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  baronet. 

Monday,  July  20. 
^y^^y— Ferdinand  James  de  Bothschild,  commonly  called  Baron  Ferdinand 
James  de  Bothschild. 
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THE  MINISTRY 

Of  titb  Right   Honourable  WILLIAM   EWART   GLADSTONE, 

As    IT    STOOD    AT    THEIR    RESIGNATION    OF    OfFICE    IJfr    JUNE,    1885. 

THE  CABINET. 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Prime  Minister)    Right  ITon.  William  Ewart  Gladstone. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Selborjte. 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland        .        .        .     Right  Hon.  Earl  Spencer,  K.GI-. 
Lord  President  of  the  Council      .        .        Right  Hon.  Lord  Carlinoford. 

'^:!^ZTi  vlLVl^^^'"'^}  K'^l't  Hon.  Eari  of  Rosbbeb.. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .        .        .        Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  Childers. 
Secretary  of  State,  Home  Dei)artment         .    Right  Hon.  Sir  William  V.  Harcourt. 
Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Department  .        Right  Hon.  Earl  Granville,  K.G. 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies      .        .    Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Derby. 
Secretary  of  State  for  War      .         .         .         Right  Hon.  Iklarquess  of  Hartington. 
Secretary  of  State  for  India         .         .        .     Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kimberley. 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty    » ^     .       ^ .         Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Northbrook. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  di  Ij&nc4siBrjtv5d'J  ^    (  )      | 

Vice    President    of    the  Committee    of  >  Rignt  Hot.  George  Otto  Treveltan. 

Council  for  Agriculture  .        ,        .         ) 
President  of  the  Board  of  TradQ      .         .         Right  Hon.  Joseph  Chamherlaix. 
President  of  the  Local  Gk>venimcnt  Board       Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke.  Bt. 

Postmaster  Greneral Right  Hon.  Georoe  John  Shaw  Lefevre. 

,    r  ..  ?^^0p  IN  THE  CABINET. 
Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief     '''.        HfK.H.  tlie  Diiko  of  Casibridge,  K.G. 
Vice  l^resident  of  the  Committee  of  Coun-\  r>-  ^  +  n        a    t  nr 

cil  for  Education       ....         |  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  Mundella. 

'       V    .  .  rC.  C.  Cotes, "Esq4    '.      ':-a..:    ^  ." 

Lords  of  the  Treasury     .  -    ' :        ,    -   j*.  '  Jj  Hjinm'BT  (xLAiii^a'oNii  Esq. 

(R.  W.  t)rKrv£sq.^  "    ^     -^-' c  •  -ii  :.  i  ^ 
•  /  Admiral  Sir  Astley   Cooper  Key,   Admiral  Lord 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty.^  <^'  V  -    :  '  •;:  /  J    '^^^;^S^.  ^^^i:>^{^^^^  '^"If^'"   Brandreth, 
*^x^^^,   ia*«  «..A^**x*««uj .  .  I      Vrco  ' ifflDiipal   biT  WiLLiAM  Hewett,  William 

\      Sproston  Catne,  Esq.,&  George  W.  RENDEL,E8q. 

T^;«4.  o««««4.««:«-  *«  ♦!,«  Twv«- .,  (Right  Hon.  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor. 

Joint  Secretaries  to  the  Treaaiiry        .  |.j„7.n  ToMLiNsAti  iHmi«ktv  Psq,.  .j 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty     .   •"'   iK\i^   .^  ^r  Xhpkia?  Bi^Af>s«Y. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  .        .  John' IIolms,  '5s(^.     ^r.     '  '  '  >  .   tV 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  George  Willi  a  v  Erskixe  Russell,  Esq. 

Under  Se'cretary,  Home  Department  .         .  Henry  Hauj^lev.Foyler,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department    .     ,  Lord  Edmoxd  FiX/VAt  lacE. 

Under  Secre^ry  for  Colonies      .        .        .  Hotf.  A.  KvriLtx  X&^isi^^,,      ,« ,     .  ;  , 

Under' Seoretary  for  War-     -.  •"     .*       .'  ;^h1:1  ot' Morli^Y.     , 

Under  Secretary  for  India  .        .        .        .  J.  Kyxaston  CR0f?6,  Ei8'^;'-'^  l   r\   k(^^^ 

Paymaster  General  ....  Right  Hon.  Lord  Wolveuton. 

Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  .        .  Hon.  HenrxRouert  15haxd. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department,  Colonrl  Sir  Arthur  DirRT+  ffA-fTER,  Bart 

Juda^  Advocate  General     .        .        .        .  R^ght  Hoi(.  GioidaE  Pt,H(JjiN^  !Uo/i';A,\. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  x    '   ' 

Solicitor  Greneral Sir  Farrkr  IIerschell. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  Jottk  Dif air  BAJ^^gqa.  ^^ 

Solicitor  General Alexander  Asher,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

£ord  Iiie«lt©Bttttt'    '    .     •    ..        .         <-.    y  Right  Hqn.  Earl  Rpenx:er,'K:1i>'! 

Lord  Chancellor       .        .        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  John  Naish.    ^.  ^         ,  v 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant      .  Right  Hon.  Jii^KRt  tJAMPREW.7BAXN':eRMAN. 

Attorney  General Samuel  Walker,  Esq. 

Solicitor  General The  Macdermott. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Right  Hon  Earl  Sydney. 

Lord  Chamberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kenmare. 

Master  of  the  Horse         ....  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Westminster,  K.G. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household         .        ,        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Breadalbane. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household  .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Kensington. 

Vice  Chainberlain  of  the  Household   .         .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Charles  Bruce. 

Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Lord  Carrington. 

Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard       .  Right  Hon.  Lorrl  Monson. 

I^Iaster  of  the  Buckhounds  ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery. 

l^hief  Fiquerry  and  Clerk  Marshal  .        .  Lord  Alfred  II.  Paget. 

Mistress  of  the  Robes Her  Grace  tlio  Duchess  of  Roxburohk^  t 
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THE   MliNlSTRY 

Of  the  Most  Noble  Tira  Marqukss  of  SALISBURY,  K.G., 
As  Formed  on  Accept.vnce  of  Office  June- July,  1885. 

TilE  CABINET. 


Secretan^  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  > 
(Prime  Minister) / 

Lord  ('hancellor  of  England  . 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland    . 

Lord  President  of  the  Council    . 

Lord  Privy  Seal 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 

Secretary  of  State  tor  War 

Secretary  of  State  for  India   . 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

Postmaster  General 

Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  Council) 
on  Education / 


The  Most  Noble  The  Marquossof  Salisbuey,  K.G. 

Right  Hon.  Ijord  Halsbuby. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashhouhne. 

Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Carnahvox. 

Right  Hon.  Viscount  Ckanbkook. 

Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Hahuowby. 

Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Iduesleiou,  G.C.B. 

Kight  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Bart. 

Right  Hon.  Sir  Richard  Asshetox  Cuoj^s,  G.C.B. 

Right  Hon.  Fheoeuick  Arthur  Stanley. 

Right  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  Randolph  Churchill. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  (Jeor(»e  Hamilton. 

His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon,  K.G. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Manners,  G.C.B. 

Right  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 


NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief         .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  K.G. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and^ 

Vice    President    of    the    Committee    of  >  Right  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

Council  on  Agriculture         .         .         .     ) 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board     Right  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

First  Commissioner  of  Works  and  Public)  t>-  v.*  rr       t\  t5  t> 

y  Right  Hon.  David  Robert  Plunket. 


Buildings 
Lords  of  the  Treasury    .... 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty 

Joint  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury   . 

Sccrrtary  to  the  Admiralty 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade      . 
Stcretarj'  to  the  l^ocal  Government  Board 
rnder  Secretary,  Home  Department 
Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department 
Under  Secretary  for  Colonies  . 
Under  Secretary  for  War  . 
Under  Secretary  for  India 


/Charles  Dalrymple,  Esq. 
4  Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 
(Colonel  Walrond. 

iVko  Admiral  Hood,  Vice  Admiral  Sir  Anthony 
}      HosKiNs,    Vice    Admiral    Brandreth,    Captain 
(     CoDHiNOTON,  Ellis  Ash  mead- Bartlett,  Esq. 
f  Arktas  Ake  us -Douglas,  Esq. 
"iSir  Henry  Holland,  Bart. 

Charles  Thompson  Ritchie,  Esq. 

Baron  Henry  dp.  Worms.  • 

Kight  Hon.  Earl  Brownlow. 

Charles  Beilby  Stuart-Wortlby,  Esg. 

Right  Hon.  Robert  Bourke.  ' 

Kight  Hon.  Earl  of  Dunravex. 
.     Right  Hon.  Viscount  Bury. 

Kii^ht  Hon.  Lord  Harris. 


Paymaster  (ieueral Right  Hon.  I'':irl  Beauchamp. 


Surveyor  Gt;neral  of  Ordnance 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department 

Judge  Advocate  (ieneral 

Attorney  (General 

Solicitor  General     ..... 


H'>n.  Guy  Cuthhert  Dawnay. 

Hon.  H.  S.  Nokthcote. 

Kight  H(m.  William  Thackeray  Marriott,  Q.C. 

Sir  Richard  E.  Webster,  Q.C. 

John  Eldon  Gorst,  Esq.,  U.C. 


Lord  Advocate  , . 

Solicitor  (xenrral  .         .         .         .         . 

Lord  Lieutenant  .... 

Lord  Chancellor 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

Attorney  (General  .         .         .         .         . 

Solicitor  General  .... 


SCOTLAND. 

.    John  Hay  Athol  Macdonald,  Q.C. 
J.  P.  Bannkrm AN- Robertson,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

.     Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  .Ashbourne. 
.     Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke. 

Kight  Hon.  Hugh  Holmes,  Q.C. 
.     John  Monroe,  Esq.,  Q.C. 


QUEEN 
Ijord  Steward  . 

Lord  Chamberlain       .         .         .    •     . 
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NAVY— REINSTATEMENT  OF  HOBART 
PASHA. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  On 
what  ground  ex- Captain  the  Hon.  A.  C. 
Hobart-Hampden,  who  has  been  twice 
struck  off  the  Royal  Navy  for  causes 
deemed  sufficient  by  the  Governments  of 
the  day,  has  now  been,  for  the  second 
time,  restored,  with  the  increased  rank 
of  Vice- Admiral ;  whether,  during  the 
last  twenty-five  years,  that  officer  has 
ever  been  employed  in  the  active  service 
of  Her  Majesty ;  and,  if  so,  for  how 
long,  and  in  what  capacities ;  and,  whe- 
ther during  the  gpreater  part  of  that  time 
he  has  been  engaged  in  other  pursuits, 
some  of  them  in  contravention  of  the 
Laws  of  this  Country  and  of  the  Laws  of 
Nations  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD :  Captain  the 
Hon.  A.  C.  Hobart's  name  was  removed 
from  the  list  of  officers  of  the  Royal 
Navy  in  1868,  in  consequence  of  his 
having  accepted  an  appointment  in  the 
Turkish  Service  without  the  permis- 
sion of  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  In 
1874  he  was  reinstated.  The  Papers 
connected  with  this  transaction  were 
presented  to  Parliament  in  1877.  In 
1877  his  name  was  removed  from  the 
list  when  war  broke  out  between  Turkey 
and  Russia.  But  the  late  Government, 
after  fully  inquiring  into  his  case,  were 
pleased  to  accede  to  Admiral  Hobart's 
request  to  be  restored  to  the  list  of  re- 
tired naval  officers,  and  he  resumed  the 
place  on  the  list  as  if  he  had  not  been 
removed.  (Order  in  Council,  June  24, 
1 885. )  Vice-Admiral  Hobart-Hampden 
was  not  employed  as  a  Captain.  His 
last  service  afloat  was  as  Commander 
of  Her  Majesty's  ship  Foxhound  from 
August,  1861,  to  March,  1863.  His  pay 
as  a  retired  Vice- Admiral  is  the  same  as 
that  which  he  received  as  a  Rear- 
Admiral.  As  regards  the  last  part  of 
the  Question,  I  have  no  evidence  before 
xne  to  favour  that  assumption. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  it  was  not  perfectly  well  known 
to  the  Admiralty  that  this  Vice- Admiral 
had  been  engaged  for  several  years  in 
blockade-running  in  America,  and  that 
he  had  been  engaged  in  naval  warlike 
operations  against  Russia   at   a   time 


when  Russia  and  this  country  were  at 
peace? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked 
whether  he  was  to  understand  that  Yice- 
Admiral  Hobart-Hampden  received  pay 
from  the  British  Government  while  in  the 
Turkish  Service? 

The  FIRST  LORD :  I  cannot  answer 
that  Question.  The  case  was  gone 
thoroughly  into  by  my  Predecessor 
(the  Earl  of  Northbrook),  who,  as  far  as 
I  am  able  to  judge,  arrived  at  a  very  just 
conclusion.  My  impression  is  that  Vice 
Admiral  Hobart-Hampden  has  not  re- 
ceived pay  from  the  English  Exchequer 
while  in  the  Turkish  Service. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  What 
is  the  rate  of  pay  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD :  £1  a-day. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  BAY. 


SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Bxjv^LY'-eonsiderid  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £194,300,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1886." 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  say  a  few  words  which  he  might  fairly 
say  on  this  Vote,  and  at  the  present 
moment,  because  he  observed  that  the 
Second  Naval  Lord,  Admiral  Hoskins, 
was  now  absent  from  the  Admiralty, 
having  been  sent  in  command  of  the 
Squadron  at  present  carrying  on  certain 
evolutionary  proceedings  in  Bantry  Bay, 
Blacksod  Bay,  or  somewhere  on  the 
Coa^  of  Ireland.  He  was  anxious  at 
that  moment  to  congratulate  his  noble 
Friend  sitting  below  him  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  and  the  Admiralty  on  having 
secured  the  assistance  of  such  men  as  Ad- 
miral Hoskins  and  Admiral  Hood — than 
whom  no  one  could  be  more  capable — 
and  Captain  Codrington.  They  were 
all  men  most  capable  of  fulfilling  the 
duties  of  their  posts.  The  absence  of 
Admiral  Hoskins  with  the  Evolutionary 
Squadron  enabled  them  to  direct  atten- 
tion to  the  services  which  that  gallant 
officer  had  recently  performed.  He  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  the  more  induced  to  call 
attention  to  those  services,  because  he 
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found  that  the  late  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  the  Member  for  Scarborough 
(Mr.  Caine)  who  was  not  now  in  the 
House,  but  who,  he  believed,  would  be 
in  his  place  very  shortly — [Mr.  Caine 
here  resumed  his  seat]— had  made  a 
statement  which  had  been  reported  in 
the  newspapers  to  this  effect — 

*•  Our  Navy  waa  stronger  than  that  of  any 
two  Powers  comhined.  When  the  shipbuilding 
programme  of  the  Government  was  complete  it 
would  be  as  strong  as  the  Navies  of  any  three 
Powers  of  Europe.  "We  could  take  every  ship 
in  the  French  Fleet  and  lay  alongside  her  as 
strong  a  ship  as  hers,  and  find  ourselves  at  the 
end  with  a  reserve  Fleet  equal  to  that  of  any 
other  Power." 

He  should  like  to  refer  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Caine)  to  an  hon.  Friend 
who  was  sitting  behind  him  (Sir  Edward 
J.  Eeed),  and  who  had  a  Notice  on  the 
very  subject  to  which  the  late  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  had  alluded  in  those 
very  misleading  terms.  In  the  first 
place,  it  was  not  correct  to  say — as  shown 
by  the  Evolutionary  Squadron  —  that 
they  had  anything  like  an  efficient 
supply  of  ships  to  perform  such  special 
daty,  although  the  hon.  Member  said — 

"  We  could  take  every  ship  in  the  French 
Fleet  and  lay  alongside  her  as  strong  a  ship  as 
hers,  and  find  ourselves  at  the  end  with  a  re- 
serve Fleet  equal  to  that  of  any  other  Power." 

The  whole  reserve  Fleet  in  Blacksod 
Bay,  that  the.  Second  Naval  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  was  in  command  of,  consisted 
of  13  iron-clads,  and  of  those  only  five, 
including  the  Ajax,  could  steam  14 
knots,  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed)  whether  six  of  them  were  fit  to 
goto  sea  at  all?  Of  those  six  ships, 
there  were  none  sufficiently  armoured, 
and  there  were  some  whose  boilers  were 
in  such  a  condition  that  they  could  not 
•team  nine  knots  an  hour.  Of  the  re- 
maining ships  he  would  venture  to  say — 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  would 
confirm  him  in  saying — ^that  only  three 
of  them  were  reliable  in  the  sense  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough 
had  dared  to  tell  the  country  that  it 
waa  defended.  The  fact  was  that  the 
Ajax^  the  most  powerful  ship  of  the 
Squadron,  would  not  steer.  It  was  im- 
possible to  steer  her  in  a  seaway ;  and 
ne  was  sure  that  when  Admiral  Hoskins 
returned  to  his  duty  at  the  Admiralty 
as  Second  Naval  Lord  he  would  confirm 
this  statement — that  the  Ajax  was  a 


vessel  which  could  not  be  relied  on  to 
go  alongside  a  French  ship  at  all.  She 
could  not  steer  more  than  nine  knots  to 
overtake  a  French  ship,  and  if  she  did 
overtake  one  she  would  not  be  able  to 
steer  alongside  it.  There  were  only 
three  ships  in  the  Squadron — including 
the  Ajax — sufficiently  armoured  to  be 
reliable.  And  that  was  the  Squadron 
which  was  paraded  before  the  country 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  other  autho- 
rities as  an  example  of  the  efficiency  of 
the  Fleet  of  England  ;  and  he  thought 
it  was  due  to  his  noble  Friend  below 
him  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  and  those 
who  were  associated  with  him,  to  point 
out,  on  the  first  legitimate  opportunity, 
— and  this  was  a  legitimate  opportunity, 
when  the  Second  r^aval  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  was  himself  in  command  of  a 
Fleet  —  the  entire  insufficiency  of  the 
naval  strength  on  which  the  country 
relied.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  gone 
on  to  say,  in  the  speech  from  which  he 
had  read  an  extract — 

**Wehad  shown  that  at  a  week  or  two's 
notice  we  could  sweep  the  seas  with  merchant 
cruisers,  and  could  build  more  ships  of  war, 
from  an  iron-clad  to  a  torpedo  boat,  in  a  given 
time,  than  all  the  nations  of  the  world  put  to- 
gether. Until  the  spread  of  Christianity  and 
common  sense  reached  the  Gk>yemments  of 
Europe  we  must  maintain  our  supremacy  on  the 
seas,  and  this  was  the  view  taken  by  the 
Ministry." 

He  (Sir  John  Hay)  had  in  his  hand  a 
Ketum  as  to  the  fittings  of  those  ships 
moved  for  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  That  was  not 
the  time  to  allude  to  it,  but  that  Be- 
tum  would  show  that  those  16  cruisers 
under  Admiral  Hoskins  were  not  suffi- 
ciently armed — or  at  least  only  one  was 
sufficiently  armed — to  perform  the  duties 
they  were  intended  to  perform.  It  was 
no  use  pretending  to  the  country  that 
the  noble  Earl  the  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
and  his  friends  had  left  the  Fleet  in  an 
efficient  condition,  and  that  his  (Sir  John 
Hay's)  noble  Friend  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  and  those  below  him  had  suc- 
ceeded to  an  efficient  Fleet,  when  it  was 
proved  beyond  doubt  that  the  Evolu- 
tionary Squadron  in  Blacksod  Bay  was 
thoroughly  inefficient.  It  would  be  soon 
proved  beyond  doubt  by  the  Report  of 
the  Second  Naval  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
who  had  been  in  command  of  the  Fleet — 
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•which  Report,  he  trusted,  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  his  noble  Fripnd  very 
shortly — that  a  more  misleading  and 
fallacious  attempt  to  gammon  the  coun- 
try into  believing  that  it  had  an  efficient 
Naval  Force  had  never  been  perpetrated 
by  persons  in  authority  tban  the  at- 
tempt of  the  late  Civil  Lord.  He 
trusted  to  hear  from  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  that  there 
■would  be  no  relaxation  in  the  attitude 
•which  was  taken  up  by  the  rij^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  fur 
War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  when  he  ac- 
knowledged his  short-comings,  and 
pointed  out  to  the  late  officials  of  the 
Admiralty  in  the  House  that  he  himself 
had  not  done  sufficient  for  the  defence 
of  the  country.  That  was  not  the  time 
to  raise  a  naval  debate  of  the  character 
which  was  necessary,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  forestall  the  Notice  of  Motion 
which  he  saw  still  stood  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Eeed),  and 
which  he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  would 
bring  on  in  the  House.  But  he  had 
thought  that  with  this  statement  of  a 
late  official  of  the  Admiralty  to  which  he 
had  referred  before  the  country,  and 
with  the  facts  now  apparent  in  Blacksod 
Bay  of  the  total  insufficiency  of  the  only 
Fleet  available  for  special  service — for 
there  were  no  reserve  ships  to  be  sent  to 
it — it  was  necessary  to  say  a  word  or  two 
to  prevent  the  public  from  being  misled. 
He  did  not  know  whether  his  noble 
Friend  could  confirm  the  statement,  or 
whether  or  not  it  was  correct;  but  he  had 
seen  it  asserted  since  the  noble  Lord 
took  Office  at  the  Admiralty  that  the 
order  for  the  construction  of  the  boilers 
which  were  required  for  the  Minotaur  and 
her  two  sister  ships,  the  Northumberland 
and  the  Agincourt^  had  been  suspended  or 
stayed.  There  might  be  good  reasons 
for  it.  No  doubt  it  would  be  far  better 
to  build  efficient  ships  than  to  reGt  those 
old  ones ;  that  he  fully  acknowledged ; 
but  unless  some  large  addition  were 
made  to  the  shipbuilding  programme, 
he  ventured  to  say  that  this  country  at 
the  beginning  of  next  year  would  be  in 
a  most  desperately  defenceless  condition 
that  a  country  could  be  in.  He  hoped 
the  Second  Naval  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
when  he  returned  from  Blacksod  Bay 
fresh  for  his  official  duties  would  point 
out  that  what  the  present  Government 
ought  to  do,  seeing  that  their  tenure  of 

S*r  John  Hay 


Office  might  or  might  not  be  long,  was 
to  take  care  and  expend  the  extra  Vote 
they  had  in  hand,  not  in  building  as  fast 
as  possible  a  certain  number  of  ships, 
but  in  committing  the  country  to  the 
building  of  at  least  13  iron-clad  ships  on 
the  13  vacant  mercantile  slips  of  the 
country,  so  that  whoever  might  be  in 
authority  hereafter  might  be  compelled 
to  complete  the  programme.  Anxious 
as  he  had  been  to  see  ships  completed  as 
fast  as  possibie,  yet  looking  at  the  fact 
that  a  considerable  sum  of  money  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Admiralty  not  yet  ap- 
propriated, he  should  like  to  see  13  iron- 
clads laid  down  on  the  13  vacant  mer- 
cantile slips  on  the  Tyne,  the  Clyde,  the 
Mersey,  the  Humber,  and  the  Thames. 
He  apologized  to  the  Committee  for 
raising  this  question  ;  but  it  was  one  of 
such  vital  importance  to  the  country,  and 
it  was  so  prejudicial  to  the  national  in- 
terests that  hon.  Members  who  had  held 
Office  for  a  short  time  should  make 
statements  of  such  a  misleading  char- 
acter as  those  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough,  that  he  had  thought  it  but 
right  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  subject  with  which  he  had 
dealt. 

Sir  EDWARD  J.  REED  said,  there 
were  one  or  two  points  connected  with 
the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty that  he  would  like  to  advert  to, 
with  a  view  to  eliciting  some  explana- 
tion from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George 
Hamilton).  The  Committee  was,  of 
course,  aware  that  there  had  been  all 
but  a  total  change  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  since  the  Navy  Estimates  were 
last  before  the  House ;  but  one  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  draw  attention  was 
the  exclusion  from  the  present  Board  of 
a  Civil  member  of  the  late  Board  in  the 
person  of  Mr.  Rendel.  He  confessed  he 
could  never  quite  understand  how  it 
was  that  that  gentleman,  whose  func- 
tion it  was  to  look  after  the  minor,  or 
secondary,  details  in  connection  with 
Her  Majesty's  ships,  should  become  a 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  while  the  de- 
signers of  the  Fleet  had  not  a  position 
on  the  Board.  Still,  Mr.  Rendel  was 
put  on  the  late  Board,  and  as  he  was 
put  there  with  the  assent— which,  of 
course,  was  not  necessary,  but  still  it 
must  be  regarded  as  valuable  to  the  late 
Administration — of  the  present  ISecre- 
tary  6i  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  the  Committee  perhaps  would 
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be  glad  to  know  how  it  was  that  no  cor- 
responding member  occupied  a  seat  at 
the  new  Board.  Of  course,  if  the  an- 
swer was  that  Mr.  Eendel  dech'ned  to  go 
on,  and  had  resigned  his  ofTice,  then  ho 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  re- 
appointment of  such  an  officer  was  con- 
templated? If  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
had  been  completely  and  totally  changed, 
he  should  have  felt  a  little  better  satis- 
fied than  he  did  at  the  moment.  [An 
hon.  Membee  :  It  has  been.]  No ; 
there  was  certainly  one  member  of  the 
Board  who  had  occupied  the  same  posi- 
tion on  the  late  Board.  He  referred  to 
that  very  able  and  distinguished  officer, 
Admiral  Brandreth,  Controller  of  the 
Navy.  He  (Sir  Edward  J.  Eeed)  was 
quite  sure  that  no  one  would  suppose  he 
had  a  word  to  say  or  suggest,  still  less  to 
insinuate,  against  that  gallant  officer; 
but  what  he  was  afraid  of  was  that  the 
continuance  on  the  present  Board  of  a 
member  of  the  late  Board  might  actually 
carry  with  it  a  greater  continuance  of 
the  policy  of  the  late  Board  than,  in  his 
opinion,  would  be  beneficial  to  the  coun- 
try. The  Committee  were  well  aware 
that  there  were  questions  of  most  vital 
importance  concerning  the  well-being  of 
the  Navy  resting  with  the  Department 
of  wkich  Admiral  Brandreth  was  the 
head;  and  he  thought  the  Committee 
would  understand  that  the  prolongation 
of  the  engagement,  or  the  re-appoint- 
ment on  the  Board  of  the  Controller, 
who  was  the  most  responsible  of  all  the 
members  of  the  late  Board  for  their 
shipbuilding  policy,  made  men  like  him- 
self anxious  as  to  the  future  policy  of  the 
Board.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that, 
in  his  opinion,  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  successful  administration  of  the  Navy 
for  the  time  depended  on  the  policy  of 
the  new  Board  ;  for,  in  his  humble  opi- 
nion, if  this  Board  of  Admiralty  did 
not  avail  itself  of  its  present  some- 
what unexpected  opportunity  of  ren- 
dering the  State  some  service  in  con- 
nection with  the  Navy,  it  was  likely 
to  be  the  last  Board  of  Admiralty 
that  would  have  the  same  opportunity 
of  neglecting  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try ;  lor  he  hoped  and  trusted  that  Eng- 
land would  find  a  class  of  politicians 
who  would  insist  on  a  greater  economy 
and  efficiency  in  the  Naval  Service  than 
they  had  ever  known,  and  who  would 
insist  upon  the  necessary  steps  being 
taken  to  bring  about  those  consequences. 


He  felt  sure  the  new  Board  had  a  very 
great  opportunity,  and  upon  the  Sliip- 
building  Vote  he  proposed  to  advert  to 
some  points  well  deserving  considera- 
tion. He  must  say  he  looked  to  the 
new  Board  with  a  considerable  amount 
of  confidence,  seeing  the  men  of  whom 
it  was  composed.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  (Sir  JohnjHay),  who 
had  just  spoken,  had  remarked  upon  the 
composition  of  Sir  Anthony  Hoskius's 
Squadron ;  and  hemust  say  that  with  those 
remarks  he  sympathized  in  the  largest 
and  deepest  manner.  It  was  represented 
to  the  country  that  that  Particular  Ser- 
vice Squadron,  or  that  Special  Service 
Squadron,  and  to  the  command  of  which 
Sir  Anthony  Hoskins  was  appointed, 
was  originally  collected,  scraped  to- 
gether, he  might  almost  say,  to  form  a 
Baltic  Fleet.  Now,  if  the  whole  in- 
genuity of  man  had  been  exercised  to 
get  together  as  a  Baliio  Fleet,  or  if  the 
absolute  and  total  ignorance  of  man 
had  been  exercised  to  get  together  a  set 
of  ships  least  likely  to  do  the  service  re- 
quired of  them,  the  result  could  not  have 
been  more  successful  than  the  collection 
of  that  Squadron— a  collection  of  the 
most  diverse  character,  and  in  every  re- 
spect, and  under  all  circumstances,  emi- 
nently unsuitable  for  Baltic  service. 
But  he  did  not  propose  to  consider  the 
Evolutionary  Fleet  in  the  character  of  a 
Baltic  Squadron  ;  he  would  take  it  only 
as  a  Special  Service  Squadron — as  being, 
from  a  point  of  view,  the  best  and  the 
only  Squadron  of  iron-dads  that  could 
be  taken  from  the  ports,  independent  of 
the  Squadrons  at  home  and  abroad.  He 
would  even  go  further,  and  say  that  this 
Squadron  could  not  be  collected  without 
almost  breaking  up  the  Channel  Fleet. 
Several  ships  had  been  taken  from  the 
Channel  Squadron.  In  pursuance  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Hay)  there 
was  a  word  or  two  to  be  said  which  he 
would  put  from  a  financial  point  of  view, 
because  this  Vote  justified  financial  re- 
ferences as  regarded  the  action  of  buo- 
cessive  Boards  of  Admiralty.  He  did 
not  wish,  of  course,  to  bear  with  undue 
severity  on  the  late  Board ;  but  he  did 
wish  to  bear  with  considerable  severity 
on  many  previous  Boards,  because  they 
were,  more  or  less,  responsible  for  the 
figures  he  was  going  to  mention.  Of 
course,  he  did  feel  somewhat  severe 
towards  the  last  Board.      The  reason 
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wby  he  condemned  it  was  because  that 
Board  was  collected  from  a  party  that 
pretended,  and  professed  all  through 
the  country,  to  aim  at  and  to  be  willing 
to  make  sacrifices  for  efficiency  and  eco- 
nomy in  public  Departments.  In  his 
humble  opinion  there  had  never  been 
less  efficiency  and  economy.  There  had 
never  been  more  insensibility  to  instiga- 
tion to  economy  and  efficiency  than  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty  had  displayed 
throughout  its  career.  But,  to  return  to 
the  Particular  Service  Squadron.  Since 
1870,  taking  that  date,  if  he  might  be 
allowed  to  do  so,  as  a  point  of  departure, 
the  year  in  which  ho  left  the  Admiralty, 
there  had  been  expended  by  successive 
Boards  of  Admiralty  £24,500,000  on 
new  ships  of  all  kinds.  Now,  with  the 
expenditure  of  such  a  sum  as  that  it 
might  have  been  expected  that  when,  in 
1885,  15  years  after  that  expenditure 
commenced,  a  special  and  particular 
Squadron  had  to  be  got  together  for  the 
defence  of  the  country,  under  particular 
circumstances,  to  perform  special  ser- 
vices, that  out  of  that  £24,500,000  there 
would  have  been  provided  some  ships 
which  would  form  part  of  the  Squadron. 
He  knew,  of  course,  part  of  the  amount 
expended  on  ships  dated  from  the  period 
of  his  own  service  under  the  Admiralty. 
Still,  £24,500,000  was  so  large  a  sum, 
and  the  interval  of  years  so  long,  that  it 
might  well  be  supposed  that  some  of  the 
ships  resulting  would  be  found  in  the 
Squadron.  Aid  so  there  were.  Three 
vessels  laid  down  during  the  time  men- 
tioned were  to  be  found  in  the  Squadron 
— three  iron-clad s,  for  he  was  speaking 
of  only  armour-clad  vessels.  There 
were  three  ships,  of  which  two  certainly 
had  some  armour ;  but  the  third  he  was 
doubtful  whether  he  ought  to  call 
armour-clad  at  all,  and  the  doubt  was 
shared  by  the  Admiralty  itself,  for  the 
ship  as  often  appeared  among  the*  un- 
armoured  class  as  among  the  armoured 
vessels ;  the  fact  being  she  carried  only 
3-inch  armour,  and  no  heavy  guns. 
He  alluded  to  the  ram  Polyphemus,  about 
which  so  much  had  been  said  in  the 
Press  as  to  its  being  a  typical  kind  of 
ship,  because  when  no  gun  was  fired  at 
her —and  she  was  incapable  of  giving 
or  receiving  serious  fire  —  she  broke 
through  a  boom  and  a  couple  of  haw- 
sers. Well,  the  Polyphemus,  with  3 -inch 
armour  and  no  considerable  guns,  was 
one  of  the  ships  produced  out  of  the 

Sir  Edward  J,  Eeed 


£24,500,000  si)ent.  Another  ship  in 
the  Squadron  due  to  that  expenditure 
was  the  Shannon,  and  a  remarkable 
thing  about  that  vessel  was  that  she 
never  had  been  in  the  list  of  un- 
armoured  ships.  Though,  however, 
she  was  in  the  list  as  an  armoured  ship, 
she  was  not  really  an  armoured  ship, 
except  that  she  had  a  belt  of  armour 
and  a  bulkhead  not  protected  by  armour. 
The  whole  of  the  guns  of  the  Shannon 
were  exposed  to  destruction  from  the 
tiniest  machine  g^n  afloat  in  any  Navy, 
and  it  had  always  puzzled  him  to  know 
how  she  could  be  put  forward  as  an 
armoured  ship.  But  she  was  one  of 
the  ships  called  armoured — the  product 
of  the  £24,500,000.  The  other  vessel 
was  the  Ajax,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  had  referred — a 
vessel  which,  from  wildness  of  tempera- 
ment or  something  else,  had  a  little  un- 
certainty of  behaviour.  Touching  the 
fearfully  defective  steering  of  the  Aya- 
memnon  and  the  Ajaz,  it  was  only  right 
to  say,  in  justice  to  the  designer  of  those 
vessels,  that  it  was  within  his  (Sir 
Edward  J.  Heed's)  own  experience  that 
a  considerable  amount  of  wildness  of 
steering  had  been  found  to  exist  in. 
twin-screw  vessels  after  changes  were 
effected  in  the  original  design.  He  did 
not  believe  that  any  blame  was  attribu- 
table to  the  designer  of  the  Jjax  and 
Agamemnon  for  defective  steering  in  the 
first  instance;  but  what  he  did  think 
was  that  blame  attached  to  those  who 
allowed  the  ships  to  remain  just  nomin- 
ally complete  for  a  couple  of  years, 
when  it  was  shown  all  the  time  they 
were  incapable  of  steering  properly,  and 
nothing  was  done  to  remedy  this  defect, 
and  the  Ajax  was  left  to  join  the  Squad- 
ron with  all  the  risk  attending  this  wild- 
ness of  steering.  That  did  seem  to 
reflect  very  little  credit  indeed  on  any 
branch  of  the  Admiralty  Service.  He 
could  not  understand  how  the  Con- 
troller, the  Naval  Lords,  or  anybody 
connected  with  the  Board,  could  pos- 
sibly have  sent  the  Agamemnon  away  to 
China,  knowing  she  was  incapable  of 
steering,  or  could  have  left  the  A  fax 
doing  nothing,  knowing  her  defect  was 
perfectly  remediable.  No  doubt,  after 
considerable  scandal  and  discredit  had 
been  brought  down  upon  the  Depart- 
ment, the  remedy  would  be  applied; 
but  it  was  a  great  pity  the  remedy  was 
not  applied  as  soon  as  the  defeci;  was 
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discovered.  Such  was  the  state  of 
things.  Out  of  £24,600,000  spent  on 
new  ships  since  1870  —  the  Particular 
Serrice  Squadron  had  the  Ajax^  the 
Shannon,  with  her  unprotected  battery, 
and  the  PolyphemuB,  with  her  3-inch 
armour  and  no  considerable  guns.  And 
how  was  the  rest  of  the  Squadron 
made  up  ?  In  the  first  place,  there  was 
a  couple  of  old  wooden  ships,  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hastings  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey) — who,  he   trusted,  was  more 

Sleasantlj  occupied  that  pleasant  July 
ay  than  in  discussing  Navy  Estimates 
— described  three  years  ago  as  the  last 
remnants  of  obsolete  plated  wooden 
ships.  Three  years  ago  they  were  the 
last  remnants  of  obsolete,  unprotected 
ships,  and  those  ships,  forsooth  !  were 
brought  out  by  the  late  Board,  and 
paraded  before  the  world  in  the  Special 
Service  Squadron.  He  must  say  be 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  in  thinking  that,  in  justice  to 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
and  his  Colleagues  in  the  Admiralty,  it 
should  be  known  that  they  had  suc- 
ceeded to  the  control  of  the  Navy  in 
the  condition  he  was  describing,  and 
not  a  Nayy  which  the  heated  imagina- 
tion and  unrestrained  desire  of  the  hon. 
Member  below  (Mr.  Oaine)  led  him  to 
desoribe.  Besides  those  two  old  wooden 
ships,  condemned  by  the  hon.  Member 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  three  years  ago 
as  obsolete,  there  were  two  iron-clads 
from  the  Channel  Squadron,  which  he 
was  told,  would  be  paraded  for  admira- 
tion before  fier  Majesty  and  the  country 
in  the  naval  display  which  was  soon  to  take 
place — the  Agincowrt  and  the  Minotaur 
— which,  three  years  ago,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  told  the  coun- 
try were  wanting  in  some  of  the  first 
elements  of  ships  of  war,  owing  to  their 
antiquity  —  nothing  else.  Those  two 
ships  had  been  trotted  out  into  the 
Special  Service  Squadron,  and  the  rest 
of  the  Squadron  consisted  of  ships,  some 
of  them,  he  was  proud  to  believe,  not- 
withstanding the  lapse  of  time,  efficient 
ships  designed  by  himself  more  than  15 
years  ago.  But,  he  asked,  would  the 
present  Admiralty  Board  go  on  in  the 
same  way,  and  show  such  a  miserable, 
discreditable  result  after  spending  mil- 
lions of  the  people's  money,  a  result 
that  showed  not  one  modem  and 
efficient  iron-clad  ?  No,  not  one.  Not 
a  single  iron-dad  ship  of  which  it  could 
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be  said  she  was  at  once  modem  and 
efficient.  Would  the  present  Board  go 
on  spending  money,  holding  out  expecta- 
tions to  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
people  of  the  country  that  were  never 
realized  ?  He  must  say,  from  his  know- 
ledge of  the  noble  Lord  now  presiding 
over  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  from  the 
known  and  understood  character  of  the 
present  Secretary  to  the  Board  (Mr. 
Eitcbie),  that  he  did  not  believe  the 
present  Board  woiild  act  as  their  Pre- 
decessors bad  done ;  an.d  he  would  add 
this  belief — that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead  -  Bartlett)  would 
bring  to  the  Office  to  which  he  had 
been  appointed  considerable  ability  and 
zeal,  and  that  he  was  one  of  those  from 
whom  good  service  might  be  expected. 
There  were  some  other  points  to  which 
he  wished  to  advert,  but  they  would  be 
more  applicable  to  the  Shipbuilding 
Vote.  In  the  meantime,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  render  some  explana- 
tion of  the  policy  of  the  new  Board,  and 
the  intention  as  to  an  appointment  such 
as  that  held  by  Mr.  Bendel  upon  the 
new  Board  in  the  future ;  and  that  he 
would  give  some  assurance  that  the  fact 
of  the  Controller  of  the  Navy  sitting 
both  on  the  late  and  the  present  Board 
would  not  be  treated  by  his  Colleagues 
at  the  present  Board  as  a  reason  why 
the  just  expectations  and  requirements 
of  the  House  and  the  country,  in  regard 
to  shipbuilding,  should  not  be  realized. 
The  FIRST  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  said, 
he  rose  for  two  purposes.  In  the  first 
place,  he  wished  to  draw  attention  to 
the  nature  of  the  Vote  under  discussion 
— the  Admiralty  Vote.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  was  aware 
that  the  conversation  was  somewhat 
trenching  on  a  subsequent  Vote ;  and  it 
must  be  evident  that  if  it  went  on  in 
that  way  they  would  drift  into  a  con- 
versation not  altogether  germane  to  the 
Vote  before  them.  He  desired  to  thank 
both  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
addressed  the  Committee  (Sir  Edward 
J.  Eeed)  and  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  (Sir  John  Hay)  for  the  kindly 
manner  in  which  they  had  spoken  of  the 
new  Board  of  Admiralty.  The  Naval 
Lords  were  gentlemen  all  of  adminis- 
trative experience  and  thorough  know- 
ledge of  the  various  branches  of  the 
Department  which  would  be  brought 
under  their  supervision.    He  was  satis- 

uigiiizea  oy  vj  v/ v^p^  iv 


15 


Supply—  [COMMONS}  Navy  EaUmatM.  16 

would  so  far  avail  itself  of  any  service 
he  might  be  able  to  do  them  by  sub- 
mitting to  him  any  matters  which  it 
might  bethought  useful  to  refer  to  him. 
Thus,  then,  the  new  Board  of  Admiralty 
would  have  the  advantage  of  valuable 
outside  opinion  on  important  matters 
aifecting  shipbuilding.  Various  sug- 
gestions had  oeen  made  as  to  the  policy 
to  be  pursued  by  the  Admiralty.  He 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  the  new 
Board  deeply  felt  the  responsibilities 
entailed  on  them  in  accepting  Office  at 
this  critical  time ;  but  their  present  duty 
was  to  give  effect  to  the  Estimates  of 
their  Predecessors,  and  if  he  passed  by 
many  of  the  recommendations  made,  it 
must  not,  therefore,  be  assumed,  from 
his  silence,  that  he  either  assented  to  or 
dissented  from  any  of  the  suggestions 
which  had  been  offered.  The  Govern- 
ment would  do  their  best  to  consider  all 
the  recommendations  which  had  been 
made.  Their  only  object  was  to  place 
the  Navy  in  as  efficient  a  condition  as 
possible ;  and,  above  all,  to  make  such 
financial  arrangements  at  the  Admiralty 
as  would  ensure  that  the  nation  got  the 
full  worth  of  the  money  expended. 
Further  than  that  he  did  not  expect  the 
Committee  would  wish  him  to  go.  He 
would  postpone  any  remarks  as  to  ship- 
building until  the  Vote  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Admiralty  Office  was 
reached. 

Mr.  OAINE  said,  that  in  reply  to  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Wigtown  Burghs  (SirJohn  Hay),  he  had 
no  intention  of  entering  into  any  vindi- 
cation of  the  statement  he  had  made  at 
a  public  meeting  some  time  ago ;  because 
the  statement  which  he  had  then  made 
was  almost  identical  with  a  speech  he 
had  delivered  in  that  House,  on  the  20th 
of  April,  a  report  of  which  he  had  now 
before  him.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  find  full  details  in 
Hamard  of  that  date,  and  he  (Mr. 
Caine)  saw  no  object  in  continuing  the 
subject  now. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  he  had  no  wish 
to  continue  the  discussion ;  but  he  de- 
sired to  congratulate  his  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  on  the  position  he  now 
occupied.  He  thought  they  were  very 
fortunate  in  having  a  Civil  Lord  and  a 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  the  two 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  occupied  those 
positions    (Mr.    Asbmead-Bartlett   and 


fied  to  find,  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
an  opinion  that  the  combination  of  offi- 
cials whom  he  had  been  fortunate  enough 
to  secure  for  the  purpose  of  co-operating 
with  the  Representatives  of  the  Navy 
on  the  Board  was  satisfactory.  As  to 
the  exclusion  from  the  Board  of  Mr. 
Bendel,  and  the  inclusion  of  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Navy  of  the  late  Board,  the 
facts  were  very  simple.  Admiral  Brand- 
reth,  as  Controller,  held  a  five  years*  ap- 
pointment, and  the  Controller  had  re- 
cently, by  an  Order  in  Council,  been 
added  to  the  Admiralty.  .  Admiral 
Brandreth  was  an  old  officer,  who  en- 
joyed the  respect  of  all  who  knew  him  ; 
and  it  would  have  been  most  improper 
if  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  at  the 
commencement  of  his  tenure  of  Office 
had  made  an  innovation  according  to 
which  officers  appointed  to  a  post  for  a 
term  of  five  years  would  be  changed 
whenever  a  fresh  Board  of  Admiralty 
was  constituted.  As  Admiral  Brandreth 
had  been  willing  to  continue  his  services, 
he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  been 
glad  to  avail  himself  of  them.  As  to 
Mr.  Rendel,  who  had  been  added  to  the 
Admiralty  as  Civil  Lord  by  the  late  First 
Lord,  he  was  an  engineer  of  great  skill, 
and,  in  the  capacity  in  which  he  had 
served,  had  rendered  great  and  valuable 
service  to  the  Admiralty.  But,  unfor- 
tunately, some  time  back  some  members 
of  Mr.  Bend  el's  family  had  been  in 
delicate  health,  and  he  had  been 
compelled  to  spend  a  great  part  of  his 
time  abroad .  He  felt  that  he  was  hardly 
able  satisfactorily  to  perform  his  duties, 
and  he  more  than  once  intimated  to  the 
late  Board  that  if  any  change  took 
place  at  the  Admiralty  he  should  cease 
his  connection  with  it.  It  had  been  ne- 
cessary to  constitute  the  new  Board  of 
Admiralty  as  speedily  as  possible.  It  had 
been  so  constituted,  and  even  then  had 
only  been  able  to  sit  for  the  first  time  on 
Saturday  last.  Letters  had  been  put  in 
his  (Lord  Georg:e  Hamilton's)  possession, 
by  the  late  First  Lord,  which  showed 
that  Mr.  Rendel  had  definitely  made  up 
his  mind  to  retire.  He  had  telegraphed 
to  Mr.  Eendel,  on  communicating  the 
names  of  the  Members  of  the  new  Board 
to  Her  Majesty,  stating  that  the  Admi- 
ralty would  be  glad  to  avail  themselves 
of  his  services,  and  urging  him  to  remain 
at  his  post.  Mr.  Kendel  replied  that  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  do  so :  but  he 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Admiralty 
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Mr.  Eitchie).  The  industry  of  the  Civil 
Lord  was  indomitable,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  what  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
know  about  the  Navy  now  he  would 
learn  in  a  very  short  time ;  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  both  of  the  hon.  Members 
to  whom  he  had  referred  would  dis- 
charge their  duties  with  ability  and 
efficiency.  He  had  risen  now  for  the 
purpose  of  asking  a  question  upon  a 
matter  which  might  appear  to  be  some- 
what small — ^namely,  the  employment 
of  temporary  clerks  and  copyists.  Those 
temporary  clerks  were  really  permanent 
officers,  and  many  of  the  persons  styled 
"copyists"  were,  in  fact,  clerks.  The 
system  obtained  throughout  all  branches 
of  the  Civil  Service ;  and  the  question 
might  as  well  be  raised  in  respect  to  the 
Admira]ty  as  to  any  other  branch  of  the 
Public  Service.  He  strongly  objected 
to  the  practice  of  employing  permanent 
officials;  because,  practically,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  those  individuals 
were  permanent  clerks,  although  called 
"temporary "—in  doing  the  work  of 
clerks.  He  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  take  steps  to  remedy  the  great 
injustice  which  was  done  to  a  respect- 
able body  of  servants  who  were  still 
called  "  copyists,"  although  in  reality 
clerks,  who  were  styled  temporary  when 
really  permanent,  and  only  received 
remuneration  at  the  rate  of  lOi.  per 
hour. 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Ritchie)  said,  with  re- 
ference to  the  question  which  had 
just  been  put  to  him  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Devonport  (Mr.  Pule- 
ston),  he  wished  to  explain  that  in  the 
Civil  Service  there  were  two  classes  of 
clerks,  one  of  which  was  permanent, 
while  the  other  was  only  temporary; 
one  was  borne  on  the  Establishment, 
while  the  other,  although  employed  con- 
tinuously, was  not  on  the  Establishment. 
The  permanent  officials  who  were  on  the 
Establishment  possessed  rights  and  ad- 
vantages which  did  not  belong  to  the 
temporary  clerks.  He  was  sure  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  expect,  on 
the  question  of  the  employment  of  clerks 
in  the  Admiralty,  that  the  Admiralty 
would  consent  to  introduce  so  serious 
a  modification  in  existing  arrangements. 
The  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  would, 
if  carried  out,  effect  a  complete  change. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
before  the  discussion  closed  there  was  a 
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queetion  which  he  wished  to  address  to 
the  Government— namely,  whether  they 
contemplated  any  alteration  of  a  most 
extraordinary  Minute  drawn  up,  he 
believed,  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers),  which  bad 
the  effect  of  relieving  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  of  responsibility,  and  of 
throwing  the  whole  responsibility  upon 
the  First  Lord.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Minute  to  which  he  referred  was  the 
most  mischievous  Minute  which  had 
been  issued  for  many  years.  During 
the  time  he  had  had  the  honour  of  a 
seat  in  the  House  he  had  heard  on 
several  occasions  the  statements  made 
on  behalf  of  new  Boards  of  Admiralty, 
and  the  excuses  of  those  who  had  left 
Office.  They  all  desired  and  hoped  that 
the  new  Board  of  Admiralty  would  act 
like  a  new  broom,  and  do  much  better 
service  than  their  Predecessors.  He 
wished,  however,  to  know  how  it  was 
they  found  that  the  most  creditable  and 
powerful  ships  of  war  were  turned  out, 
not  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  but  by 
the  private  shipbuilders  of  the  country  ? 
He  could  not  but  regret  to  see  in  the 
present  Exhibition  at  South  Kensing- 
ton how  much  more  satisfactory  were 
the  designs  of  the  private  shipbuilders 
than  those  of  the  Board.  He  hoped 
that  some  Member  of  the  Board  would 
go  there,  and  see  the  designs  of  some  of 
the  ships  which  had  been  turned  out  for 
the  Chilian  Government. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  interrupt  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
would  not  have  risen  except  upon  a 
point  of  Order.  His  hon.  Friend  was 
now  speaking  on  the  Shipbuilding 
Vote,  and  certainly  that  was  a  Vote 
upon  which  he  (Mr.  Puleston)  would 
have  a  few  words  to  say  when  the 
question  was  legitimately  before  the 
Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  convenient  and  more 
in  Order  if  the  hon.  Member  deferred 
his  remarks  upon  this  subject  until  the 
Shipbuilding  Vote  was  reached.  He 
conceived  that  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sired to  speak  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  in  regard  to  ship- 
building. He  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that,  with  a  view  of 
securing  the  order  of  debate,  it  seemed 
to  him  indispensable  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  confine  their  remarks  to  the 
various  Votes  before  them.    It  was  al- 
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ways  allowed,  no  doubt,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  general  policy  should  be  dis- 
cussed on  one  Yote ;  but  in  this  case 
that  had  already  been  done,  and  after 
a  lapse  of  time,  having  reached  a  second 
Vote,  the  question  of  general  policy  was 
again  being  raised.  He  did  not  think 
that  that  was  a  convenient  course ;  and 
he  would,  therefore,  request  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  defer  any  remarks  they  might 
have  to  make  on  the  subject  of  ship- 
building until  the  Vote  for  that  pur- 
pose, which  would  come  on  presently, 
was  reached. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said, 
he  bowed  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
and  would  do  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman desired.  He  was,  however,  on 
the  p^int  of  concluding  bis  remarks 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 
(Mr.  Puleston)  interposed;  and  if  he 
had  referred  for  a  moment  to  a  ques- 
tion of  general  policy,  it  was  only  in 
order  that  he  might  express  a  hope  that 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  would  avail 
themselves  of  the  talent  which  was 
to  be  found  in  private  shipbuilding 
yards. 

Mr.  puleston  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  interrupt  his  hon.  Friend  again ;  but 
the  observations  he  was  making  did 
raise  a  very  large  question,  and  one 
that  would  require  careful  ventilation. 
He  did  not  object  to  going  on  with  it  if 
it  were  to  be  understood  tiiat  the  discus- 
sion would  be  general. 

The  chairman  said,  he  had  not 
interrupted  the  hon.  Member,  because 
he  had  intimated  that  he  had  brought 
his  remarks  to  a  close. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
would  prefer  to  defer  the  observations 
he  desired  to  make  until  the  Committee 
came  to  the  Shipbuilding  Vote. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  wished  to 
address  the  Committee  upon  a  matter 
which  was  strictly  germane  to  the  Vote 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee— ^namely,  the  deficiencies  of  the 
Marine  Transport  Department,  and  the 
extraordinary  manner  in  which  transports 
had  recently  gone  to  the  bad.  He  should 
feel  compelled  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  the  amount  of  the  salary  of 
the  Assistant  Director  of  Transports,  who 
was  responsible,  he  believed,  for  the 
circumstances  to  which  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  refer.  Before,  however,  he  pro- 
ceeded to  the  specific  case  in  connection 
with  which  he  proposed  to  move  the  re- 
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duotion  of  the  Vote,  he  proposed  to  men- 
tion one  or  two  instances  in  order  to  show 
the  manner  in  which  the  Transport  Ser- 
vice had  been  conducted  in  regard  to  the 
recent  war.  According  to  a  statement 
published  in  Tndhy  on  the  10th  of  June, 
1 855,  the  hired  transport,  Lyiian  Monarchy 
was  detained  in  Suez  Harbour  for  three 
days,  waiting  for  an  ass  which  had  been 
presented  by  somebody  to  the  Queen, 
orders  having  been  received  that  the 
beast  was  to  be  conveyed  to  England  in 
that  vessel ;  but  the  animal  did  not 
arrive  on  the  appointed  day,  so  the  ship 
was  kept  till  it  turned  up,  to  the  indig- 
nation of  her  officers,  as  she  was  full  of 
invalids  and  horses,  and  the  detention 
must  have  involved  considerable  expense 
to  the  public.  A  point  which  must 
have  struck  everyone  in  connection  with 
the  Transport  Service  and  the  recent 
war  was  the  extraordinary  number  of 
vessels  which  were  disabled.  Every 
second  day  they  heard  of  some  accident 
to  a  transport  ship.  On  the  11th  of 
April  a  Report  appeared  in  The  Admi- 
ralty and  Hone  Guards  Gazette^  in  which 
several  cases  were  referred  to.  The  Re- 
port said  that — 

*'The  transport  ships  which  were  hurriedir 
despatched  to  Egypt  have  oot  been  an  unquah- 
fied  success.  One  of  the  first  came  to  grief  off 
the  Coaat  of  Portugal,  striking  on  a  rock,  and 
some  of  those  on  board  her  came  back  to  Eng- 
land, and  started  by  the  overland  route,  rather 
than  go  by  a  second  hired  transport.  The  A  rafat 
is  reported  by  Commodore  Molyneux  at  Suakin 
on  Saturday  last  to  be  *full  of  water;  over 
upper  deck.  Nobody  seen.'  All  on  board 
escaped  so  soon  as  she  was  hard  and  fast,  where- 
upon the  Arabs  promptly  put  off  and  began  to 
plunder  the  ship.  On  Tuesday  Lloyd's  Ageut 
at  Ismailia  telegraphed  that  the  transport  A»h- 
ington,  bound  from  Hull  to  Suakin,  had  grounded 
in  the  Canal,  and  had  to  lighten  to  get  off ;  and 
the  same  day  a  telegram  from  Gibraltar  an- 
nounced that  the  machinery  of  the  storeship 
Somerset  was  out  of  order,  and  must  be  repaired 
to  enable  her  to  proceed.  We  hope  this  may  be 
the  concluding  misadventure  to  the  Transport 
Service  for  some  little  time  at  least." 

That  did  not  exhaust  the  list  of  cases. 
He  had  a  copy  of  The  United  Service 
Magazine  for  the  present  month,  in  which 
very  strong  language  was  used  as  to  the 
character  of  the  vessels  employed.  The 
article  said — 

"  Taking  the  first  30  vessels  on  the  list  o^ 
transports,  it  will  be  found  that  no  class  is 
provided  by  Lloyd's  Register  of  British  and 
Foreign  Shipping  for  one-half  the  number  of 
these  specimens  of  'slopwork,'  so  that  our 
troops,  seamen,  and  stores  are  subjected  to  far 
greater  risks  in  being  sent  across  the  sea  in 
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*iron  crftt«8,'  unworthy  of  the  lowest  dam  at 
Lloyd's,  than  might  he' anticipated  as  the  result 
of  war  and  climatic  casualties.  Several  of 
these  Teasels  hear  such  a  notoriously  had  cha- 
racter that  no  one  will  employ  them  when  they 
can  get  any  other.  Some  of  the  rattle-traps 
have  heen  IJie  cause  of  extensive  litigation  he- 
tween  owners  and  huilders  on  account  of  the 
inferior  material  and  workmanship  emhodied  in 
their  construction;  others  were  a  short  time 
back  offered  for  sale  at  the  price  of  old  iron  : 
and,  again,  vessels  only  valued  at  a  charter 
{nice  of  9s.  per  ton  in  the  mercantile  world  have 
been  eagerly  taken  up  by  our  Government  at 
19«.  per  ton.  The  16  unolassed  ships  of  the 
first  30  taken  up  for  transport  service  were 
chartered  at  a  period  when  the  shipping  trade  of 
the  United  Knagdom  was  in  a  very  depressed 
condition,  and  whilst  scores  of  thoroughly 
sound  ships,  classed  100  A- 1  at  Lloyd's,  were 
laid  up  for  want  of  a  freight.  In  addition  to 
taking  up  vessels  structuurally  defective  to  a 
notorious  extent,  the  Transport  Department  of 
the  Admiralty  made  many  other  arrangements 
of  a  most  unhusinesslike  character.  In  one 
case  a  charter  was  made  for  a  small  vessel,  by 
which  the  owner  received  £600  per  month  for 
the  hire  of  his  ship,  he  being  required  merely  to 
find  the  crew,  provisions  and  stores,  the  Gk»- 
vemment  heing  responsible  for  coal  and  port 
charges.  This  owner  engaged  the  services  of  a 
Commander  for  the  transport  at  the  rate  of 
£3  10«.  per  week,  out  of  which  the  said  Captain 
was  to  find  himself  in  provisions,  &o.,  and  pur- 
chase a  chronometer  for  navigating  purposes. 
A  small  crew  was  also  engaged  on  extremely 
bw  terms,  and  as  the  owner  had  no  stevedore's 
bills  to  pay,  his  heaviest  outlay  per  month,  in- 
clusive of  about  £60  for  insuiance,  would  amount 
all  to  about  £100.  It  is  generally  under  the  poor 
pay  system  that  the  greatest  casualties  occur 
m  the  Merchant  Navy,  so  it  is  not  surprising 
that  after  this  craft  put  to  sea  some  alarm  was 
ctosed  because  she  was  not  sighted  in  due  time 
from  different  signalling  stations,  &c.,  which 
she  should  have  reached,  and  it  was  quite  a 
relief  to  many  to  find  that,  after  considerable 
delay,  she  turned  up  at  Malta,  with  nothing 
worse  than  her  machinery  and  steering  gear 
out  of  order.  Another  slop  craft  whose  name 
stood  out  at  Lloyd's  as  *  not  yet  heard  of '  for 
■ome  time,  put  into  Gibraltar  with  machinery 
10  disarranged  and  smashed  up  that  it  became 
necessary  to  refer  her  cargo  to  other  vessels. 
This  unclassed  iron  pot  was  previously  put  up 
for  sale  at  the  price  of  old  iron.  The  Suez 
Canal  has  several  times  been  blocked  by  the 
break-down  of  different  jerry  transports  lately 
chartered  by  the  Government,  and  various 
total  losses  or  damage  to  vessels  and  stores 
occurred  amongst  other  slop  transports  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  world.  Again,  the  minimum 
rate  of  speed  required  of  transports  was  10 
knots  per  hour,  and  a  specified  coal  hunker 
capacity  for  several  hundred  tons  of  coal.  Some 
o!  the  transports  do  not  possess  the  necessarv 
bnnknc*  capacity  by  some  60  tons,  although 
accepted  by  the  Transport  Department  as  equal 
to  every  requirement,  the  consequence  heing 
that  every  voyage  made  puts  the  Government 
to  the  expense  of  a  considerable  sum  in  excess 
pf  the  actual  cost  of  coal,  which  finds  its  way 
into  the  pockets  of  the  owners,  and,  in  the  case 


of  speed,  at  least  one  vessel  at  her  best  never 
reached  the  lowest  limit  of  10  knots  per  hour. 
This  brief  review  of  the  first  30  vessels  on  the 
list  of  chartered  Government  transports  might 
be  continued  throughout  the  whole  fleet  (about 
160)  lately  taken  up  for  national  purposes,  and 
from  beginning  to  end  the  Transport  Depart- 
ment of  the  Admiralty  show  themselves  to  be 
most  unbusinesslike  and  extravagant,  their 
deab'ngs  being  seriously  detrimental  to  home 
preparations  for  foreign  wars,  and  fraught  with 
danger  to  life  and  limb.'' 

Those  statements  showed  the  extremely 
slipshod  way  in  which  the  business  of 
hiring  transports  in  many  instances 
proceeded.  They  were,  however,  all 
taken  from  newspaper  reports ;  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
Committee  in  basin g^  his  claim  for  a 
reduction  of  the  Tote  upon  anything 
which  had  not  been  proved  and  ad- 
mitted by  the  Bepresentatiyes  of  the 
Admiralty.  In  the  case  of  the  Notting 
Eillf  a  transport  employed  in  carrying 
mules  from  the  Cape  to  Egypt  in  con- 
nection with  the  Egyptian  Campaign  of 
1882,  the  facts  of  the  case  had  been 
arrived  at  from  the  evidence  of  a  num- 
ber of  witnesses  before  a  Committee 
which  sat  upstairs  to  inquire  into  the 
Transport  Service  during  the  Egyptian 
War.  He  should  not  have  considered 
it  necessary  to  bring  that  case  again 
under  the  notice  of  the  Committee  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  fact  that  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  when  he  had  referred  to 
it,  among  several  others,  he  was  replied 
to  by  the  Representative  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  was  debarred  from  returning 
an  answer  to  the  statement  that  was  then 
officially  made.  The  statement  of  the 
then  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Caine)  was  a  most  extraordinary  one, 
and  it  showed  how,  in  a  very  short  time, 
even  a  most  advanced  Member  of  the 
House,  when  he  took  his  seat  on  the 
Front  Bench,  became  imbued  with  the 
official  atmosphere  in  which  he  lived, 
and  was  found  to  be  even  more  of  an 
Admiralty  man  than  the  Admiralty 
officials  themselves.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  the  officers  of  the  Admiralty,  if 
they  had  had  a  similar  duty  thrown 
upon  them  upon  that  occasion,  would 
have  freely  admitted  that  if  the  same 
circumstances  were  to  occur  again  very 
different  and  much  more  rational  ar- 
rangements ought  to  be  made.  His 
hon.  Friend,  however,  went  so  far  as  to 
say  that  if  the  circumstance  were  to 
occur  again  it  would  probably  be  dealt 
with    in  precisely  the    same  manner. 
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Now  his  (Dr.  Cameron's)  opinion  was 
that  if,  after  having  made  that  extra- 
ordinary fiasco  in  1882,  any  official  of 
the  Admiralty  was  prepared  to  repeat  it 
in  future,  the  sooner  that  official  was 
got  rid  of  the  better  for  the  country. 
The  Noiting  Sill  was  a  vessel  of  4,000 
tons,  chartered  on  behalf  of  the  Ad- 
miralty by  the  gentleman  whose  salary 
he  proposed  to  reduce.  There  were  a 
number  of  superfluous  mules  belonging 
to  the  Government  at  Port  Durban 
(Natal).  They  were  being  sold  off  at  that 
time,  and  the  "War  Office  telegraphed 
out  to  stop  the  sales  and  send  on  the  mules 
to  Egypt  for  service  in  the  Egyptian 
War.  The  Admiralty  were  asked  to 
provide  transport,  and  instructions  to 
that  effect  were  given  by  the  War  Office 
to  the  Admiralty  on  the  24th  of  July, 
1 882.  On  that  date  there  was  abundant 
transport  on  the  spot.  That  was  proved 
before  the  Committee  by  the  ordinary 
naval  agent  at  Natal,  who  was  also  the 
Commissariat  Officer  in  charge  of  the 
mules.  It  was  also  proved  by  a  tele- 
gram from  the  Admiral  commanding  at 
Cape  Town.  The  arrangement  was 
made  by  the  Assistant  Director  of 
Transports.  It  was  said  that  the  Direc- 
tor of  Transports  was  incapable  of 
attending  to  the  work  at  the  time,  and 
the  arrangement  was  therefore  made  by 
the  Assistant  Director.  Although  there 
were  vessels  on  the  spot,  an  arrangement 
was  made  by  the  Admiralty  inthiscountry 
by  which  a  vessel  lying  at  the  time  500 
miles  away  from  Natal,  laden  with 
cotton,  and  altogether  unfit  for  the  work 
upon  which  it  was  proposed  to  employ 
her,  was  chartered.  Time  was  given  to 
enable  the  owners  of  the  Noiting  Bill  to 
get  rid  of  the  cargo.  The  broker  who 
conducted  the  negotiations  wont  first  to 
one  line  of  steamers  engaged  in  the  Cape 
trade,  and  then  to  another  line,  and 
asked  if  they  would  take  the  cargo,  so 
as  to  allow  her  to  ship  the  mules.  These 
at  first  refused,  because  the  Not  ting  JJill 
had  gone  to  the  Cape,  and  the  regular 
traders  had  filled  up  with  wool,  aud  they 
were  not  particularly  anxious  to  oblige 
her  owners.  It  was  suspected  from  the 
pertinacity  with  which  the  matter  was 
urged  that  the  owners  of  the  Noiting 
Mill  had  a  better  thing  in  reserve,  and 
therefore  the  Steam  Companies  to  whom 
the  offer  was  made  refused  to  entertain 
it,  and  to  take  her  cargo.  There  was  at 
the  time  a  vessel  belonging  to  one  of 
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these  regular  lines  lying  at  Durban, 
which  was  quite  ready  to  perform  the 
transport  work  required  by  the  Admi- 
ralty. She  was  offered  for  the  convey- 
ance of  the  mules,  but  her  services  were 
declined,  on  the  ground  that  the  vessel 
was  too  small.  Nevertheless,  she  was 
precisely  the  kind  of  vessel  which  had 
previously  been  employed  in  trans- 
porting mules,  while  the  Noiting  Bill 
was  a  vessel  of  a  class  which  was  of  in- 
convenient size.  In  the  course  of  a 
few  days  it  became  evident  to  the 
owners  of  the  other  Cape  steamers 
that  they  had  no  chance  of  getting  the 
conveyance  of  the  mules  into  their  own 
hands.  They  therefore  did  the  next 
best  thing  they  could,  and  allowed 
themselves  to  be  bribed  into  taking  off 
the  wool  with  which  the  Nutting  Bill 
was  laden.  The  Castle  Line  of  steamers 
was,  he  believed,  induced  to  relieve  the 
Noiting  Bill  of  her  cargo  in  considera- 
tion of  the  payment  of  £2,000.  Having 
made  that  arrangement  with  the  Castle 
Line,  the  owners  of  the  Noiting  Bill 
went  to  the  Admiralty  and  completed 
a  contract,  by  which  they  were  to  re- 
ceive £3,000  in  consideration  of  the  ex- 
pense of  transferring  the  cargo,  and  the 
vessel  was  then  chartered  at  the  rate  of 
£1,000  a- week,  the  Government  allow- 
ing the  owners  a  week  for  the  purpose 
of  discharging  the  cargo.  Therefore, 
although  the  Government  had  every- 
thing ready  at  hand  that  was  necessary 
to  be  employed  in  the  service,  they  took 
a  vessel  such  as  had  never  been  so  em- 
ployed before.  Moreover,  the  arrange- 
ments were  made  at  an  absolutely  need- 
less expense  of  £3,000  to  cover  the 
expense  incurred  by  the  owners  of  the 
Noiting  Bill  in  transferring  the  cargo, 
with  an  additional  £1,000  to  cover  the 
time  taken  up  in  transferring  it.  In  the 
end  the  cargo  was  transferred  into  a 
vessel  belonging  to  the  Castle  Line, 
which  vessel  would  have  been  available 
for  the  service  of  the  Government,  and 
the  vessel  actually  steamed  backwards 
and  forwards  between  England  and  the 
Capo  three  times  before  the  Noiting  Bill 
arrived  in  Egypt.  It  was  agreed  in  the 
charter  that  the  Noiting  Bill  should  be 
fitted  out  at  Simon's  Bay,  and  it  took 
three  weeks  in  the  Government  Dock- 
yard there  to  have  her  fitted  up.  By 
that  time  the  War  Office  were  becoming 
impatient,  and  the  ship  proceeded  to 
Cape  Town  to  take  forage  for  mules  on 
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board.  But  at  Cape  Town  was  small- 
pox, and  on  her  arrival  at  Natal  she 
found  herself  in  quarantine,  the  result 
of  which  was  that  another  delay  oc- 
curred. Notwithstanding  all  the  elaho- 
rat«  equipments  with  which  she  was 
provided  at  Simon's  Bay,  it  was  found 
that  the  vessel  could  not  take  the  number 
of  mules  she  was  required  to  carry  by 
200,  and  in  a  number  of  cases  the 
mangers  for  the  mules  were  placed  not 
at  the  beads  of  their  stalls  but  behind 
their  tails.  After  all  this  chapter  of 
catastrophes  the  vessel  got  under  weigh, 
and  ultimately  arrived  at  Suez  just 
a  week  after  the  fall  of  Tel-el-Kebir 
and  Cairo,  and  tho  termination  of 
the  Egyptian  War  of  1882.  Thus  the 
whole  expense  incurred  in  this  matter 
was  absolutf^ly  lost,  and  the  service  of 
the  Army  for  which  the  mules  were  in- 
tended suffered  great  detriment.  The 
vessel  was  sent  on  to  Bombay,  and 
the  mules  disposed  of  there ;  but  it  was 
then  necessary  to  bring  back  the  dri- 
vers who  bad  been  taken  along  with 
the  mules  from  the  Cape.  Those  opera- 
tions cost  this  country  at  least  £25,000, 
and  probably  £30,000,  because  the  Go- 
vernment bad  to  pay  for  coal,  as  well  as 
hire  and  other  expenses.  The  mules 
were  sold  to  the  Indian  Government  at 
such  a  price  that  it  would  have  been 
infinitely  better  to  have  slaughtered 
them  at  Durban  and  to  have  sold  the 
hoofs  and  hides.  He  knew  that  it  might 
be  considered  invidious  on  his  part  to 
bring  forward  a  Motion  of  this  personal 
character,  and  it  might  be  suggested 
that  he  could  have  raised  the  question 
upon  another  Vote,  and  in  another  way. 
He  had  always,  however,  found  by  ex- 
perience in  connection  with  the  Esti- 
mates that  the  best  course  for  a  Member 
to  pursue  was  to  take  the  first  oppor- 
tunity he  could  get ;  and,  therefore,  al- 
though he  had  originally  intended  to 
avail  himself  of  another  opportunity  he 
had  changed  his  intention.  It  might  be 
Baid  that  it  would  be  hard  to  deprive  an 
official  of  his  salary  of  £800  ayear;  but 
in  consequence  of  the  blundering  of  this 
officer  the  country  would  have  to  pay  an 
annuity  larger  than  his  salary.  Why, 
then,  should  they  continue  the  services 
of  the  Director  General  of  Transports  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  given 
what  he  was  pleased  to  consider  an 
explanation  of  the  matter  on  a  previous 
occasion  (Mr.  Caine)  had  given  what 
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amounted  to  no  explanation  at  all.  He 
had  admitted  all  the  facts,  and  yet,  at 
the  same  time,  he  told  the  House  that  if 
similar  circumstances  occurred  ag^in  he 
would  do  the  same  thing.  To  his  (Dr. 
Cameron's)  mind  that  was  an  aggra- 
vation of  the  offence;  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  begged  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  salary  of 
the  Assistant  Director  of  the  Transports 
—namely,  £831. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**Tbat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £193,469,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Ex- 
penses of  tho  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1886."  — (Dr. 
Cameron,) 

Mr.  caine  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
had  delivered  a  speech  which  was  iden- 
tical, and  almost  word  for  word,  the  same 
as  the  one  he  had  delivered  in  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  16th  of  March  last. 
[Dr.  Cameron:  No,  no! J  There  was 
only  this  difference— that  on  the  previous 
occasion  his  hon.  Friend  had  mentioned 
the  shipbroker  by  name;  whereas  on  this 
occasion  he  had  wisely  abstained  from 
importing  personalities  into  his  speech. 
No  doubtthe  House  never  tired  of  lietening 
to  speeches  from  his  hon.  Friend  ;  but, 
unfortunately,  he  could  not  claim  the 
same  indulgence  for  himself;  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  refer  hon.  Members  to  the 
pages  of  Hansard  for  the  reply  which  he 
had  made  to  the  accusations  of  the  hon. 
Member  when  they  were  first  preferred. 
On  that  occasion  the  Motion  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  was — 

"The  system  of  chartering  and  managing 
hired  transports  pursued  by  the  Admiralty 
officials  is  unbusinesslike,  extravagant,  and  de- 
trimental to  the  satisfactory  working  of  home 
preparations  for  foreign  wars." 

On  that  occasion  the  case  of  the  Notttng 
Hill  was  referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend ; 
but  the  course  pursued  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  that  vessel  was  de- 
fended, not  only  by  himself,  but  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenock  (Mr.  Suther- 
land), who  had  had  a  large  experience 
in  connection  with  such  matters  as 
Chairman  of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company,  and  also  by  the  Members  for 
Falmouth  (Mr.  D.  Jenkins)  and  South- 
ampton (Mr.  Giles).  He  (Mr.  Caine) 
was  quite  prepared  to  stand  by  every- 
thing he  had  said  in  March  in  defence  of 
the  Admiralty.    He  did  not  think  that 
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it  was  possible  to  get  better  men  to  do 
the  work,  or  to  do  the  work  better  than 
it  was  actually  done  for  the  transport 
service  in  connection  with  the  Egyptian 
War.  It  was  quite  true  that  there  were 
one  or  two  unsatisfactory  points  con- 
nected with  the  Notting  Hill ;  but  they 
were  matters  which  were  entirely  un- 
avoidabloi  and  in  no  way  attributable 
to  neglect  or  incompetence  on  the 
part  of  Admiralty  officials.  He  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  when  the 
question  was  discussed  in  March  his 
hon.  Friend  did  that  which  he  had 
seldom  done  before — namely,  refused, 
at  the  close  of  the  debate,  to  go  to  a 
division.  He  thought  that  in  taking 
that  course  his  hon.  Friend  had  acted 
very  wisely,  and  he  would  also  display 
wisdom  if  he  took  a  similar  course  to- 
day. 

Dr.  CAMERON  wished  to  explain 
that  the  speech  he  had  delivered  to-day 
was  not  at  all  the  same  as  that  which  he 
had  delivered  in  March.  On  the  former 
occasion  he  went  over  a  wide  field  of 
subjects,  and  moved  the  Besolution 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  referred  to. 
He  had  alluded  to-day  to  a  great  num- 
ber of  points  which  he  had  not  touched 
upon  before,  and  he  had  confined  him- 
self to-day  to  one  specific  point.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  referred  to  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ghreenock 
(Mr.  Sutherland).  Now,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenock  had  not  said  one  word 
in  approval  of  the  Notting  Hill^  but  had 
simply  defended  the  general  policy  of  the 
Government,  which  was  very  natural  on 
the  part  of  a  Gentleman  whose  steamers 
had  been  largely  employed. 

Mr.  MACLITERsaid,  it  was  gratify- 
ing to  find  on  both  sides  of  the  Com- 
mittee a  perfect  willingness  to  afford  a 
fair  opportunity  for  new  offi-cials  to 
take  Office  under  a  new  Administration. 
He  thought  the  Government  would  find 
quite  enough  to  do  in  conducting  the 
affairs  of  the  Department  without  de- 
voting their  time  to  an  inquiry  as  to 
what  had  been  neglected  by  their  Pre- 
decessors, or  done  in  excess.  Unfortu- 
nately it  was  the  system,  and  not  the 
recent  Administration,  that  had  been  in 
fault  in  this  matter.  The  present  system 
of  administration  in  the  Admiralty  was 
slow,  cumbrous,  and  inefficient,  and 
would  be  tolerated  nowhere  except  in 
an  Administration  which  followed  r6u- 
tine,  and  in  which  true  responsibility  was 
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very  seldom  found.  He  complained  not 
only  of  the  slowness  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty in  introducing  measures,  but  of 
the  contemptuous  manner  in  which, 
during  the  last  five  or  six  years,  Memo- 
rials presented  from  the  Dockyards  to  the 
Admiralty  had  been  treated.  The  result 
was  that  many  persons  naturally  felt 
aggrieved,  and  great  discontent  existed 
in  the  Dockyards,  the  real  cause  being 
the  very  inefficient  way  in  which  the 
affairs  of  the  Admiralty  were  adminis- 
tered. Such  a  state  of  things  could  not 
be  beneficial  to  the  Service.  He  be- 
lieved that  a  change  was  inevitable;  and 
he  hoped  it  would  be  such  a  change  as 
would  make  the  future  administration 
more  in  accordance  with  the  wants  and 
wishes  of  the  country. 

Mr.  ILUNGWOETH  desired  to  say 
a  few  words  in  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country.  It  was  a  patent 
fact  that  gentlemen  selected  for  appoint- 
ments connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Admiralty  knew  nothing  of 
the  kind  of  work  they  were  called  upon 
to  perform,  and,  in  a  very  short  time, 
the  country  would  find  that  there  was 
no  improvement  upon  the  previous 
condition  of  things.  He  believed  it 
would  be  found  that  they  had  merely 
stimulated  other  countries,  and  had 
done  nothing  for  themselves.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  money  spent  at  the  Ad- 
miralty hfiid  never  been  worth  more  than 
lOs.  in  the  pound  at  the  outside ;  and, 
therefore,  he  had  suffered  very  little 
disappointment  from  the  various  con- 
fessions, admissions,  and  reproaches  in- 
dulged in  by  the  two  sides  of  the  House, 
depending  upon  which  Party  happened 
to  be  in  power.  It  was  a  melancholy 
reflection  that  even  if  they  were  to  get 
the  finest  Government  in  the  world, 
fully  adequate  to  sustain  the  dignity 
and  the  requirements  of  the  country,  all 
they  would  have  done  would  have  been 
to  stimulate  other  nations  to  increase 
their  own  weapons  of  mischief.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  we  were  continually 
rolling  up  the  hill  this  tremendous  load. 
He  had  an  immense  admiration  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward 
J.  Eeed);  but  the  hon.  Member  un- 
doubtedly lent  himself  to  this  scare  by 
indiilging  in  unnecessary  criticism  as  to 
what  had  been,  or  rather  what  had  not 
been,  done  in  the  way  of  naval  expendi- 
ture. He  would  only  point  out  that  the 
enormous  total  of  £24,250,000  had  been 
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Bpeat  on  shipbuildiDg  alone  einoe  the 
year  1870,  that  having  been  the  period 
when,  unfortunately,  a  great  change 
came  over  the  minds  of  a  good  many 
persons  in  regard  to  the  administration 
of  the  Admiralty.  In  1870  there  was 
the  same  complaint  and  outcry  as  at 
present,  and  he  was  afraid  it  would  be 
80  to  the  crack  of  doom.  Although 
they  were  constantly  inventing  new  en- 
gines and  improving  the  machinery  of 
war,  it  was  folly  to  suppose  that  they 
would  ever  get  beyond  experiments,  and 
be  able  to  arrive  at  perfection.  There 
must  always  be  in  every  vessel  con- 
structed something  new,  unless  they  were 
altogether  to  discard  the  progress  of  in- 
vention. Therefore,  in  criticising  the 
performances  of  the  Admiralty  there 
was  nothing  easier  than  to  say  that  one 
vessel  was  not  so  capable,  and  so  well 
fitted  for  the  purposes  for  which  she  was 
designed,  as  another.  He  believed  that 
no  improvement  would  take  place  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
under  the  present  system,  and  that  it 
was  hopeless  to  expect  any.  He  was 
satisfied  that  they  were  only,  by  their 
criticisms,  helping  to  maintain  a  state  of 
things  by  which  other  nations  were  led 
into  the  same  miserable  policy  of  unduly 
increasing  their  outlay  instead  of  re- 
stricting it  within  rational  limits. 

Captain  FEICE  said,  that  on  page 
17  of  the  Votes  there  was  an  item  of 
£500  for  services  in  connection  with  the 
Intelligence  Department.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  that  item  covered  the 
whole  of  the  money  which  had  been  ex- 
pended under  that  head  ? 

Thx  chairman  said,  he  thought 
the  hen.  and  gallant  Member  had  better 
reserve  his  remarks  upon  that  item  until 
they  came  to  the  Yote  for  the  Intelli- 
gence Department. 

The  FIRST  LOUD  of  thb  ADMI- 
BALTY  said,  he  had  no  wish  to  enter 
into  any  question  of  controversy  be- 
tween &e  hon.  Member  for  Scarbo- 
rough (Mr.  Gaine)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron);  but 
as  coming  from  one  recently  connected 
with  the  Department,  and  an  able 
business  man,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough's  (Mr.  Caine's)  argument 
must  be  accepted.  However,  for  some 
time  past  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Dr.  Cameron)  had  been  dissatis- 
fied with  the  Transport  Service,  and  he 
had  brought  forward  certain  cases  in 
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which  he  believed  there  had  been  con- 
siderable waste  of  money.  He  said  at 
once,  in  common  with  his  Colleagues, 
that  there  was  no  doubt  there  had  been 
an  enormous  expenditure  unnecessarily 
incurred  by  the  Transport  Department ; 
and  he  said  frankly  that  he  had  looked 
into  that  expenditure,  and  he  was  very 
much  dissatisfied  with  the  present  sys- 
tem of  financial  control  exercised  over 
the  Transport  Service.  Therefore,  he 
did  not  wish  that  the  criticisms  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
should  pass  by  without  comment,  lest  it 
might  be  assumed  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Transport  Service  was  satisfactory. 
He  certainly  intended  to  substitute  some 
more  efficient  check  than  at  present 
existed.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
proposal  was  invidious;  and  perhaps,  after 
the  statement  now  made  by  the  hon. 
Member,  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
divide  the  Committee.  Unfortunately, 
whenever  any  hon.  Member  was  dissatis- 
fied with  any  item  which  appeared  in  the 
Votes,  and  wished  to  censure  the  Depart- 
ment, the  course  he  took  to  evince  his 
dissatisfaction  was  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  salary  of  some  one  con- 
nected with  the  Department.  He 
thought  that  was  a  very  unpleasant  way 
of  calling  attention  to  a  grievance ;  be- 
cause whatever  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  might  be,  he  could  not  deny 
that  the  knowledge,  zeal,  and  ability  of 
the  Assistant  Director  General  of  Trans- 
ports, and  the  assiduity  with  which  he 
had  discharged  his  duties,  entitled  him 
to  remuneration.  He  promised  to  have 
a  thorough  investigation  made  into  the 
administration  of  the  Transport  Depart- 
ment ;  and,  under  those  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  the  noble  Lord 
appeared  to  think  that  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine) 
had  been  connected  with  the  Depart- 
ment his  hon.  Friend  must  be  right 
aud  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  must  be  wrong. 
He  certainly  failed  to  see  the  force  of  the 
argument.  Like  the  cuttle  fish  trick  of 
obscuring  the  water  when  endeavouring 
to  escape  from  a  position  of  danger, 
those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
waste  of  public  money  which  he  had 
pointed  out  attempted  to  get  out  of  the 
difficulty  under  cover  of  a  cloud  of  dark- 
ness.   The  noble  Lord  said  he  thought 
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that  everything  was  right ;  but,  at  the 
Bame  time,  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  institute  a  thorough  investigation  into 
the  matter  seemed  to  indicate  the  notion 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  that  was 
wrong.     He  had  moved  the  disallow- 
ance of  the  salary  of  the  Assistant  Direc- 
tor of  Transports  because  the  action  of 
that  officer  in  relation  to  the  Transport 
Service  had  lost  to  the  country  more 
than  the  capitalized  value  of  the  salary, 
and  he   was,   therefore,    a    gentleman 
whose  services  might  be  retained  at  too 
great  a  price.     In  any  private  business 
it  was  a  matter  of  moral  certainty  that 
a  servant  who  had  been  guilty  of  such 
blundering  would  be  got  rid  of.     No 
business  man  would  attempt  to  retain 
in  his  employment  a  servant  who  had 
cost  him  so  large  a  sum  of  money.  How- 
ever, the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  was  much  more  encouraging  than 
the  defiant  assurance  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine),  that 
if  he  had  to  do  it  over  again  he  would 
do  the  same  thing.     The  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  Transport  Service  in  connec- 
tion  with  the  Admiralty  was    of  the 
highest  importance.    It  was  a  subject 
which  appeared  to  have  escaped  atten- 
tion ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  would  carry 
on  an  investigation  in  a  thoroughly  effi- 
cient manner  he  could  not  fail  to  do 
great  good  to  the  country,  and  he  would 
certainly  save  a  much  larger  sum  than 
would  be  gained  by  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  proposed. 
Therefore,  he  thought  he  was  warranted 
in  departing  from  his  original  purpose 
of  dividing  the  Committee.     He  could 
only  express  a  hope  that  the  question 
would  be  dealt  with  in  a  businesslike 
manner,  and  he  withdrew  the  Amend- 
ment because  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
important  undertaking  the  noble  Lord 
had  given  upon  what  he  considered  to 
be  a  most  important  matter. 

Mr.  caine  asked  whether  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  was  based  upon 
the  management  of  the  Transport  Ser- 
vice in  the  Egyptian  War  ?  That  was 
all  that  he  cared  specially  to  defend. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY declined  to  enter  into  the  con- 
troversy between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine)  and  the  hon. 
Member  tor  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron). 
He  had  only  said  that  he  believed,  from 
his  official  connection  with  the  Depart- 
ment, the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough,  j 
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(Mr.  Caine)  was  the  most  likely  to  be 
right. 

Mb.  caine  remarked  that  it  was 
only  a  matter  of  assertion  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron). 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  said,  he  had  to  deal  with 
things  as  he  found  them ;  and  he  found 
that  there  was  a  large— indeed,  an 
enormous — expenditure  incurred  for  the 
Transport  Service,  and  he  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  financial  check.  He  did 
not  wish  to  blame  any  individual ;  but 
certainly,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
go,  he  was  thoroughly  dissatisfied  with 
the  system  of  check. 

Gewebal  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
took  advantage  of  the  salary  of  the 
Director  of  Transports  being  in  this 
Yote  to  raise  the  objection  to  the  large 
expenditure  in  Tote  17  on  Sea  Tran- 
sports for  the  Army  being  debited  to  the 
Naval  Estimates,  instead  of  being  in- 
cluded in  the  Army  Charges.  He 
also  objected  to  the  cost  of  the  guns  and 
ammunition  for  the  Navy  being  debited 
to  the  Army  instead  of  the  Navy ;  but  of 
that  item  he  should  not  at  present  make 
more  mention.  He  had  had  some  ex- 
perience in  India  about  transports,  and 
when  in  the  War  Office  he  watched  the 
action  of  the  Transport  Service,  from 
which  he  was  justified  in  asserting  that 
by  making  the  Naval  Estimates  bear  the 
money  charges  created  by  the  requisi- 
tions of  the  "War  Office  for  ship  trans- 
port they  opened  the  door  to  waste,  ex- 
travagance, and  inefficient  control.  It 
might  be  likened  to  the  old  saying  of 
riding  another  man's  horse  with  your 
own  spurs,  a  practice  certain  to  take  all 
out  of  the  animal.  The  curious  part 
of  this  sea  transport  system  was  that  the 
charges  for  vessels  conveying  troops  and 
stores  along  the  coast  were  charges  on 
the  Army  Votes;  whereas  the  charges 
for  foreign  transports  were,  as  he  Lad 
said,  included  in  the  Naval  Estimates. 
The  result  of  that  bad  system  was  that 
the  financial  control,  which  could  alone 
be  made  to  be  felt  by  the  party 
knowing  the  cost  of  an  order,  was 
entirely  lost.  The  idea  of  the  audit 
of  that  expenditure  proving  a  check  oa 
the  orders  issued  from  the  War  Office 
was  futile.  The  examination  to  which 
transport  charges  could  now  be  sub- 
jected was  thereby  arithmetical.  The 
best  and  most  effective  kind  of  audit, 
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that  of  the  propriety  or  necessity  of  the 
order,  was  lost.  On  those  grounds,  he 
urged  that  the  present  defective  Bystem 
be  promptly  altered  by  transferring  the 
cost  of  Sea  Transport  to  the  Army  Esti- 
mates. 

CoLoiraL  NOLAN  said,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  this  question  must  be  taken 
np  as  a  whole.  He  did  not  think  that  a 
mere  Departmental  Committee  would  be 
sufficient;  because,  as  far  as  he  could 
judge,  the  Heads  of  the  Departments  of 
the  War  Office,  whose  action  might  be 
touched  on  by  the  Committee,  would  be 
present  the  whole  time,  listening  to  what 
was  said  by  the  various  witnesses  called. 
That  was  the  case  on  a  Committee  within 
his  knowledge;  the  Heads  of  the  De- 
partments used  to  attend  throughout  the 
Bittiogs,  and  watch  the  witnesses  as  a  cat 
would  watch  a  mouse.  Now,  he  asked 
how  they  could  expect  a  satisfactory  re- 
sult in  cases  of  that  kind — ^how  could 
they  expect  witnesses  to  come  forward 
from  the  yarious  Departments  of  the 
War  Office,  knowing  that  their  superiors 
were  watching  them,  and  waiting  to  note 
every  word  they  uttered  ?  He  thought 
the  first  campaign  had  been  planned  and 
managed  extremely  well  by  Lord  Wolse- 
ley;  but  it  seemed  to  him  (Colonel 
Nolan)  that  both  the  sea  and  land 
Transport  Service  was  in  a  state  of  in- 
extricable confusion.  What  had  hap- 
pened ?  Since  then  they  had  had  three 
campaigns — two  on  the  Eed  Sea,  and  one 
in  the  Soudan ;  and  although  the  troops 
fought  splendidly,  there  had  been  no  re- 
sult but  complete  failure,  and  in  all  cases 
for  the  same  reason — they  were  too  late. 
Had  they  been  begun  earlier,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  they  would  all  have  been 
fucoessful. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
appeared  to  him  to  have  no  connection 
with  the  Transport  Service  and  to  be 
inapplicable  to  the  Vote  before  the 
Committee. 

OoLOKBL  NOLAN  said,  he  was  point- 
ing out  that  the  Marine  Transport  was 
not  very  efficient.  He  had  had  ample 
opportunities  of  judging  of  the  efficiency 
of  the  Marine  Transport  Service,  and  as 
he  thought  it  had  not  been  satisfactory, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  a  grave  Inquiry 
should  be  held  with  regard  to  it,  and 
that  the  Inquiry  ought,  in  his  opinion, 
to  be  Parliamentary  and  not  Depart- 
mental.   He  hoped  that  when  the  next 
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Parliament  met  he  believed  it  would  be 
for  the  interest  of  the  Service  and  the 
country  that  the  whole  question  of  the 
Egyptian  Campaigns  should  be  made 
the  subject  of  inquiry ;  and  he  should 
advise  that  the  question  of  Transport 
should  be  taken  up.  He  repeated  that 
there  should  be  a  Parliamentary  and 
not  a  Departmental  investigation ;  be- 
cause it  was,  in  this  case,  necessary  to 
find  fault  with  so  many  of  the  Depart- 
ments of  the  War  Office.  No  doubt,  the 
officials  at  the  War  Office  were  good 
men  in  their  various  capacities ;  but,  as  a 
general  rule,  they  were  good  friends 
among  themselves,  and  he  did  not  think 
them  qualified  to  carry  out  an  inquiry 
of  this  kind  satisfactorily. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he 
gathered  from  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  make  any  im- 
putation against  the  officials  employed 
at  the  Admiralty.  So  far  as  the  ques- 
tions raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  were  concerned, 
he  understood  him  to  concur  in  the  main 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the  late  Civil 
Lord  (Mr.  Caine),  and  to  say  that,  after 
the  few  days  he  had  been  at  the  Admi- 
ralty, he  did  not  think  there  was  a 
sufficient  financial  check  upon  the  Trans- 
port Department,  and  that  the  subject 
required  to  be  investigated.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  the  Transport  Department 
followed  the  directions  of  the  War 
Office,  that  they  received  orders  from 
that  Office  and  carried  them  out  in  the 
best  manner  they  could.  Whether  an 
insufficient  fi.nancial  check  arose  from 
the  want  of  supervision  at  the  War 
Office  or  otherwise,  he  was  unable  to 
say ;  but  for  many  years  past  he  knew 
that  the  administration  of  the  Transport 
Department  of  the  Navy  had  been  under 
the  supervision  of  one  of  the  most  effi- 
cient and  energetic  of  officers.  Admiral 
Sir  William  Mends.  Further,  his  re- 
collection of  the  Assistant  Director  of 
Transport  was  that  he  was  a  man  of 
great  competence,  and  that  he  had  the 
confidence  of  the  authorities  under 
whom  he  served.  Of  course,  it  might 
be  that  the  control  exercised  over  the 
Department  at  the  Admiralty  or  War 
Office  required  supervision,  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  hear  what  were  the 
noble  Lord's  views  on  that  matter ;  and 
he  would  add  that,  perhaps,  it  might  be 
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found  tliat  the  noble  Lord's  want  of 
confidence  in  the  financial  check  on  the 
Transport  Department  after  so  short  an 
experience  was  not  well  founded. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  having 
held  the  position  of  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, he  felt  it  his  duty  to  make  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  subject  of  the  super- 
vision of  the  Transport  Department. 
With  regard  to  the  Office  of  Director  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  supposed  that  the 
present  holder  of  the  Office,  Admiral  Sir 
Francis  Sulliyan,  was  not  also  an  officer 
of  very  great  merit.  The  gallant  Ad- 
miral had  been  selected  for  the  post 
from  a  number  of  other  officers  in  con- 
sequence of  the  special  knowledge  of 
the  business  of  the  Transport  Depart- 
ment which  he  possessed,  and  he  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  sure  that  Sir  William 
Mends  would  be  the  last  person  to  wish 
his  character  for  competency  to  be  ad- 
vanced at  the  expense  of  his  successor's 
character  in  that  respect, 
r  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  in 
that  remark ;  but  he  might  say  that  he 
had  not  that  personal  knowledge  of  the 
gallant  officer  now  presiding  over  the 
Transport  Department,  which  he  had  of 
Sir  William  Monds,  although  he  was 
glad  to  hear  the  tribute  paid  to  him  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet. 

Genbbal  Sm  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
submitted  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  that  the  proposals 
made  failed  in  one  essential  of  that 
strict  financial  check  which  was  desired. 
He  meant  that  the  propriety  or  neces- 
sity, of  taking  up  a  transport  for  the 
movement  of  troops  or  Army  stores, 
could  only  be  judged  of  by  and  in  the 
War  Office.  Then  the  requirements  for 
Sea  Transport,  though  issued  from  one 
branch  of  the  War  Office,  yet  the  right 
and  duty  to  examine  the  order  and  its 
financial  effects  would  rest  with  another 
branch,  which  had  access  to  all  the 
information.  His  own  experience  en- 
abled him  to  assert  that  this  indepen- 
dent or  separate  inquiry  was  very  fairly 
exercised.  Then  there  was  the  check 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  who,  if  held 
responsible  for  the  Transport  charges, 
might  and  would  on  many  occasions 
desire  movements  of  stores  and  of  men 
^  be  lessened.  In  this  form  the  econo- 
mies would  be  considerable.  At  pre- 
sent, he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  financial  check  over  Sea  Transport 
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was  wholly  deficient,  except  of  the  sim- 
ple and  weak  kind  resulting  from  mere 
arithmetical  calculation. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  who  presided  over  the  Ad- 
miralty Department  would  take  notice 
of  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel 
Nolan),  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken.  It  was 
clear  that  the  action  of  the  Admi- 
ralty was  hampered  by  the  War  Office, 
and  the  War  Office  by  the  Admiralty,  in 
respect  of  the  Transport  Service.  He 
reminded  the  Committee  that  when  he 
seconded  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  for 
inquiry  by  Select  Committee  into  this 
matter,  he  had  taken  up  the  ground 
that  the  only  efficient  way  of  controlling 
the  Transport  Department,  was  by  form- 
ing it  into  an  independent  Department. 
yfhbi  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Kincardine  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  fully 
bore  out  the  view  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Captain  PRICE  said,  he  had  a  ques- 
tion to  ask  with  regard  to  an  item  on 
page  17  of  the  Estimates,  Yote  3.  He 
referred  to  the  charge  of  £500  for  a 
captain  of  the  Royal  Navy  for  service  in 
the  Intelligence  Department  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  wished  to  know  whether 
that  sum  represented  the  whole  of  the 
salaries  of  the  Foreign  Intelligence  De- 
partment? He  presumed  that  it  did  so 
from  the  footnote,  which  stated  that  the 
Foreign  Intelligence  Committee  con- 
sisted of  one  Captain  of  the  Royal  Navy 
and  one  Lieutenant  of  the  Royal  Marine 
Artillery  with  full  pay  and  subsistence 
allowance,  as  shown  on  the  page  he  had 
indicated.  Were  the  Committee  to 
understand  that  the  officers  who  used  to 
serve  the  Department  on  the  Continent 
and  in  America  had  been  withdrawn ; 
was  the  gallant  officer  who  superintended 
the  Intelligence  Department  at  the  Ad- 
miralty— the  only  officer  they  had  now 
to  collect  information  relating  to  the 
Navies  of  Foreign  countries  throughout 
the  world  ?  He  hoped  that  was  not  the 
case ;  it  was  his  opinion  that  it  would  be 
a  great  mistake  to  withdraw  those  offi- 
cers, and|  on  the  contrary,  he  thoug^ht 
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tbeir  number  oup^ht  to   be  increased. 
Every    Foreign    Power    had   a  Naval 
Eepresentative    in    this    conntry,   who 
gathered  information  and  sent  it  to  the 
respectiye  Embassies,  and  their  system 
of  obtaining  intelligence  was  very  ex- 
cellent and  complete.  He  hardly  thought 
that  was  the  case  with  the  system  of  this 
country ;  because,  although  he  was  quite 
aware  that  the  officer  presiding  over  the 
Intelligence  Department  at  the  Admiralty 
was  an  exceedingly  able  man,  and  that 
no  one  was  better  qualified  than  he  t9 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  office,  yet  it 
must  be  impossible  for  him  to  get  all 
the  necessary  information  without  com- 
petent assistance  on  the  Continent.     He 
considered  it  a  very  desirable  and  neces- 
sary thing  that  they  should  obtain  this 
intelligence  respecting  the  naval  position 
of  foreign  countries,  for  one  reason,  be- 
cause he  believe  it  would  put  a  stop  to 
the  wild  and  extravagant  speeches  that 
were   sometime  made  both  inside  and 
outside  the  House  by  ex-Lords  of  the 
Admiralty.    There  had  been  extrava- 
gant and  misleading  statements  made  in 
that  House  and  elsewliere ;  and, as  an  in- 
stance of  it,  he  would  refer  to  the  time 
when  the  Navy  Estimates  were  last  be- 
fore the  Committee.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Hastings  (8ir.  Thomas  Brassey)  then 
said  on  the  subject  of  torpedo  boats, that 
of  these  France  had  10,  Italy  12,  and 
Austria  4 ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  rose  imme- 
diately  the  hon.  Gentleman  sat  down, 
and  having  a  considerable   amount  of 
information  and   knowledge    in    those 
matters,  he  pointed  that  France  had  56 
and  Hussia  115.     There  was  a  most  ex- 
traordinary discrepancy  between  those 
two  statements,  and  that,  he  thought, 
constituted  one  reason  why  they  ought 
to  have  the  very  best  information  ob- 
tainable with  reference  to  the    naval 
affairs  of  Foreign  Powers.     He  had  to 
make  another  suggestion  to  the  noble 
Lord — ^namely,  that  he  should  take  into 
his  most  earnest  consideration  the  ques- 
tion of  having  on  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty a  General  Officer  of  Marines.    He 
was  aware  that  there  was  a  Department 
of  the  Admiralty   presided  over  by   a 
General  Officer ;  but  that  officer  had  not 
the  power  he  would  have  if  he  were  on 
tiie  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  he  knew 
that  suggestion  after  suggestion  and  re- 
commendation after  recommendation  was 


made  by  the  gallant  officer  referred  to, 
but  his  letters  were  treated  as  waste 
paper  ;  they  were  pigeon-holed,  and  no- 
thing resulted  from  them.  That  would 
not  be  the  case  if  an  officer  of  Marines 
had  a  seat  on  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
Before  sitting  down  he  desired  to  add 
his  congratulations  to  those  which  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  at  the 
Admiralty  had  already  received,  and  to 
assure  him  that  the  Service  had  the 
most  perfect  confidence  in  the  noble 
Lord's  ability,  and  in  the  Naval  Lords 
by  whom  he  was  advised.  He  hoped 
that  those  Naval  Lords,  having  tendered 
their  advice  on  matters  of  supreme  im- 
portance as  regarded  the  strength  of  the 
Navy,  and  therefore  as  regarded  the 
safety  of  the  Empire,  would,  as  honour- 
able Gentlemen  ought  to  do  if  their  ad- 
vice was  not  received  and  acted  upon, 
resign  their  offices. 

Mr.  BIQGAE  said,  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  give  some  attention  to  the 
subject  of  contracts  for  stores.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  the  custom  at  the  Ad- 
miralty not  to  allow  the  general  public 
or  persons  in  the  various  trades  to  know 
the  prices  at  which  contracts  were  taken, 
and  that  he  held  to  be  a  very  injudicious 
mode  of  procedure.  If  it  became  the 
custom  only  to  contract  with  a  few  peo- 
ple engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  a 
particular  article,  the  result  would  be 
that  those  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
would  enter  into  a  combination  in  order 
to  get  the  highest  price  for  that  article. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  other  persons  in 
the  trade  were  allowed  to  know  what 
price  was  paid,  the  result  would  be  a 
larger  number  of  tenders  and  less  op- 
portunity of  particular  persons  getting 
an  unfair  price.  He  had  a  very  clear 
recollection  of  what  occurred  in  the  time 
of  the  Crimean  War.  At  that  time 
there  was  a  large  and  constant  demand 
for  provisions  for  the  Navy,  and  an  enor- 
mous profit  was  made  by  the  contractors 
owing  to  the  price  not  being  known; 
but  after  the  public  got  to  know  what 
was  paid,  the  Government  succeeded  in 
obtaining  the  supplies  at  a  fair  price.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  goods 
of  manufacturers  had  various  degrees 
of  trade  merit ;  for  instance,  one  manu- 
facturer notoriously  supplied  an  excel- 
lent and  genuine  article ;  another  was 
known  necessarily  to  supply  one  less 
perfect,  and  a  third  a  less  perfect  article 
still.    But  he  did  not  mean  to  argue 
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that  the  Govemmenl  ought  either  to 
acoept  the  highest  tender, or  to  allow  the 
article  to  fall  off  in  quality  ;  all  he  was 
asking  for  was  that  the  publio  should 
be  allowed  to  know  the  price  at  which 
tenders  were  made,  and  particularly  the 

?rice  at  which  tenders  were  accepted, 
n  that  way  they  would  obtain  better 
value  for  the  money  spent;  whereas, 
under  the  system  which  at  present  ex- 
isted, there  was  more  opportunity  for 
contractors  getting  unfair  prices  and 
entering  into  unfair  combinations.  In 
making  those  observations  he  was  not 
speaking  in  the  interest  of  any  class  of 
manufacturers,  but  of  all,  and  he  main- 
tained that  the  system  which  he  advo- 
cated would  be  beneficial  to  the  country, 
and  that  it  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Sir  JOHNHAY  said,  withreference  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  behind  him  (Captain  Price)  he 
would  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  within 
the  last  10  years,  or  less,  the  number 
of  officers  employed  in  the  Intelligence 
Department  of  the  Admiralty  had  very 
considerably  diminished.  Down  to  1881 
there  was  a  naval  officer  attached  to  all 
the  Embassies  abrpad,  which  communi- 
cated information  of  the  greatestpossible 
value  to  the  Government;  but  he  be- 
lieved that,  solely  for  the  sake  of 
economy,  the  number  had  been  di- 
minished, and  that  now  only  one  officer 
was  employed.  That  officer  was,  he 
believed,  occasionally  admitted  to  fo- 
reign Courts,  but  he  had  not  the  influence 
of  a  resident  officer  speaking  the  Ian- 
guage  of  the  country,  and  associated 
with  the  members  of  the  various  Em- 
bassies. He  thought  the  present  system 
would,  if  it  were  allowed  to  continue, 
prove  a  source  of  weakness  to  the 
country,  without  resulting  in  the  saving 
of  any  considerable  amount  of  money ; 
because  while  the  former  system  allowed 
the  acquisition  of  information  which 
could  be  utilized  on  subsequent  occa- 
sions, the  salaries  of  the  officers  em- 
ployed in  the  service  was  only  at  the 
half-pay  rate.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
after  being  a  little  longer  in  Office,  and 
after  consultation  with  his  Colleagues, 
would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to  the  ex- 
tension of  this  Service  as  one  which 
could  not  but  be  very  useful  to  the 
State.  As  he  had  already  pointed  out, 
Foreign  Powers  were  represented  in  this 
way,  and,  if  for  no  other  reason,  we 
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ought  to  have  similar  representation 
abroad.  With  reference  to  the  question 
to  which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Devonport  (Captain  Price) 
had  referred,  it  was  now  23  years  since 
he  (Sir  John  Hay)  first  made  a  Motion 
for  the  Marine  Corps  being  represented 
by  an  officer  on  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
and  he  believed  he  had  urged  the  point 
on  several  subsequent  occasions  in  that 
House,  seeing  that  one-third  of  their 
Naval  Force  was  represented  by  the 
Marines,  whbse  number  he  hoped  would 
be  augmented;  he  believed  that  the 
presence  of  a  General  Officer  of  Marines 
on  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would  be  of 
the  greatest  advantage  to  the  Service. 
But,  on  every  occasion  when  this  sub- 
ject was  referred  to,  he  had  to  express 
regret  that  nothing  had  been  done ;  and 
he  would  again  express  the  hope  that 
when  a  vacancy  occurred  on  the  Board 
it  might  be  flUed  up  in  this  way. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  said,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  who  wished, 
as  much  as  possible  to  increase  the  com- 
petition for  the  Admiralty  Contracts,  in 
order  that  the  best  article  might  be  ob- 
tained for  the  service  of  the  country,  that 
he  believed  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
stores  required  by  the  Department  were 
publicly  advertised  for,  and  that  a  cer- 
tain proportion  was  not  so  publicly  ad- 
vertised. The  latter  were,  he  believed, 
goods  of  a  special  character ;  and  with 
regard  to  them,  so  far  as  the  Admiralty 
were  aware,  no  other  manufacturers 
than  those  who  now  supplied  them  could 
compete.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  when  tenders  were 
invited  there  should  be,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, bond  fide  competition.  In  reply 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  he 
could  only  reply  that  the  first  act  of  the 
new  Board,  of  which  he  was  the  Head, 
was  to  pass  an  Order  distributing  the 
business,  as  far  as  it  could  be  distri- 
buted, amongst  the  Members  of  the 
Board.  By  that  Order  each  Member  of 
the  Board  would  be  able  to  administer 
the  afifairs  of  his  own  special  Depart- 
ment, being  of  course  subject  to  the 
First  Lord;  and  would  also  have  the 
advantage  of  seeing  personally  that  not 
only  the  officers  connected  with  the  De- 
partment, but  also  the  officers  of  the 
Dockyard,  performed  their  duties  in  an 
efficient  manner*    His  hon.  and  gallant 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport  (Cap- 
tain Price)  had  asked  him  about  the 
Intelligence  Department  at  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  upon  that  subject  he  might 
say  that  his  Predecessor  in  Office  at- 
tached considerable  importance  to  it ; 
and,  as  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  be- 
lieyed  that  all  military  nations  derived 
the  greatest  advantage  from  their  In- 
telligence systems,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Admiralty  also  ought  to  develope 
their  Intelligence  Department. 

Ge2?bral  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
appoint  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
and  report  upon  the  matter  before  he 
decided  upon  what  course  he  would 
follow. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  had  not  raised 
any  question  particularly  with  reference 
to  the  special  contracts  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  spoken.  His  contention 
was,  that  the  prices  and  qualities  of  the 
different  contracts  should  be  announced 
in  the  newspapers,  so  that  they  might 
become  public  property;  and,  then,  at 
any  future  time,  if  persons  wanted  to 
offer  for  similar  contracts,  they  would 
be  in  a  position  to  do  so  on  intelligible 
grounds.   

Mr.  STEWART  MACLIVER  said, 
that  from  his  own  experience  he  could 
say  that  the  Intelligence  Department 
was  not  sufficiently  attended  to  by  the 
authorities.  He  hoped  that  in  future 
more  men  of  experience  would  be  ap- 
pointed, and  that  a  larger  amount  of 
money  would  be  expended  in  the  de- 
velopment of  this  very  important  De- 
partment. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £203,800,  Coast  Guard  Serrice 
and  Royal  Naval  Reserves,  &c. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  had  to  ask 
a  question  of  his  noble  Friend  upon  a 
subject  connected  with  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve.  The  original  number  of  men 
contemplated  was  ;50,000;  for  that  num- 
ber a  grant  in  aid  was  made  on  the  re- 
commendation of  a  Royal  Commission  ; 
that  number  of  men  were  receiving  the 
amount  due  to  them,  and  an  excellent 
force  they  were;  besides  them  there 
was  the  Volunteer  movement  under 
which  a  number  of  men  had  been  en- 
rolled with  great  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try. But  there  was  an  amphibious  body 
of  men  in  the  country  who  were  neither 
employed  at  sea,  nor  on  land.    He  al- 


luded to  the  pilots,  watermen,  and  others 
of  similar  calling,  who  were  at  that  mo- 
ment willing  to  come  forward  and  give 
their  services  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
men  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  for  the 
defence  of  the  estuaries  and  harbours  of 
the  country.  They  all  knew  that  lately 
the  defence  of  the  harbours  and  estuaries 
on  the  coast  had  exercised  the  mind  of 
the  country.  The  noble  Lord  would, 
no  doubt,  be  aware  of  that,  because 
many  of  those  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
movement  were  his  own  constituents ; 
he  would  know  with  what  loyalty  those 
he  had  referred  to  came  forward  to  de- 
fend the  estuaries  and  harbours  on  the 
Thames.  Similarly,  on  the  Clyde,  it  was 
within  his  own  knowledge  that  the  men 
of  this  class  had  tendered  their  services 
for  the  same  purposes.  It  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  discuss  at  that  mo- 
ment with  what  it  would  be  necessary 
to  provide  this  class  of  men;  but  it 
would  include  torpedo  boats  and  ma- 
terials necessary  for  the  defence  of 
rivers.  He  believed  the  people  of  the 
country  were  bent  upon  having  the 
estuaries  on  the  coast  defended ;  and  for 
that  purpose  he  believed  that  no  more 
efficient  means  could  be  provided  than 
the  enrolment  of  those  men  as  a  portion 
of  the  Naval  Reserve  Force  of  the  coun- 
try, giving  them  the  pay  and  the  same 
amount  of  subsidy  as  was  given  to  the 
men  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  as  well 
as  efficient  training  for  the  purposes  he 
had  indicated.  He  trusted  the  First 
Lord  would  look  into  that  question,  and 
that  he  would  see  that  the  Yote  which 
the  Committee  were  now  discussing  was 
applied  hereafter  in  part  to  the  sub- 
sidising of  this  'valuable  and  patriotic 
body  of  men  who  were  ready  to  place 
their  services  in  readiness  for  the  defence 
of  the  country. 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY said,  he  thought  he  oould 
give  a  reply  on  this  subject  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  John  Hay). 
The  late  Board  of  Admiralty  had  ap- 
pointed a  Committee,  over  which  Ad- 
miral Yesey  Hamilton  presided,  to  in- 
vestigate the  subject  of  the  defence  of 
harbours  and  ports,  and  to  report  on  the 
best  means  for  the  purpose.  Admiral 
Yesey  Hamilton  had  inspected  several 
ports,  and  found  the  authorities  there 
most  anxious  to  assist  in  providing 
means  of  defence.    It  was  evident  that 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


43 


Supply-^ 


{COMMONS} 


Na/vy  EstifnaUi, 


44 


if  thoBe  places  were  to  be  defended  it 
must  be  by  means  of  voluntary  aid 
which  should  be  obtained  from  the 
various  local  bodies,  and  everyone  likely 
to  render  assistance.  He  had  not  had 
time  fully  to  go  into  this  question ;  but 
it  was  his  personal  impression  that,  if 
the  Volunteer  movement  had  been  bene- 
ficial in  aid  of  the  Military  Force  of  the 
country,  and  had  become  more  and  more 
efficient,  it  was  a  question  well  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  similar  benefit  might  not  be 
derived  from  a  Volunteer  movement  for 
the  defence  of  the  ports,  and  whether  a 
somewhat  similar  course  should  not  be 
taken  with  regard  to  it  as  had  been 
taken  in  the  case  of  the  Eoyal  Naval 
Beserve. 

Mb.  STEWART  MACLIVER  said, 
that  offers  had  been  made  to  engage 
officers  and  men  in  various  ports,  and 
he  would  urge  upon  the  noble  Lord  the 
consideration  of  the  question  whether 
their  services  should  not  be  accepted. 
He  had  to  point  out  that  those  offers  had 
been  6ystematically  refused,  and  as  he 
considered  that  very  unwise  on  the  part 
of  the  Admiralty,  he  trusted  that  in 
future  another  course  would  betaken. 

Mb.  E.  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that 
as  far  back  as  the  year  1860  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  establish  such  a  corps  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  alluded 
to,  under  the  sanction  of  the.  Admiralty 
and  the  War  Office.  He  had  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Admiralty  to  establish  such 
corps  all  round  the  coasts  of  Great  Bri- 
tain. The  Admiralty,  however,  declined 
to  furnish  gunboats  for  the  instruction 
of  the  men»  The  consequence  was  that, 
after  a  few  years  trial,  he  found  it  was 
wasting  the  money  of  the  country  to 
draw  a  capitation  grant  for  men  who 
had  no  sea  legs.  Since  then,  he  believed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hastings  (Sir 
Thomas  Brassey)  had  taken  up  the  mat- 
ter. However,  he  wished  to  say  that, 
after  the  experience  he  had  had  of  the 
men  along  the  South  Ooast,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  men  of  the  class 
found  there — that  was  to  say,  beachmen, 
were  utterly  useless  for  the  purpose  in 
view,  unless  they  had  a  proper  amount 
of  sea  training.  Therefore,  he  said  it 
was  quite  impossible  that  the  ratepayers 
should  pay  money  year  after  year  for 
men  who,  when  an  emergency  arose, 
would  be  perfectly  useless  to  the  coun- 
try.   He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 

Lord  George  Mamitton 


take  that  matter  into  consideration ;  be- 
cause, if  the  Admiralty  could  not  give 
the  use  of  a  gunboat  for  the  purpose  of 
training  those  men  at  sea.  he  was  con- 
vinced that  they  wbuld  in  time  of  need 
be  of  no  service  whatever. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £112,100,  Scientific  Branch. 

Snt  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  any  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee wished  to  call  attention  to  any  items 
of  the  Vote  before  page  34,  because  he 
wished  to  ask  a  question  with  regard  to 
the  extra  pay  of  surveyors  on  foreign 
stations.     His  object  in  doing  so,  was 
because  he  saw  that  there  was  no  spe- 
cial provision  for  the  further  examina- 
tion of  the  coasts  of  the  China  Seas, 
and  he  was  induced  to  ask  a  question  on 
the  subject,  because  when  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  serving  in  those  seas  in 
1845  a  survey  was  made  of  Fort  Hamil- 
ton which  was  now  a  place  of  consider- 
able interest  to  the  people  of  this  coun* 
try.    He  was  not  one  of  those  who  ap- 
proved of  many  of  the  acts  of  the  late 
Government ;  but  the  acquisition  of  Fort 
Hamilton  was,   in  his  opinion,  of  the 
greatest  possible  value  to  the  interests 
of  the  country  for  the  protection  of  their 
trade  eastward  of  Singapore,  and   he 
was  therefore  anxious  to  know  whether 
the  survey  made  in  1845  was  to  be  ex- 
tended and  repeated  in  reference  to  their 
recent  acquisition.     Fort  Hamilton  was 
formed  by  three  islands  and  many  islets, 
lying  off  the  southern  point  of  the  Oorea, 
534  miles  south  of  Vladivostock,   and 
commanding  the  entrance  to  the  sea  of 
Japan.    He  wished  to  urge  upon  Her 
Majesty's   Government,   and  upon  his 
noble  Friend,  the  great  importance  of 
this  .place  as  a  naval  coaling  station 
which  would  allow  them  in  time  of  war 
to  keep  those  seas.    He  thought  the 
survey  of   the  port    should    be    com- 
pleted ;  and  he  asked,  whether  the  item 
for  extra  pay  of  surveyors  included  the 
pay  of  surveyors  engaged  in  surveying 
Fort  Hamilton  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY said,  he  was  unable  to  answer 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  (Sir  John  Hay)  at  that 
moment,  but  the  matter  should  be  in- 
quired into. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
understood  three  weeks  ago,  that  the 
country  had  not  acquired  Fort  Hamil- 
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ton,  and  he  now  asked  whether  that 
statement  was  accurate  ? 

Me.  HALSEY  asked  for  information 
as  to  the  recent  outbreak  of  scarlatina 
on  board  the  Training  Ship  Britannia  ? 

Mb.  CAINE  said,  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  state  the  details ;  but  the  re- 
sult of  the  inquiry  was  that  no  se- 
rious blame  attached  to  anyone  in  the 
matter. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,639,300, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Expenses  of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 let 
day  of  March  1880." 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  indulgence 
of  the  Committee,  while  he  made  a  few 
obserrations  upon  this  very  important 
Vote.  He  desired  to  preface  the  re- 
marks he  had  to  make  by  expressing 
the  very  great  regret  which  he  was  sure 
they  all  felt  at  the  loss  the  country  had 
sustained  in  the  death  of  Eear  Admiral 
Wilson,  who  was  lately  the  Admiral 
Superintendent  of  the  Devonport  Dock- 
yard. He  had  the  pleasure  of  Eear 
Admiral  Wilson's  acquaintance  for  a 
great  many  years,  and  he  felt  sure  that 
by  that  officer's  death  the  country  had 
sostained  a  serious  loss.  He  also  had  the 
bonoar,  some  years  ago,  of  serving  with 
Bear  Admiral  Wilson  on  expeditions  in 
C^tral  Africa,  and  he  could  bear  witness 
not  only  to  Bear  Admiral  Wilson's 
courage,  but  to  his  great  ability  and  in- 
cessant activity.  He  had  made  those 
observations,  because  he  thought  it  was 
right  that  some  notice  should  be  taken 
of  the  sad  event.  Now,  he  had  enter- 
tained the  kope  that  the  Committee 
would  hear  a  statement  from  his  noble 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  as  to  the  future 
policy  of  the  Admiralty  in  the  matter  of 
shipbuilding  in  the  Dockyards.  They 
were  promised,  some  time  ago,  a  Paper 
on  the  subject,  a  Baper  which  purported 
to  give  information  to  the  House  upon 
the  action  which  the  Government  in- 
tended to  take  upon  the  Beport  of  the 
Earl  of  Ravensworth's  Committee.  He 
was  rather  puzzled  to  think  what  action 
could  be  taken  upon  such  an  insufficient 
and  incomplete  Keport.  He  said  it  was 
an  insufficient  and  incomplete  Report, 


because  they  had  as  much  acknow- 
ledged in  the  Report  itself.  Several 
Memoranda  were  appended  to  the  Be- 
port;  one  by  Captain  Codrington,  who 
was  at  present  at  the  Admiralty,  and 
another  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood).  In 
his  Memorandum  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  used  very  strong  expressions,  for 
he  said — 

"  Whilst  concurring  generally  with  the  Re- 
port, I  desire  to  recoid  my  opinion  that  the  im- 
portant questions  under  our  consideration  re- 
quire a  more  thorough  investigation  than  is 
possible  within  the  narrow  terms  of  the  Refer- 
ence to  the  Committee.  It  appears  to  me  that 
an  exhaustive  examination  into  the  system 
adopted  in  the  oonstruction,  repair,  and  refit  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  would  necessitate  an  in- 
quiry on  the  spot  into  the  details  of  Dockyard 
expenditure,  management,  and  controL" 

He  (Captain  Price)  thought  the'.Commit- 
teewere  entitled  to  ask  why  an  inquiry 
on  the  spot  into  those  details  had  not 
been  made,  and  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  present  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty to  make  such  an  inquiry?  The 
Memorandum  appended  by  Captain 
Codrington  was  very  much  to  the  same 
effect ;  and,  in  the  body  of  the  Eeport 
itself,  the  Committee,  referring  to  the 
incidental  expenses  of  shipbuilding, 
which  it  was  well  known  formed  a  large 
item,  said— 

"The  evidence  given  by  the  Accountant 
General  of  the  Navy  is  sufficient  to  show  that 
the  whole  question  of  incidental  charges  is  so 
obscure  as  to  render  unreliable  any  comparison 
between  the  cost  of  shipbuilding  in  public  and 
private  yards." 

Now,  if  that  was  the  case,  if  the  evidence 
so^tendered  was  so  thoroughly  unreliable 
as  to  make  a  comparison  impossible  be- 
tween the  cost  of  shipbuilding  in  public 
and  private  yards,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  how  any  action  could  be  taken  on 
the  Keport,  unless  it  be  in  the  direction 
of  re-opening  the  inquiiy.  It  was  com- 
monly oelieved  that  their  ships  could  be 
built  more  cheaply  and  more  quickly  in 
private  than  in  public  yards.  He  main- 
tained that  the  whole  evidence  g^ven 
before  the  Earl  of  Ravensworth's  Com- 
mittee tended  to  show,  that  the  matter 
was  still  in  very  great  donbt ;  indeed,  it 
was  not  as  yet  known  how  the  matter 
really  stood.  The  main  conclusion  which 
appeared  to  be  drawn  from  the  Beport, 
and  which  was  eagerly  taken  up  by 
so-called  Economists  in  the  House,  was 
that  the  Government  ought  to  build  all 
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ships  of  war  in  the  private  yards  of  the 
country,  and  to  leave  to  the  Royal  Dock- 
yards the  repair  and  re6tting  of  ships 
alone.  Such  a  policy  as  that  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  one  fraught  with  the 
greatest  danger  to  the  country,  and  for 
various  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  as 
he  had  shown  before,  they  would,  by 
the  adoption  of  such  a  policy,  create 
nothing  more  or  less  than  unprotected 
arsenals  all  over  the  country.  It  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  that  the  private 
shipbuilding  yards  should  be  protected, 
and  they  could  only  be  protected  at  very 
great  expense.  In  the  Boyal  Dock- 
yards, however,  they  had  protected 
arsenals  where  ships  of  war  could  be 
built  in  any  number.  Then  there  was 
the  question  of  time.  It  was  attempted 
to  be  shown  that  their  ships  could  be 
built  far  more  quickly  in  private  yards 
than  in  the  Eoyal  Dockyards ;  but  the 
matter  had  never  been  thoroughly  tested. 
The  ships  built  by  contract  were,  to  a 
great  extent,  completed  off-hand.  It 
was  true  they  were  delayed  from  time  to 
time ;  but  the  delay  which  occurred  in 
making  alterations  in  ships  built  by 
contract  was  nothing  like  the  delay 
which  took  place  in  the  building  of  ships 
in  the  Eoyal  Dockyards.  The  only  test 
that  could  be  applied  in  this  matter 
would  be  to  have  two  ships,  exactly 
similar,  laid  down,  one  by  contract  in  a 
private  yard,  and  another  in  a  Royal 
Dockyard.  It  would  then  be  seen  which 
ship  could  be  built  first,  and  which  at 
the  less  cost.  Whatever  alterations  were 
made  in  one  ship  would,  of  course,  have 
to  be  made  in  the  other,  the  object  being 
that  the  two  vessels  should  be  quite 
similar.  It  was  only  by  an  experiment 
such  as  this  that  a  just  conclusion  in  the 
matter  could  be  arrived  at.  As  was 
shown  by  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
and  by  the  evidence  tendered  to  the 
Committee,  there  was  great  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  the  comparative  cost  of 
building  ships  of  war  in  private  and 
public  yards,  and  that  difficulty  arose 
from  the  impossibility  of  ascertaining 
what  were  called  the  .incidental,  or  Es- 
tablishment charges.  No  one  had  as 
yet  ever  given  a  definition  of  Establish- 
ment charges.  On  the  last  occasion  that 
the  Naval  Estimates  were  before  the 
Committee  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands),  who,  un- 
fortunately, was  not  now  in  his  place, 
made  a  long  speech  on  the  subject.  The 
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hon.  Qentleman  said  they  must  recollect 
that  in  the  Royal  Dockyards,  there  was 
not  only  the  cost  of  material  and  the 
amount  of  wages,  but  there  were  very 
large  incidental  charges,  and  he  talked 
about  the  large  salaries  and  allowances 
which  amounted  in  the  Naval  Yards  to 
a  sum  of  £224,000  per  annum.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  never  attempted 
to  say  how  much  of  those  salaries  and 
allowances  ought  to  be  apportioned  to  the 
building  of  ships,  and  how  much  to  the 
hundred  other  duties  which  their  Dock- 
yards had  to  perform.  Let  him  (Cap- 
tain  Price)  reduce  the  thing  to  an  ab- 
surdity. The  salaries  and  allowances 
at  the  Devonport  Yard,  which  was  not, 
strictly  speaking,  a  building  yard — ^in 
which  very  few  ships  were  built— 
amounted  to  £48,000 ;  but  the  salaries 
and  allowances  at  the  Chatham  Yard, 
which  was  essentially  a  shipbuilding 
yard,  were  only  £38,000 ;  so  that  if  they 
were  to  apportion  the  salaries  and  allow- 
ances at  Devonport  to  the  few  ships 
built  there,  the  apportionment  would,  of 
course,  be  something  enormous — 10  or 
20  times  the  apportionment  in  the  Chat- 
ham Yard.  The  same  might  be  said  of 
the  other  expenses  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  re- 
ferred to,  such  as  the  charge  for  police. 
Of  course,  that  was  a  large  charge; 
but  if  they  added  it  to  the  cost  of  ship- 
building, the  apportionment  would  be 
very  large  in  one  case — ^in  the  case 
of  Devonport  —  and  very  small  in 
the  case  of  Chatham  and  Portsmouth. 
There  was  one  argument  which  was 
very  often  used  in  favour  of  building 
ships  in  private  yards,  and  that  was, 
that  the  men  of  private  yards  could  ac- 
quire a  familiarity  with  the  work  of 
building  ships  of  war;  that  the  more 
they  increased  the  building  of  war  ships 
in  private  yards  the  more  experience 
was  gained  by  the  builders.  But  hon. 
Members  must  remember  that  whilst 
that  familiarity  was  being  increased  in 
private  yards,  the  more  it  was  being  de- 
creased in  the  Royal  Dockyards.  If 
they  ceased  to  build  ships  in  the  Royal 
Dockyards,  and  a  naval  war  was  waged 
against  them,  in  which  their  private 
yards  would  very  likely  be  destroyed  or 
shut  up,  and  they  had  to  fall  back  on 
the  Royal  Dockyards,  they  would  pro- 
bably find  that  the  plant  had  been 
neglected,  or  it  might  be  sent  else- 
where, and  that  the  men  who  were  for- 
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merlj  engaged  in  building  ships  had 
lost  their  experience,  or,  perhaps,  were 
no  longer  at  the  yards.  It  might  be 
said  it  would  be  very  easy  to  trans- 
port the  men  from  the  private  yards 
which  were  being  bombarded,  or  de- 
stroyed, or  shut  up,  to  the  Royal  Dock- 
yards ;  but  they  had  some  experience  in 
the  last  great  war  of  such  things  as 
strikes.  Hon.  Members  would  remem- 
ber that  during  the  Crimean  War,  when 
the  Admiralty  wanted  ships  building, 
the  men  .of  one  or  two  private  yards, 
notably  of  that  of  Mr.  Soott  Bussell, 
struck  work,  and  said  they  would  not 
return  unless  they  were  paid  exorbitant 
wages.  That  was  a  matter  which  was  al- 
together left  out  of  consideration  by  some 
Members  of  the  Committee.  He  must 
make  a  remark  upon  the  constitution  of 
the  Earl  of  Eavensworth's  Committee. 
That  Committee  seemed  to  him  to  have 
beenmost  extraordinarilyconstituted.  It 
was  a  Committee  called  together  to  de- 
cide whether  it  was  better  to  build  ships 
in  private  yards  instead  of  in  the  Royal 
Dockyards,  and  nearly  every  Member  of 
it  was  a  gentleman  who  had  had  some- 
thing to  do,  commercially,  with  private 
yards.  He  did  not  wish  to  cast  any 
reflection  upon  the  Members  of  the 
Committee ;  he  was  sure  they  did  their 
best,  and  that  they  served  their  country 
on  the  Committee  faithfully  and  honour- 
ably; but  still  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee  was  such  as  to  give  rise  to 
some  suspioioh.  There  was  only  one 
Gentleman  on  th*e  Committee  who  had 
any  experience  whatever  of  the  building 
of  ships  in  the  Royal  Dockyards,  and 
that  was  Captain  Codrington,  and  he 
dissented  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  said  sufficient  evidence  had 
not  been  tendered.  He  (Captain  Price) 
hoped  they  would  hear  something  that 
afternoon  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  as 
to  the  intention  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter.  He  looked  upon  it  as  a 
very  great  mistake  to  transfer  the  build- 
ing of  ships  from  the  protected  yards  to 
the  yards  which  might  at  any  time  be 
destroyed  or  shut  up.  He  also  wished 
to  call  attention  to  a  question  affecting 
the  personnel  of  the  dockyards.  That 
was  a  question  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  Committee  previously ;  but  he 
thought  that,  considering  the  altered 
circumstances,  it  was  well  to  mention  it 
again.    It  was  felt  that  the  compensa- 


tion  given  to  men  who  were  discharged 
from  service  in  the  Dockyards  was  much 
too  small.  There  were  two  classes  of 
men  employed  in  the  Dockyards.  The 
class  of  men  who  were  on  the  Establish- 
lishment  of  the  Yards  served  at  a  cer- 
tain rate  of  pay,  and  at  a  certain  age 
were  discharged  with  a  pension.  The 
other  class  were  men  who  were  taken 
from  time  to  time,  as  they  were  wanted ; 
they  were  called  hired  men.  Those 
hired  men  very  often  served  quite  as 
long  and  quite  as  regularly  as  the  men 
whc  were  on  the  Establishment.  They 
got  a  slightly  higher  rate  of  wage ;  but 
at  the  age  of  60  they  were  oompulsorily 
retired,  and  got  what  was  really  a  very 
small  gratuity— a  sum  of  money  which 
was  hardly  enough  to  keep  body  and 
soul  togetiier  for  a  twelvemonth.  It 
might  be  thought,  perhaps,  that  if  they 
had  liked  to  have  been  put  on  the 
Establishment  they  might  have  been, 
and  thus  secured  to  themselves  a  pen- 
siou.  But  that  was  not  so,  because 
only  a  certaia  number  of  men  were 
allowed  on  the  Establishment.  He  was 
in  hope  his  hon  Friend  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett)  would  turn  his  attention  to 
that  matter.  If  the  hon.  G-entleman 
did  so,  he  would  find  there  was  a 
very  serious  disproportion  between  the 
two  classes  of  men  who  really  did 
exactly  the  same  amount  of  work. 
He  (Captain  Price)  believed  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that  the  Superin- 
tendents of  the  Dockyards  had  reported 
that  the  disproportion  was  too  great, 
and  ought  to  be  rectified.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  those  men,  many  of 
whom  at  60  years  of  aee  were  at  the 
prime  of  life,  should  be  idlowed  to  serve 
in  the  Dockyards  five  years  longer,  and 
that,  on  coming  in,  they  should  either 
receive  a  higher  gratuity  or  some  kind 
of  pension.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped 
that  the  subjects  to  which  he  had  called 
attention  would  receive  serious  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  autho- 
rities. 

Mb.  STEWART  MACLIVER  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Devonport  (Captain  Price)  had 
taken  up  some  subjects  which  were  of 
great  importance  and  which  he  (Mr. 
Stewart  Macliver)  hoped  would  be  re- 
cognized as  such  by  the  new  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett).    There  was  now  an  opportunity 
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for  the  new  oocupants  of  the  Admiralty 
to  show  their  gratitude  to  the  Dockyard 
constituencies  who  had  heen  faithful  to 
them  for  a  long  series  of  years.  There 
were  certain  points  he  wished  to  bring 
before  the  Committee,  points  which  were 
pertinent  to  the  Vote,  and  which  he  was 
persuaded  the  present  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty would  recognize  and  appreciate. 
One  of  those  points  had  been  referred 
to  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Devon^port — namely,  the 
scale  of  retiring  pensions.  At  present 
a  man  who  had  serred  30  years  did  not 
get  any  more  than  a  man  who  had 
serred  25  years.  He  certainly  thought 
that  a  man  who  served  30  years  was 
entitled  to  a  greater  retiring  allowance 
than  a  man  who  had  served  only  20  or 
25  years.  It  was  yerv  necessary  that 
the  attention  of  the  Admiralty  autho- 
rities should  be  directed  to  that  point. 
It  was  clear  that  as  much  attention 
should  be  paid  to  the  interests  of  the 
men  who  built  the  ships  as  to  those  of 
the  men  who  sailed  the  ships.  Some- 
thing was  done  by  the  late  Adminstra- 
tion  in  that  direction,  but  it  was  not 
enough.  For  instance,  the  late  Ad- 
ministration appointed  Inspectors  of 
Shipwrights.  That  was  a  very  good 
move  indeed  in  the  right  direction  ;  but 
it  had  given  dissatisfaction  because  it 
had  been  unaccompanied  by  a  similar 
move  in  regard  to  other  classes  of  men 
in  the  Dockyards.  The  leading  men  of 
the  joiners  and  of  the  engineers  were 
entitled  to  the  same  consideration  as  the 
shipwrights,  and  to  the' claims  of  both 
of  those  classes  he  hoped  attention 
would  be  given.  Then,  again,  for  some 
time  past,  hon.  Members  had  drawn 
attention  to  the  position  of  the  chief 
engineers.  For  five  or  six  years  the 
Admiralty  had  had  under  consideration 
the  question  of  the  rank  of  those  men  ; 
but  as  yet  it  was  undecided  whether  the 
men  should  wear  an  extra  bit  of  lace  on 
their  sleeve.  He  trusted  the  new  Board 
would  show  its  gratitude  to  the  Dock- 
yard constituencies  by  conceding  this 
point.  It  was  a  matter  which  involved 
no  expense ;  it  simply  meant  that  the 
chief  engineer  should  rank  with  a  lieu- 
tenant. This  concession,  in  point  of 
rank,  would  give  great  satisfaction  to 
this  very  important  body  of  men.  The 
naval  artificers,  too,  had  their  com- 
plaints, and  they  asked  that  considera- 
tion should  be  given  to  their  complaints. 

Mr,  Stewart  Maclher 


For  many  years  past  they  had  petitioned 
the  Admindty  in  vain ;  indeed,  it  was 
one  of  the  defects  of  the  present  system 
of  administration,  that  Memorials  ad- 
dressed to  the  Admiralty  received  no 
attention  until  they  were  dragged  before 
the  House  by  some  hon.  Member.  There 
was  plenty  of  scope  for  the  energies  of 
the  Members  of  the  new  Naval  Adminis- 
tration in  the  direction  which]  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Devonport  and 
himself  had  pointed  out. 

SiA  EDWAED  J.  EEED  9aid,  that 
while  he  very  strongly  sympathized 
with  the  two  classes  of  Dockyard  em- 
ployii  to  whom  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Madiver) 
referred,  he  wished  to  take  exception  to 
his  conclusions.  One  of  the  most  in- 
jurious things  which  could  happen  to 
Dockyard  officials,  or  to  naval  officials, 
was  to  set  up  claims  on  behalf  of  one 
class  simply  because  some  other  class 
had  been  benefited.  He  was  sure  that 
every  Member  of  the  House  who  had 
served  on  the  Board  of  Admiralty  must 
be  aware  of  cases  in  which  legitimate 
and  reasonable  claims  had  been  put  for- 
ward—claims  which  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty would  have  been  glad  to  meet  had 
they  been  able  to  deal  with  them  on 
their  merits.  The  Board  had  often  been 
deterred  from  meeting  claims  put  for- 
ward, by  the  consideration  that  no  sooner 
did  they  do  an  act  of  justice  to  a  limited 
class  of  persons  than  there  sprang  up 
claims  by  other  classes,  who,  somehow 
or  other,  persuaded  themselves  thej 
were  unjustly  treated.  The  truth  of 
the  matter  was,  that  it  was  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  men  of  the  Dockyards 
that  they  should  refrain  as  much  as 
possible  from  the  system  of  starting  a 
new  set  of  demands  every  time  the  Ad- 
miralty made  a  concession.  The  setting 
up  of  these  demands  was  most  fatal  to 
the  whole  Service;  because,  in  times 
like  the  present,  there  did  arise  special 
claims.  Special  services  had  to  be  per- 
formed ;  and  if  the  Admiralty  could  not 
do  clear  and  simple  justice  in  cases  as 
they  arose,  without  raising  the  spectre 
of  applications  from  every  quarter,  he 
saw  great  injury  to  the  Service.  He 
felt  it  would  be  very  unfair  and  very 
futile  to  ask  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
what  their  intentions  were  in  regard  to 
shipbuilding.  It  was  perfectly  obvious 
that  in  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
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sez  (Lord  George  Hamiltcm)  and  his 
Colleagues  occupied  the  Treasury  Bench, 
it  was  impossible  that  they  could  have 
even  begun  to   settle  the  question  of 
shipbuilding.     He  should  not  attempt 
to  set  up  any  claim  upon  them ;  but  he 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon 
some  points  which  he  regarded  as  of 
very  great  importance  to  the  Dockyards, 
and  which,  he  hoped,  they  would  now 
consider,  as  it  were,  from  a  new  point 
of  view.  The  Committee  was  well  aware 
that  he  had  been  most  reluctant  at  all 
times  to  admit  that  the  time  had  arrived, 
or  begun  to  approach,  when  this  coun- 
try could  aflPord  to  do  away  with  ar- 
moured ships.    It  was  quite  clear  that 
unarmoured  ships  must  be  the  scene  of 
hloodshed  and  slaughter  in  action  which 
would  be  perfectly  unendurable  to  the 
moral  sense  of  mankind.    It  was  im- 
possible for  this  country,  with  its  vast 
naval  interests,  to  think  of  abandoning 
annoured  ships,  and  yet  he  was  bound 
to  say  that,  after  inspecting  the  recently 
constructed    iron-clads,   and    reflecting 
upon  those  now  about  to  be  constructed, 
he  believed  it  would  be  better  for  them 
to  give  up  building   armour-clads  al- 
together, and  to  trust  to  the  chances  of 
what  they  might  be  able  to  do  without 
them,  rather  than  to  spend  such  enor- 
movs  sums  of  money  upon  such  an  ex- 
traordinary construction  of  ships  as  was 
now  laid  down.    There  were  now  in  the 
Eoyal  Dockyards  of  the  country  a  num- 
ber of  ships  of  the  Admiral  i^di^s^  though 
none  of  them  were  approaching  comple- 
tion.   Those  ships  were  of  very  large 
construction — ^they  were  of  10,000  tons, 
and  of  course  their  raisan  d^iire^  or  their 
whole  object,  was  that  they  should  go 
and  fight  in  action.     It  seemed  to  him 
that  one  of  the  first  requirements  of  such 
a  construction  was,  that  it  should  be  able 
to  receive  some  blows  as  well  as  to  give 
some,  without  being  rendered  hon  de 
combat.     He  had  stated  at  length  his 
views  as  to  this  line  of  ships,  and  he 
would  not  repeat  them  ;  but  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Admiralty  to 
the  almost  absolute  certainty  of  those 
ships  being  put  hora  de  combat  by  reason 
of  the  exposure  of  the  only  important 
guns  they  carried.     Instead  of  being 
held  by  the  old  trunnions,  they  were 
held  solely  and  only  by  a  couple  of 
straps,  themselves  exposed  to  a  direct 
Mow.    Altogether,  those  ships  seemed 
to  him  to  be  productions  eminently  in- 


teresting as  articles  for  exhibition ;  but 
what  could  be  their  efficiency  in  war, 
he  really  was  at  a  loss  to  understand. 
He  did  not  say  that  by  way  of  complaint, 
but  simply  laid  stress  upon  the  point 
as  one  of  first-class  importance  attach- 
ing to  their  position  as  a  naval  country. 
Anyone  who  took  an  interest   in   this 
question  must  be  desirous    that  their 
ships  should  be  able  to  show  something 
like  fight ;  and  what  he  wished  the  Ad- 
miralty to  consider  was,  whether  it  was 
not  possible  to  give  to  the  armaments 
of  those  vessels  some  additional  protec- 
tion against  injury  from  the  multiplicity 
of  small  guns  by  which  they  would  be 
attacked.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Devonport  (Cap- 
tain Price)  had  raised  the  vexed  ques- 
tion of  building  men-of-war  in  the  Boyal 
Dockyards    and    private  yards.    Now, 
those  of  them  who  were  favourable  to 
the  construction  of  ships  of  war  in  pri- 
vate yards  were  so  favourable,  not  be- 
cause they  doubted  the  efficiency  of  the 
Dockyards,  or  their  capability  to  pro- 
duce ships,  but  because  they  doubted 
whether    the  Admiralty    and    all   the 
Hoy  al  Yards  could  produce  ships  quickly. 
There  were  three  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen,  Members  of  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty,   present,   every    one    of 
whom  in  his  tiurn  had  told  the  House 
that  it  was  the  special  intention  and 'act 
of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  to  build 
ships  quickly,  and  get  them  out  of  hand 
as  soon  as  possible.    At  Chatham,  the 
other  day,  he  noticed  a  ship,  the  Sero, 
which,  after  the  laying  of  her  keel,  was 
brought  very  rapidly  into  an  extremely 
forward  state.     He  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  it  could  have  been  completed  as 
quickly    as    it    could    in   any    private 
establishment  in  the  country;  but  the 
work  had  been  totally  suspended,  and 
there  was  no  knowing  when  the  vessel 
would  be  finished.      Again,  at  Ports- 
mouth Dockyard,  he  noticed  that  all 
work  on    the    Camperdown    had  been 
stopped,   although  the  House  had  re- 
ceived the   positive  aissurances  of   the 
Admiralty  that  the  ship  would  be  com- 
pleted as  soon  as  possible.    And  this 
was  in  the  face  of  probable  war!    In 
this  Vote  there  was  no  provision  for  any 
improvement  in  the  future ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
would  do  well  to  consider  whether  part 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit  which  they  had  the 
option  of  spending  should  not  be  spent  in 
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advancing  the  ships  he  had  mentioned. 
The  Dockyard  system  itself  prevented 
the  rapid  completion  of  iron-clads.  There 
was  certainly  a  deficiency  of  plant  in 
some  of  the  Boyal  Dockyards  ;  but  it  was 
a  libel  upon  the  workmen  of  those  estab- 
lishments to  suppose  that  they  could 
not  produce  as  good  and  as  quick  work 
as  any  other  establishment  in  the  King- 
dom. But  they  were  not  allowed  to  do 
it.  The  fact  was,  there  were  too  many 
cooks,  and,  as  a  consequence,  the  broth 
was  spoiled.  Personally,  he  expected 
some  advantage  from  the  change  which 
had  taken  place  at  the  Admiralty  ;  be- 
cause he  believed  the  First  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  and  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Eitchie)  would  not 
be  satisfied  with  any  inefficient  arrange- 
ments. He  thought  there  would  be  an 
attempt,  at  least,  to  conduct  the  naval 
business  of  the  country  upon  a  sound 
principle ;  but,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  Committee  oould  not,  as  he  said, 
expect  from  the  Government  a  statement 
of  policy  now  upon  the  shipbuilding 
question.  Although  hon.  Members  did 
not  press  for  such  a  statement,  it  must 
not  be  inferred  that  they  were  any  less 
anxious  on  the  point  than  they  had 
hitherto  been. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  desired  to  join  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Devonport  (Captain  Price)  in  ex- 
pressing the  deep  regret  which  he  was 
sure  they  all  felt  at  the  loss  by  death  of 
Bear  Admiral  Wilson.  That  gallant 
officer  was  an  unfortunate  victim  of 
the  terrible  explosion  on  board  the 
Thunderer,  He  never  recovered  from 
the  effects  of  the  accident ;  but,  in  spite 
of  the  suffering  from  his  wounds,  he 
continued  to  give  most  efficient  and 
valuable  service  to  the  country.  With 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Devonport  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed),  he  (Sir  John  Hay)  wished  to  say 
two  or  three  words.  The  question  of 
building  ships  in  the  Boyal  Dockyards 
and  in  private  yards  had  been  constantly 
brought  before  Parliament;  but  the 
Committee  must  remember  that  the 
building  in  the  Dockyards  could  not  be 
as  rapid  as  the  building  in  private 
yards.  Private  yards  had  nothing  to  do 
but  to  build ;  but  the  Dockyards  ought 
not  to  be  increased  in  the  number  of  the 
men  they  employed,  beyond  what  was 

Sir  Edward  J,  Reed 


necessary  for  repairing  a  Fleet  if  it 
came  there  to  be  repaired.  It  was  idle 
to  compare  public  and  private  yards. 
The  Establishment  charges  were,  after 
all,  only  a  blind.  It  was  necessary  they 
should  have  Dockyards ;  it  was  neces- 
sary they  should  have  docks  to  which  a 
disabled  Fleet  might  come  for  repair, 
and  it  was  necessary  Establishment  men 
should  be  employed  for  the  purpose  of 
making  any  repairs  to  a  ship  which 
were  required.  During  the  time  the 
men  were  not  engaged  in  repairing  the 
Fleet  it  was  desirable  they  should  be 
employed  in  the  practice  of  their  pro- 
fession by  building  ships.  He  nad 
always  been  averse  to  increasing  the 
amount  of  shipbuilding  in  the  Dock- 
yards beyond  that  which  would  give  due 
and  proper  employment  to  the  number 
of  hands  which  ought  to  be  employed 
there  for  the  paramount  object  of  re- 
pairing ships.  He  was  sorry  to  think 
that  the  number  of  vessels  forming  their 
Fleet  had  been  so  reduced  that  there 
was  ample  room  for  the  employment  of 
both  public  and  private  yards  in  the 
building  of  iron-dads.  On  reference  to 
page  196  of  the  Estimates  it  would  be 
found  that,  although  the  country  was 
under  the  impression  that  a  very  con- 
siderable addition  was  being  made  to 
their  shipbuilding,  the  number  of  men 
to  be  employed  was  reduced.  Last  year 
8,823  men  were  employed  in  the  Dock- 
yards ;  but  this  year  the  number  was  to 
be  diminished  by  419.  Looking  to  the 
number  of  ships  which  were  given  in  the 
Estimate  for  building,  and  to  the  number 
of  ships  which  were  Imown  to  be  owned  by 
Foreign  Powers,  the  amount  of  building 
now  going  on  in  the  Dockyards  was  the 
very  lowest  that  might  be  expected.  At 
that  moment  they  had  five  first-class 
iron-clads — the  Inflexible^  the  MdinhurgT^ 
the  Dreadnoughty  the  Thunderer^  and  the 
Devastation — and  the  French  had  three. 
Of  the  second  clas?,  they  had  nine  ships, 
and  the  French  had  nine.  They  had, 
therefore,  14  efficient  sea- going  ships, 
capable  of  steaming  14  knots  against  the 
French  12.  Building  and  fitting  they 
had  27  ships  against  the  French  30.  If 
it  were  necessary  to  have  twice  as  many 
ships  as  France,  which  they  always  had 
up  to  1860,  they  must  build  33  new 
iron-clads.  They  would  then  have  an 
efficient  and  sufficient  Navy.  He  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir 
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Edward  J.  Beed),  on  the  question  of 
giving  some  protection  to  the  water  line 
of  vessels  of  the  Admiral  class.  Looking 
to  the  fact  that,  in  the  Estimate  which 
was  now  under  discussion,  there  was  not 
sufficient  provision,  by  any  means,  for 
the  increase  of  the  Navy,  he  would  again 
urge  upon  the  Admiralty  to  compel  the 
Ireasury  to  do  that  which  was  doDO  in 
the  case  of  the  Fortification  Yote  in 
I860— to  take  the  sum  of  money  which 
might  be  necessary  in  order  to  complete 
the  Navy,  so  that  his  gallant  Friend 
(Admiral  Hood),  who  was  responsible 
for  the  defence  of  the  country,  might, 
should  war  break  out,  be  able  to  de^nd 
all  the  lines  of  commerce,  all  the  great 
ports,  and  all  the  Colonies,  which  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Navy  to  defend. 

The  8ECEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
SALTY  eaid,  he  was  sure  that  those 
who  represented  the  Admiralty  in  the 
House  would  join  most  cordially  in 
what  had  been  said  by  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Joka  Hay) 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Cap- 
tain Price)  as  to  the  loss  the  country 
had  sustained  by  the  death  of  Bear 
Admiral  Wilson,  a  most  valuable  and 
efficient  public  servant.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Captain  Price)  com- 
menced his  remarks  by  suggesting  that 
his  noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
should  make  a  statement  as  to  the  policy 
of  the  (Government  in  regard  to  ship- 
building in  the  Boyal  Dockyards.  He 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Eeed)  showed  a 
greater  appreciation  of  the  position  in 
which  the  present  Government  stood, 
when  he  said  that,  looking  to  the  ex- 
tremely short  space  of  time  that  the 
Government  had  held  Office,  a  state- 
ment of  policy  from  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  the  Admiralty  was  hardly 
to  be  expected.  With  reference  to 
the  questions  concerning  the  Dock- 
yards which  had  been  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Captain  Price,)  he  (Mr.  Bitchie') 
might  say  that  the  Beport  of  the  Earl 
of  Bavensworth's  Committee  had  been 
referred  to  a  Committee  for  oonsidera- 
tion,  with  a  view  of  seeing  how  far  it 
could  be  acted  upon.  TV^en  he  said 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  was 
Captain  Codrington,  now  one  of  the 
Ix>rds  of  the  Admiralty,  and  that  on 
the  Committee  was  Lord  Wdter  Kerr, 


who  was  now  Seoretary  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
hon.  Members  would  see  that  there  was 
every  probability,  under  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, of  such  conclusions  as  the 
Committee  might  arrive  at  on  the  Be- 
port of  the  Earl  of  Bavensworth's  Com- 
mittee being  carried  into  effect.  He 
hardly  thought  it  was  necessary  to  refer 
at  length  to  the  observations  which  had 
been  made,  and  the  comparisons  which 
had  been  drawn  in  reference  to  the  build- 
ing in  private  yards  as  against  the  public 
yards,  because  that,  of  course,  was  the 
great  issue  which  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee just  appointed.  But  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  time,  he  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said — that  there  seemed 
no  reason  at  all  why,  if  the  same 
arrangements  could  be  made  in  the 
Dockyards  of  the  country  as  in  private 
yards,  and  if  definite  conclusions  as  to 
what  was  to  be  done  could  be  arrived 
at,  ships  could  not  be  turned  out  in  the 
same  time  in  the  Boyal  Dockyards  as 
they  could  in  the  private  yards.  It  was 
needless  for  him  to  refer  to  the  reasons 
which  had  prevented  ships  being  turned 
out  of  the  Boyal  Dockyards  as  rapidly 
as  could  have  been  desired ;  but  he  was 
sure  he  was  speaking  for  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  when 
he  said  that  one  great  object  which  the 
present  Adminislration  would  have  be- 
fore it,  was  to  quicken  the  building  and 
equipment  of  ships  for  the  Navy,  not 
only  in  private  yards,  but  also  in  the 
Dockyards  of  the  country.  Something 
had  been  said  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Captain  Price)  with  re^renoe 
to  the  Establishment  charges  referred 
to  in  the  Beport  of  the  Earl  of  Bavens- 
worth's Committee.  It  must  be  evident 
to  every  one,  that  it  was  altogether  un- 
fair to  take  the  Establishment  charges 
of  the  Dockyards,  and  assume  that  they 
must  be  distributed  over  the  ships  built 
in  the  yards,  because  there  was  a  large 
number  of  works  which  the  Dockyards 
had  to  do,  and  which  ought  to  bear  their 
share  of  the  Establishment  charges.  As 
to  the  perionnel  of  the  Dockyards,  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Devonport  (Captain  Price),  and  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Stewart 
Macliver).  The  Board  appreciated  the 
great  value  and  excellence  of  the  work 
performed  by  the  men  employed  in  the 
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Dockyards,  and  everthing  they  could  do 
to  render  the  employment  of  the  men 
satisfactory  to  themselves,  and  beneficial 
to  the  Public  Service,  the  Board  would 
regard  it  as  their  duty  to  do.  But  he 
must  remind  his  hon.  Friends  and  the 
Committee  generally,  that  the  Admi- 
ralty were  bound  to  consider  all  those 
questions  from  a  commercial  point  of 
view.  If  the  Admiralty  had  nothing 
else  to  consider  but  the  convenience  and 
wishes  of  those  they  employed,  they 
would,  he  was  sure,  be  only  too  ^ad  to 
concede,  with  no  stinted  hand,  that 
which  the  men  had  so  often  asked ;  but 
they  were  bound,  in  spending  the  money 
which  was  entrusted  to  them  by  Parlia- 
ment, to  act  upon  commercial  principles. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  fact  of  meir 
being  able  to  get  far  more  men  than 
they  required,  when  vacancies  occurred, 
was  in  itself  an  indication  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  men  was  everything  that 
could  be  desired ;  but  he  maintained  it 
was  an  important  element  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  Stewart  Macliver)  had  referred  to  the 
question  of  superannuation.  That  was 
by  no  means  the  first  time  that  the  ques- 
tion of  superannuation  had  been  brought 
before  the  Oommitteeof the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  and 
by  others,  but  when  he  (Mr.  Eitchie)  said 
that  the  scale  of  superannuation  allow- 
ances which  at  present  existed  was  similar 
to  the  scale  which  existed  in  the  highest 
classes  of  the  Civil  Service,  the  Commit- 
tee would  see  that  it  was  hardly  possible 
for  the  Admiralty  to  promise  compliance 
with  the  demancis  which  had  been  made 
on  behalf  of  the  men.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Stewart  Macliver)  had 
spoken  of  several  classes  of  employU  in 
the  Dockyards  who  had  grievances. 
He  (Mr.  Eitchie)  could  only  say  that 
everything  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  considered  by  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  in  a  full  and  frank 
manner,  and  if  they  found  there  was 
any  way  in  which  they  could  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  those 
whom  he  represented,  without  detriment 
to  the  Public  Service,  it  would  give  them 
pleasure  to  avail  themselves  of  it.  He 
had  now  dealt  with  most  of  the  matters 
which  had  been  referred  to  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Naval  Dockyards.  [Mr. 
Stewart  Maouveb:   The    engineers.] 

Mr,  Ritchie 


The  complaint  of  the  engineers  simply 
concerned  their  rank,  and  he  had  it 
in  mind  when  he  said  the  Board  would 
be  pleased  to  give  earnest  consideration 
to  the  suggestions  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made.  He  had  now  dealt  with  all 
the  questions  put  in  connection  with  em- 
ployment in  the  Dockyards,  and  with 
reference  to  the  Earl  of  Eavensworth's 
Committee.  Matters  of  policy  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  different  Members 
who  had  addressed  the  Committee,  and 
those  he  thought  had  better  be  dealt 
with  by  his  noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton). 

SirH.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  wished 
to  bring  before  the  Committee  one  or  two 
points  which  had  been  brought  forward 
on  former  occasions.     One  or  two  Peti- 
tions which   had    been    presented    by 
various  classes  of  the  Dockyard  work- 
men had  not  yet  received  an  answer 
from  the  Admiralty  itself,  and  others 
had  not  received  a  reply  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  Treasury  had  not 
confirmed  the  decision  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  trusted  that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  would  endeavour  to 
expedite  the  decisions,  whatever  they 
were  to  be ;  because  the  length  of  time 
taken  in  the  promulgation  of  decisions 
gave  rise  to  great  anxiety  on  the  part 
of   the  workmen.    Various  classes  of 
men  in  the  Dockyards  had  grievances 
which  were  more  or  less  well  founded, 
and  which,  therefore,  required  attention. 
The  point  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Stewart  Macliver)  concerning  the  engi- 
neers certainly  required  the  earnest  con- 
sideration of  the  Admiralty.    The  ques- 
tion of  rank  and  distinctive  mark  was 
one  which  the  engineers  felt  very  deeply, 
and  one  which  he  trusted  would  be  de- 
cided in  their  favour.    He  hoped  the 
new  Board  of  Admiralty  would  take  the 
different  representations  made  to  them 
into  serious  consideration,  and  endeavour 
to  spread  as  far  as  possible  a  spirit  of 
contentment  amongst  thedifferentclasses 
of  workmen. 

Me.  PULESTON  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  present  holders  of  Office  so  far 
as  the  Admiralty  was  concerned  would 
occupy  their  positions  for  a  long  time 
to  come.  The  difficulty  in  regard  to 
the  various  classes  in  the  Dockyards,  he 
wished  to  point  out,  arose  not  so  much 
in  relation  to  wages,  as  to  the  discrepan- 
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cies  in  ranking  between  one  and  the 
other.  The  shipwright,  for  example, 
complained  that  he  worked  more  hours 
and  got  less  pay  than  men  who  did 
a  similar  class  of  work  in  other  De- 
partments, and  all  he  (Mr.  Puleston) 
wished  to  impress  on  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  that 
there  was  nothing  easier  than  to  ob- 
viate the  large  number  of  just  griev- 
ances that  constantly  came  to  the 
Admiralty  from  the  Dockyards.  It 
could  be  done  by  setting  to  work  on  re- 
organization, so  as  to  put  the  various 
dasses  on  terms  of  equality.  They  had 
got  rid  of  wooden  s&ips,  and  yet  they 
retained  various  distinctions'  amongst 
the  classes  of  workmen,  as  though  those 
ships  were  still  being  built.  The  need 
for  revision  had  been  recognized  in  the 
case  of  the  engineers,  and  he  hoped  that 
what  had  been  done  in  the  case  of  those 
men  would  be  done  in  the  case  of  others. 
Some  progress  had  been  made,  and  he 
hoped  that  tM  Admiralty  would  not  fail, 
now  that  they  had  a  good  opportunity, 
to  put  the  finishing  touch  to  the  work, 
ana  give  the  various  classes  of  Dockyard 
imphyis  what  they  were  justly  entitled 
to.  Some  years  ago,  a  Committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  position 
and  the  wishes  of  the  engineers.  Yet, 
though  many  years  had  passed  since 
that  Committee  had  held  its  inquiry,  it 
was  not  until  the  present  day  that  the 
SQggestions  of  the  Committee  with  refer- 
ence to  the  engineers  had  been  acted 
upon.  He  wished  also  to  draw  the  at- 
trition of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Establishments.  He  was 
sure  that  nothing  would  conduce  more 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  Dockyards 
than  the  judicious  increasing  and 
fitrenghtening  of  the  Establishments. 
In  that  way  great  satisfaction 
would  be  given  to  the  men  employed 
and  the  work  would  be  done  at  much 
lets  cost  than  was  the  case  when  the 
Departments  had  to  make  large  calls 
upon  hired  labour.  The  case  of  the 
hired  men  was  very  hard.  Their  em- 
ployment was  nominally  of  a  temporary 
ehiffacter ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
permanent.  When,  however,  those  men 
ceased  to  work,  they  were'not  pensioned 
Kke  their  fellow -workmen  on  the  Estab- 
lishment. They  received  a  bonus  of 
Bome  £20  or  £30— a  total  sum  no  more 
than  the  amount  paid  annually  in  the 
fonn  of  pension  to  the  men  who  had 


been  on  the  Establishment.  Anomalies 
of  that  kind  were  to  be  found  from  one 
end  to  the  other  of  the  Dockyards,  and 
he  would  say  to  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  that,  if  he  would  take  the 
question  seriously  into  his  consideration, 
he  would  find  that  an  enormous  amount 
of  trouble  would  be  saved  in  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  that  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction 
would  be  gfiven,  and  grievance  removed, 
by  reducing  the  organization  of  the 
Dockyards  to  some  system.  The  or- 
ganization which  was  required  it  would 
not  be  difficult  to  effect,  if  taken  in 
hand  and  carried  out  vigorously  and 
systematically,  but  to  be  constantly 
making  spasmodic  efforts — at  one  time, 
increasing  the  pay  of  one  class,  leaving 
others  alone ;  and  at  another  time, 
increasing  the  pay  of  another  class, 
leaving  other  classes  -  alone — although 
they  might  effect  amelioration  in  some 
quarters,  they  produced  new  grievances 
in  others.  It  would  be  far  better  to 
abandon  that  piecemeal  work  and  take 
in  hand  the  work  of  thoroughly  re- 
organizing the  Dockyards.  The  ques- 
tion was  a  most  important  one,  as  was 
also  that  of  the  position  of  the  naval 
school  teachers.  There  was  no  more 
just  complaint  than  that  of  the  naval 
teachers,  that  they  were  not  on  terms  of 
equality  with  teachers  doing  similar 
work  outside  the  Navy.  There  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  enjoy,  with 
their  brethren  in  the  Army,  and  in  the 
Marine  Corps,  equality.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  this  dissatisfaction  ran  through 
all  classes  employed,  more  or  less, 
in  the  Dockyards  —  those  anomalies 
and  discrepancies  were  existing  every- 
where, and  were  constantly  giving  rise 
to  Memorials  and  complaints  at  the 
Admirallr.  And  on  the  subject  of 
Memorials,  he  should  like  to  say  that 
there  was  room  for  great  improvement 
in  the  manner  in  which  these  were  dealt 
with  at  the  Admiralty.  The  sending  of 
replies  should  be  facilitated,  and  answers 
should  be  framed  on  the  principle  that 
"a  soft  word  turneth  away  wrath." 
Memorials  were  sent  one  after  another 
to  those  who  represented  Dockyard  con- 
stituencies, urging  them  to  worry  the 
Admiralty  constantly  on  this  subject. 
All  that  would  be  avoided  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  system  he  had  proposed.  He 
did  not  wish  unnecessarily  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  Committee,  and  he  had  only 
one  other  word  to  say.    It  was  not,  per- 
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hapsy  necessary  to  refer  to  the  question 
of  Government  work  in  private  yards. 
Probably  no  one  was  more  familiar  with 
that  subject  than  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton) ;  but  he  wished  to  say 
that  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  if  ships 
were  built  in  private  yards,  to  the 
sacrifice  of  their  JDockyards.  The  mag- 
nitude of  the  Dockyards,  and  the  facili- 
ties for  constructing  ships  there,  ought 
to  render  the  work  done  in  them  better 
and  cheaper  than  that  done  elsewhere. 
Moreover,  the  Dockyards  must  of  ne- 
cessity stand  them  in  good  stead  in  time 
of  war  or .  panic.  He  remembered  that 
during  the  war  with  Hussia,  when  Go- 
vernment ships  were  being  built  in  pri- 
vate yards,  it  was  found  necessary  to 
send  men  from  the  Boyal  Dockyards  to 
finish  them,  as,  in  consequence  of  strikes 
and  so  on,  the  private  firms  were  unable 
to  complete  their  contracts. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  they  would 
all,  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  be 
agreed  that  it  was  necessary  to  have  a 
strong  Navy,  and  that  in  order  to  have 
a  strong  and  effective  Navy,  they  should 
have  commodious  and  well-appointed 
Dockyards;  but,  at  the  same  time,  as 
that  involved  a  very  large  expenditure, 
it  was  necessary  to  examine  the  Estimates 
very  carefully,  and  strike  out  cdl  un- 
necessary items.  Now,  he  foimd  that 
£58,000  had  been  expended  on  repairing 
the  Hoyal  Yacht  Victoria  and  Albert,  in 
the  Boyal  Dockyards,  and  he  proposed 
to  move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  that 
sum.  It  was  true  that  in  a  naval  country 
like  this  Her  Majesty  ought  to  have  a 
yacht.  

The  first  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY: The  £58,000  has  not  been 
spent  this  year. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  from  the  Esti- 
mates that  that  amount  of  money  had 
recently  been  spent  on  the  yacht ;  and 
if  the  noble  Lord  denied  it,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  late  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Caine),  who  would,  natu- 
rally, know  more  about  the  matter  than 
the  noble  Lord,  seeing  that  he  had  been 
concerned  in  the  preparation  of  the  Esti- 
mates. If  the  hon.  Member  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  £58,000  had  not  been 
spent  on  the  Victoria  and  Albert,  but 
some  lesser  sum,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
should  be  prepared  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, and  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Yote  by  the  lesser  sum. 

Mr,  PulcBion 


Mb.  caine  said,  he  b^ieved  £56,000 
had  been  spent  on  repairing  the  vessel. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  they  would 
say  £40,000 — he  was  not  so  particular 
as  to  the  amount,  as  to  the  principle  of 
the  thing.  Her  Majesty  had  other  yachts 
besides  the  Victoria  and  Albert,  She 
had  the  Alberta,  the  Osborne,  and,  he 
thought,  another — the  Fairy.  The  Com- 
mittee would  remember  that  last  year 
frequent  questions  were  asked  as  to  the 
Victoria  and  Albert,  and  that  great  com- 
plaints were  raised  with  regard  to  the 
yacht  being  repaired.  The  vessel  origi- 
nally cost  £200,000.  It  was  hardly  ever 
used.  He  forgot  what  hon.  Gentleman  it 
was,  but  some  hon.  Gentleman  had  moved 
for  a  Return  of  the  number  of  times 
during  the  past  10  years  that  this  yacht 
had  been  out  of  harbour.  That  Return 
was  granted,  and  it  was  found  that  the 
ship  had  hardly  ever  been  out  of  har- 
bour. There  was  a  captain  and  a  crew 
to  the  yacht,  and  he  believed  its  officers 
enjoyed  special  privilege^  They  lived 
almost  always  on  land,  doing  absolutely 
nothing,  the  expenditure  on  the  vessel 
and  its  crew  being,  therefore,  purely  a 
fancy  one.  The  other  yachts  were  used 
for  practical  purposes;  and  it  was  only 
on  occasions  such  as  Royal  marriages 
that  the  Victoria  and  Albert  was  used. 
If  he  was  not  mistaken,  he  gathered 
from  the  newspapers  that  this  yacht  was 
to  be  used,  with  others,  to  bring  over 
wedding  guests  to  the  marriage  of  the 
Princess  Beatrice.  As  it  was  not  likely 
that  another  marriage  would  take  place 
in  the  Royal  Family  for  some  time,  it 
seemed  to  him  useless  to  keep  up  an  ex- 
penditure on  this  yacht.  It  certainly 
seemed  to  him  that  £56,000  was  too 
much  to  spend  on  this  yacht,  which  had 
hardly  ever  been  used.  There  had  been 
a  discussion  on  the  subject  of  a  Royal 
yacht  in  the  Spanish  Cortes  this  year,  ho 
thought.  It  had  been  proposed  by  some 
ardent  friend  of  Royalty  that  the  King 
of  Spain  should  have  a  yacht ;  but  the 
Cortes,  having  considered  the  matter,  it 
was  decided  that  a  cabin  should  be  fitted 
up  in  one  of  the  iron-dads  for  His  Ma- 
jesty whenever  he  wanted  to  go  to  sea. 
It  was  held  that  the  King  would  be  able 
to  sail  with  greater  dignity,  and  more  in 
State,  on  an  iron-dad  than  in  a  yacht. 
In  the  case  of  the  yacht  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) was  referring  to,  however,  the 
country  was  being  put  to  an  enormous 
annual  expense  for  that  which  was  of 
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no  nee,  or,  at  all  events,  whioh  was  not 
used.  It  possessed  a  crew,  almost  such 
a  crew  as  it  would  have  at  a  time  of  war. 
The  officers,  as  he  had  said,  lived  almost 
entirely  on  land,  they  being  gentlemen 
enjoying  Court  favour.  Prince  Leinin- 
gen,  he  believed,  was  in  command  of 
the  vessel — it  was  always  some  German 
Prince  or  other  who  got  the  appoint 
ment.  He  would  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £40,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,699,300,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards  at  Home 
and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1886."— (Jfr.  Labouchere,) 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
EAXTY  (Lord  Gbokge  Hamilton)  ex- 
plained that  the  hon.  Member  was  la- 
bouring under  a  mistake  with  regard  to 
this  Vote.  There  bad  been,  so  far  as  he 
was  aware,  no  expenditure  on  the  Vio- 
ioria  and  Albert  yacht  this  year ;  at  any 
rate,  no  very  considerable  expenditure. 
The  £56,000,  or  a  sum  approaching  that 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member,  had 
been  expended  on  the  Eoyal  yachts  last 
year.  The  hon.  Gentleman  came  for- 
ward as  an  economist,  and  he  told  them 
that  the  only  occasion  on  which  this 
Boyal  yacht,  the  Victoria  and  Albert,  wblb 
used  was  the  occasion  of .  a  Eoyal  wed- 
ding. WeU,  this  yacht,  by  the  expendi- 
ture whioh  had  taken  place  last  year, 
had  been  rendered  thoroughly  efficient ; 
and  it  was  hardly  consistent  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  therefore,  to  ob- 
ject to  the  use  of  the  yacht  now  that  a 
Bojal  marriati^e  was  about  to  take  place. 
8o  long  as  Her  Majestji  remained  the 
Sovereign  of  the  greatest  Naval  Power 
in  the  world,  so  long  should  she  have  a 
suitable  Eoyal  yacht.  The  common 
tense  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  thought, 
would  show  him  that  it  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  reduce  the  Yote. 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE  declared  that 
his  common  sense  pointed  out  nothing 
of  the  kind.  He  would  put  it  to  the 
hite  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Caine)  whether  any  of  this  money  had 
been  spent  on  the  Eoyal  yachts  this 
year ;  and  if  he  replied  in  the  negative, 
of  course  the  Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote 
would  fall  to  the  ground.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  not  objected  to  the 
(keen  having  a  Eoyal  yacht.    He  had 
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said  it  was  desirable  that  the  Queen  of 
these  Islands  should  have  a  Eoyal  yacht; 
but  Her  Majesty  had  four  Eoyal  yachts. 
Moreover,  he  did  not  think  that  a  Eoyal 
yacht  should  cost  originally  £200,000, 
or  that  it  should  be  necessary,  after 
she  had  gone  out  perhaps  a  dozen 
times,  and  had  laid  up  in  harbour 
for  a  certain  number  of  years,  that 
£56,000  should  be  spent  in  repairing 
her.  He  should  have  thought  that  a 
very  efficient  and  suitable  yacht  could 
have  been  built  for  £50,000,  or  the 
price  of  these  very  repairs.  Those  were 
the  reasons  why  he  protested  against 
the  expenditure,  not  because  he  objected 
to  Her  Majesty  having  a  yacht,  but  be- 
cause he  objected  to  her  having  four 
yachts,  one  of  which  she  did  not  use  ex- 
cept on  special  occasions,  although  it 
had  been  built  at  a  cost  of  £200,000. 
Perhaps  the  late  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty would  explain  the  item. 

Mr.  caine  explained  that  the 
£56,000  had  been  expended  last  year, 
and  that  the  actual  sum  spent  on  the 
Victoria  and  Albert  this  year  had  only 
been  £3,000. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE:  Then  I  will 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by 
£3,000.  The  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  seemed  shocked  that 
we  did  not  protest  against  the  Yote  last 
year.  At  any  rate,  he  will  not  be 
shocked  at  our  omitting  to  do  so  this 
year. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  his  first  Motion  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  repHed  in  the 
affirmative. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,636.300,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  or  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1886."— (ifr.  Labouehtre.) 

The  Committee  divided  .-—Ayes  37 ; 
Noes  128:  Majority  91. — (Div.  List, 
No.  214.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  T.  C.  BRUCE  said,  he  wished  to     . 
call  attention  to  the  desirability  of  hav- 
ing some  information  as  to  the  method 
of  building  ships  in  the  Boyal  Dock- 
yards, for  everyone  who  was  familiar 
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with  the  Navy  knew  that  an  estimate 
for  such  building  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  some  years.  He  would 
remind  hon.  Members  of  the  Eeport  of 
the  Earl  of  Ravensworth's  Committee, 
as  affecting  the  construction  of  ships  in 
the  Dockyards.  He  had  not  a  word  of 
complaint  to  say  about  that  Committee. 
He  believed  it  wal3  chosen  of  men  of 
ability  and  high  standing,  and  that 
its  Iteport,  so  far  as  it  went,  was  a 
valuable  document.  But  there  was  a 
peculiarity  in  the  instructions  given  to 
the  Committee,  which,  he  thought, 
ought  to  be  alluded  to,  because  the  con- 
clusion arrived  at  would  otherwise  leave 
an  erroneous  impression  in  the  minds  of 
the  public.  The  Committee  were  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  relative  cost 
of  repairing  ships  in  the  Royal  Dock- 
yards and  by  private  contract,  and  into 
the  method  of  building  ships  by  private 
contract,  but  not  into  the  method  of 
building  ships  in  the  Royal  Dockyards. 
The  result  of  the  Committee's  investiga- 
tion was  that,  while  they  reported  in 
favour  of  repairing  ships  in  the  Royal 
Dookyar.ds,  they  made  certain  recom- 
mendations with  reference  to  the  method 
of  building  ships  by  private  contract, 
but  did  not  extend  those  recommenda- 
tions to  the  building  of  ships  in  the 
Dockyards.  It  woiild  have  been  going 
beyond  their  instructions  to  do  that. 
What  he  wished  to  press  particularly  on 
hon.  Members  was  that  if  anyone  went 
through  this  Report  of  the  Committee 
they  would  find  that  every  difficulty  which 
they  called  attention  to  in  the  present  sys- 
tem of  building  ships  by  private  contract 
extended,  to  a  much  greater  extent,  to 
the  building  of  ships  in  the  Dockyards 
under  the  existing  method.  The  Com- 
mittee called  attention  to  this — that  the 
original  specification  and  plans  for  the 
building  of  ships  by  contract  were  not 
sufficient — that  if  it  were  desired  to 
build  rapidly  and  economically  the  plans 
must  be  completed ;  and  they  strongly 
called  attention  to  the  necessity  of  re- 
forming the  system  at  present  adopted, 
if  ships  were  to  be  built  by  contract  on 
reasonable  terms  and  in  proper  time. 
But  every  one  of  these  defects  in  the 
building  of  ships  existed  in  the  Dock- 
yards, because  the  plans  were  not  com- 
Eleted;  and  the  Admiralty  authorities, 
aving  the  original  plans  in  their  hands, 
went  into  a  series  of  alterations  even 
greater  and  more  numeroui  than  those 
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made  in  the  plans  of  ships  built  by  con- 
tract. If  the  building  of  ships  by  con- 
tract was  to  be  made  economical  and 
efficient — as  he  had  no  doubt  it  could 
be — those  errors  that  the  Earl  of 
Ravensworth's  Committee  drew  atten- 
tion to  in  the  method  of  building  ships 
by  contract  ought  to  be  more  strongly 
considered  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
constructing  ships  in  the  Dockyards. 
He  trusted  the  present  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty would  not  fail  to  pay  attention  to 
this  matter.  The  Constructor's  Depart- 
ment should  prepare  the  plans  efficiently, 
60  as  to  make  the  best  ships  they  could 
with  their  present  knowledge.  Having 
commenced  a  ship  on  a  certain  plan 
they  should  finish  it  on  that  plan.  They 
should  not  let  a  ship  lie  on  the  stocks 
for  years  because  every  year  some  altera- 
tion was  introduced  into  its  construction , 
or  equipment,  or  fittings ;  and  the  result 
was  that  the  building  was  prolonged  for 
an  indefinite  period,  and  the  building 
was  neither  effected  as  cheaply  nor  as 
efficiently  as  it  ought  to  be.  He  made 
those  observations  in  the  hope  that  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  would  pay  some 
attention  to  them,  and  go  into  this  ques- 
tion of  construction  thoroughly.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  it  would 
be  found  that  they  could  construct  ships 
in  the  Dockyards  quite  as  efficiently  and 
cheaply  as  anywhere  else,  and  that  they 
would  immensely  add  to  the  effective 
power  of  the  Navy  by  having  the  ships 
turned  out  in  reasonable  time,  instead 
of  having  them  left  for  years  on  the 
stocks. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £71,800,  Victualling  Yards  at 
Home  and  Abroad. 

(6.)  £67,600,  Medical  Establishments 
at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(7.)  £21,700,  Marine  Divisions. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  wished  to  know 
whether  there  was  any  intention  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  Marines — whether 
it  was  true,  as  reported,  that  a  consider- 
able number  of  Marines  were  to  be 
added  to  the  existing  force?  It  was 
formerly  thought  desirable  to  reduce  the 
number,  but  it  had  been  kept  at  the 
present  figure;  and  recent  events  had 
shown  that  Marines  could  be  employed 
in  large  numbers  with  great  economy 
and  distinction  in  all  the  small  warlike 
operations— he  would  not  call  them  wars 
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—in  which,  this  country  was  engaged  all 
over  the  world.  They  were  of  more 
tongh  material,  and  were  to  be  more 
relied  on,  than  short  service  soldiers ; 
and  for  that  reason  enormous  duties 
had  been  thrown  on  them,  which  duties 
they  had  always  discharged  with  ability 
and  distinction.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  great  strain  which  had  been 
thrown  on  the  Marines  by  their  additional 
serviee  might  be  relieved,  to  some  extent, 
by  an  increase  of  that  most  valuable 
corps.  He  was  sure  that  no  corps  under 
the  Crown  rendered  more  distinguished 
service,  and  that  there  was  none  the 
country  would  see  increased  with  greater 
satisfaction. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RA.LTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  said, 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  (Sir 
John  Hay)  knew  the  Government  could 
not  increase  the  Establishment  beyond 
the  number  voted  by  Parliament.  It 
had  been  intended  to  increase  the  num- 
ber voted,  or  rather  to  make  provision 
for  an  additional  1,000  men,  half  of 
them  in  the  Reserve,  out  of  the  money 
which  was  to  be  supplied  out  of  the 
Tote  of  Credit.  The  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  fully  recognized  the  admirable 
service  which  the  Marines  rendered, 
and  had  every  desire  to  keep  the  oorps 
up  to  its  full  strength. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £1,348,000,  Naval  Stores  for 
Building  and  Repairing  the  Fleet,  &c. 

(9.)  £1,926,000,  Machinery  and  Ships 
built  by  Contract,  &c. 

Genekal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  believed  he  was  in  Order  in 
speaking  on  the  Gifns  of  the  Navy, 
seeing  that,  in  this  Vote,  at  the  bottom 
of  page  121,  there  was  a  charge  for  gun 
carriages.  In  that  case,  he  begged  to 
he  allowed  to  state  that  he  believed  this 
to  be  the  twelfth  year  of  his  advocacy 
m  Parliament  for  the  transfer  of  the 
charge  for  guns,  ammunition,  and  stores 
for  the  Navy,  from  the  War  Office  Esti- 
mates to  the  Naval  Estimates.  He  was 
glad  to  think  that  tome  progress  had  been 
made  to  give  practical  effect  to  that  pro- 
posal. The  present  Secretary  of  State 
was,  he  hoped,  nearly  converted  ;  when 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  he  took  on 
the  Naval  Estimates  a  considerable  sum 
for  the  purchase  of  torpedoes,  and  for 
two  years  relieved  the  War  Office  of  that 


outlay.  In  this  year's  Naval  Estimates 
there  was  the  large  charge  of  £308,000 
for  naval  gun  carriages,  again  re- 
lieving the  War  Office  of  a  consider- 
able outlay.  He  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
now  urged  that  the  remaining  portion 
of  the  charge  for  the  naval  guns  and 
equipments  be  also  transferred.  He 
must  here  explain  that  whilst  the  late 
Sir  John  Pakington  was  at  the  War 
Office,  the  proposal  for  transferring 
this  Expenditure  to  the  Naval  Estimates 
was  strongly  advocated  ;  unhappily,  a 
change  of  Government  took  place,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers), 
on  succeeding  to  the  Admiralty,  so  de- 
cidedly opposed  a  transfer  that  would 
swell  the  Naval  Estimates,  that  the 
question  was  dropped ;  since  then,  various 
indications  had  been  shown  that  the 
bad  practice  of  making  the  Admiralty 
depend  on  the  War  Office  for  the  funds 
to  provide  naval  guns  and  equipments 
had  caused  serious  anxieties,  from  the 
incomplete  and  inefficient  state  of  the 
guns  for  the  ships  of  war.  That  had 
been  shown  by  the  total  absence  of 
a  definite  responsibility  as  to  whether 
the  Admiralty  failed  to  give  clear  details 
of  their  wants  and  kinds  of  guns,  or 
whether  the  War  Office  was  unable  or 
unwilling  to  furnish  the  guns  and  equip- 
ments. That  was  a  state  of  affairs  open 
to  the  gravest  censure.  Indeed,  if  war 
had  broken  out  and  a  disaster  had  oc- 
curred, the  Heads  of  the  Admiralty  and 
War  Office  would  have  stood  in  peril 
before  the  nation.  He  maintained  that 
so  long  as  the  responsibility  for  ordering 
and  paying  for  the  naval  armament  was 
not  fixed  on  the  Naval  First  Lord,  but 
the  duty  of  providing  the  money  for 
paying  the  cost  was  placed  on  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  so  long  did  they 
expose  the  national  interests  to  the 
serious  risk  of  inefficiencies.  The  change 
was  one  that  had  been  several  times 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Ad- 
miral (Sir  John  Hay) — namely,  that  the 
arrangements  made  in  1856  be  reconsi- 
dered, when  the  separate  and  indepen- 
dent Board  of  Ordnance,  as  also  the  Com- 
missariat, were  amalgamated'  with  the 
War  Office,  whereby  the  incongruous 
charges  for  stores  and  buildings  be- 
came mixed  up  witfi  the  ordinary 
pay  of  the  troops.  He  did  not  raise 
objections  to  the  general  control  of 
these  amalgamated  branches  being 
placed    under  the  supervision    of  the 
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Secretary  of  State — ^tbat  was  a  separate 
question.  He  proposed,  in  agreement 
with  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral, 
to  separate  from  the  War  Office  Esti- 
mates the  accounts  of  the  manufacturing 
establishments — Gun  Foundry,  Carriage 
Manufactory,  Laboratory,  Small  Arms 
Manufactory,  Gunpowder  Manufactory, 
and  Clothing  Factory,  and  place  them 
under  a  reponsible  head,  who  would 
meet  all  the  requirements  of  the  Army 
and  Navy,  on  funds  being  supplied  by 
the  respectiye  branches. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  Return  moved  for  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Naval  Gun  Fittings,  which  had 
just  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  but  if  a  person  wanted  to  find 
out  anything  about  naval  guns  or  naval 
armaments  he  did  not  know  where  to  go 
to.  They  might  go  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  who  would  refer  them  to 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance ;  but 
that  official  could  not  properly  take  any 
part  in  the  debate  on  these  Estimates  on 
behalf  of  his  Department,  because,  very 
naturally,  the  Chairman  would  say  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Estimates  on  the 
question  of  guns.  It  was  true,  he  would 
be  in  Order  in  referring  to  gun  carriages 
and  fittings,  because  there  was  a  certain 
portion  of  that  subject  which  could 
be  taken  now  under  the  Coptract  Yote 
of  the  Admiralty;  but  that  was  not 
enough.  The  present  system  was  un- 
satisfactory to  all  who  were  anxious  to 
see  efficient  guns  in  the  Navy  and  Army. 
They  had  to  go  to  three  separate  De- 
partments to  obtain  the  information,  and 
they  had  to  go  to  three  separate  Votes  in 
order  to  ascertain  why  there  were  d'^lays 
in  the  necessary  armaments  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships,  or  why  there  were  not  suf- 
ficient stores  for  the  purposeof  completing 
the  armaments.  If  one  looked  at  the  Ee- 
tum,  one  would  find  that  the  gun  fittings 
of  the  43-ton  guns  had  been  five  years 
in  process  of  manufacture.  That  meant 
that  the  ship  in  which  they  were  placed 
could  not  be  completed  without  constant 
changes  in  all  the  more  important  fit- 
tings, for  the  43-ton  guns  were  not  yet 
made.  Day  by  day  changes  took  place 
which  cost  the  Naval  Constructor  great 
trouble  and  the  country  great  cost.  Here 
in  his  hand  they  had  an  account  of  the 
armaments  for  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
The  greater  number  of  fittings  for  the 

General  Sir  George  Balfour 


large  guns  had  been  five  years  in  course 
of  manufacture,  and  a  very  small  por- 
tion of  them  were  delivered  in  a  state  in 
which  the  Naval  Architect  could  make 
use  of  them,  or  attach  them  to  the 
ships  to  which  they  belonged.  He  saw 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  in  his 
place.  His  Predecessor  had  been  obliged 
to  confess  that  certain  guns — four  of 
them — and  gun  fittings  had  been  appro* 
priated  to  a  certain  ship;  but  when 
questions  were  being  asked  about  an- 
other ship  they  were  told  that  the  four 
guns  belonged  to  that  ship.  Here,  then, 
they  had  four  guns  doing  duty  for  eight. 
He  (Sir  John  Hay)  hoped  that  sort  of 
thing  would  not  take  place  in  the  time 
of  the  present  Surveyor  General  of  the 
Ordnance ;  but  he  was  very  much  afraid 
that  it  was  likely  to  occur.  They  had 
been  told  that  16  merchant  ships  had 
been  appropriated  to  the  service  of  the 
State.  He  had  had  occasion  to  visit 
Woolwich  Arsenal  lately,  and  he  had 
ascertained  there  that  the  5-inch  rifled 
guns  which  were  necessary  for  those 
ships  were  not  yet  completed.  The  gun 
carriages  only  were  completed  for  one 
ship  —  namely,  the  Oregon,  He  had 
asked  where  they  were ;  but  the  Arsenal 
was  so  full  of  the  Suakin-Berber  rail- 
way that  he  could  hardly  move  about  in 
it.  He  had,  as  he  said,  been  able  to 
ascertain  that  the  guns  were  not  com- 
pleted which  were  necessary  for  the  16 
ships  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine) 
said  were  such  valuable  additions  to  the 
Navy.  The  Ordnance  Department  of 
the  Navy  had  been  associated  with  the 
Army  during  the  Crimean  War.  There 
was  at  the  time  great  alarm  in  the  coun- 
try, and  the  Department  was  put  under 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with  the 
view  of  securing  what  was  necessary  for 
the  siege.  The  result  had  been  that  the 
Army  Estimates  had  become  enormously 
swollen,  and  that  the  country  had  be- 
come frightened  at  their  magnitude,  not 
recognizing  the  fact  that  a  large  portion 
of  the  sum  voted  in  the  Army  Estimates 
was  the  Ordnance  Vote  for  the  guns 
which  were  necessary  for  the  defence  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  and  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's forts,  as  well  as  for  the  service  of 
the  Army  in  the  field.  It  was  unfair  to 
throw  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War— the  Beturn 
moved  for  by  whom  he  (Sir  John  Hay) 
held  in  his  hand— responsibility  in  re- 
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gard  to  ordnance  stores  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships,  over  which  he  could  have 
no  control.      It  was  unfair,  again,  to 
throw  that  responsibilitj  upon  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  the  Ordnance,   who 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Navy ;  and 
it  was  still  more  unfair  to  the  Admiralty, 
because  there  was  no  one  to  whom  they 
could  apply  within  their  own  Depart- 
ment to   ask  how  soon  guns  required 
would  be  ready,  and  whether  there  was 
a  proper  supply  of  g^ns  for  the  ships. 
The  Committee,  he  thought,  would  do 
well  to  revert  to  the  old  practice  of  hav- 
ing a  separate  Department  whioh  should 
be  responsible  for  the  supply  of  the  ne- 
cessary stores  and  guns  to  the  Army 
and  Navy,  and  for  the  expenditure  of 
this  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000.      They 
should  have  an  individual  Minister  di- 
rectly   responsible    for  these  matters, 
a  Minister  who  should  say  to  each  em- 
ploying   Department    to    whom    they 
should  go  and  purchase  and  what  they 
shoidd  have.    That  Master  of  the  Ord- 
nance, or  Surveyor  of   the  Ordnance, 
should  be  responsible  to  the  House ;  and 
the  First  Lord   of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  should 
obtain  from  him  what  was  necessary  for 
the    purposes    of    their   Departments. 
This  official  should  have  it  in  his  power 
either  to  manufacture  what  was  neces- 
•ary  at  Woolwich,  or  to  go  to  the  private 
trade  for  what  might  be  wanted  for  the 
defence  of  the  country.    Until  that  was 
done  there  would  continue  to  be  this 
spending  of  £6,000,000,  £7,000,000,  or 
£8,000,000,  with  no  one  responsible  for 
it;  there  would  continue  to  be  cases  like 
that  of  the  JBenhow,  in  which  guns  which 
were  required  for  .the  ship  were  under 
process  of  manufacture  for  two  years; 
and  there  would  continue  to  be  such 
cases  as  that  of  the  16  extra  steamers 
which  had  been  hired  in  an  emergency 
months  ago,  but  which  were  not  even 
yet  fitted  with  the  guns  it  was  decided 
they  should  carry.     Why  was  it  that 
these  16  steamers  which  had  been  ob- 
tained from  the  Merchant  Service  were 
not  yet  armed  ?    Where  were  the  guns 
which  were  to  be  used  in  them?    Were 
there,  or  were  there  not,  guns  for  the 
other  280  merchant  ships  which,  he  be- 
lieved, were  available  for  the  service  of 
the  State  should  they  be  needed  ?    The 
reason  these  things  were  in  doubt,  and 
the  reason  necessary  armaments  were  so 
backward,  was  that  there  was  no  one 


responsible.  Until  someone  was  made 
responsible,  they  could  depend  upon  it 
that  neither  the  stores  nor  the  ships  re- 
quired by  the  country,  by  the  Colonies, 
and  by  India  would  be  available. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Geoeoe  Hamilton)  said, 
the  anomalies  of   the   present  system 
could  not  be  better  illustrated  than  they 
had  been  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral    (Sir  John    Hay),    who    had 
pointed  out  that  the    only  means    by 
which  those  who  wished  to  discuss  how 
far  Her  Majesty's  Navy  were  adequately 
provided  with  naval  guns  could  bring 
the  subject  on  was  by  calling  attention 
to  a  Vote  relating  to  other  items.    No 
doubt  the  present  system  was  incon- 
venient in  many  respects.     There  was  a 
division    of   responsibility    which    did 
not  tend  to  efficiency  of  administration. 
There  were  three  courses  open.    They 
could  go  on  as  they  were;  they  could 
make    the    Navy    responsible   for  the 
manufacture  of  their  own  guns,  and  the 
Army  responsible  for  the  manufacture 
of  theirs;  or  they  could  set  up  a  sepa- 
rate Ordnance  Establishment  to  supply 
both  Services.     He   was  certain    thej 
ought  to  travel  in  the  direction  of  giving 
the  Navy  greater  control  over  the  manu- 
facture and  purchase  of  their  own  guns. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  the  Navy 
should  be  allowed  to  have  a  control  over 
its  own  guns  similar  to  that  the  War 
Office  exercised  over  the  guns  required 
in  the  Army.    At  first  sight  that  seemed 
a  very    reasonable    proposal ;    but  he 
thought  it  only  right  to  point  out  to  the 
Committee  that  there  were  two  objec- 
tions to  be  overcome  before  effect  could 
be  given  to  any  such  suggestion.    The 
first  was  that  a  very  large  Yote  would 
have  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  House  for 
the   purpose  of   giving  the    necessary 
storage   room   and  wharfage  at  their 
naval  ports.    At  present  there  was  no 
place  to  put  guns  and  stores,  if  the  con- 
trol of  those  were  taken  over  by  the 
Navy.    It  would  be  impossible  at  the 
naval  ports  to  part  with  any  of  the  room 
at  present  possessed.   There  was  another 
thing  to  be  considered.    If  they  gave  to 
the  Navy  entire  control  over  their  guns 
and  stores,  they  would  have  to  form  a 
branch  of  the  Service  to  be   entirely 
devoted  to  gunnery.     There  were,  he 
knew,  many  very  efficient  gunnery  offi- 
cers in  the  Navy;  but  it  was  not  the 
practice  in   the    Navy   for    any   one 
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branch  to  oontinuoiislj  devote  their 
attention  to  the  subject,  as  it  was  the 
practice  of  Artillery  officers  in  the 
Axmj.  So  that,  unless  they  had  a 
class  of  naval  officers  confining  their 
attention  to  the  manufacture,  the  pene- 
trating power,  the  fittings,  and  ammuni- 
tion of  guns,  there  would  be  consider- 
able difficulty  in  giving  the  Navy  con- 
trol over  its  guns.  It  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Committee,  perhaps,  to  learn 
that  considerable  progress  had  been 
made  during  the  past  18  months  in 
making  up  leeway  and  in  getting  nearer 
to  their  requirements  as  regarded  gun 
mountings.  There  was  a  large  increase 
in  this  respect  in  the  Vote  this  year, 
£172,000  having  been  spent  in  the  pur- 
chase of  torpedoes,  gun  mountings,  and 
torpedo  plant.  He  had  had  some  con- 
versation with  the  Director  of  Naval 
Ordnance  yesterday,  and  he  had  in- 
formed him  that,  so  far  as  the  ships  on 
the  stocks  were  concerned,  they  would 
not  be  delayed.  The  question  of  ord- 
nance and  the  body  to  control  it  was  of 
such  g^eat  importance  that  the  Commit- 
tee might  rely  upon  the  Government 
giving  their  closest  attention  to  it.  He 
was  fortunate  enough  to  have  as  Senior 
Naval  Lord  Admiral  Hood,  who  was 
specially  conversant  with  all  matters 
afifecting  naval  guns,  so  that,  so  far  as 
professional  advice  on  the  subject  was 
concerned,  the  Government  was  fortu- 
nately situated. 

Sm  EDWAED  J.  EEED  said,  he 
fully  realized  the  difficulties  they  suf- 
fered from  in  regard  to  the  armament 
of  ships ;  but  he  must  say  nothing  could 
be  more  preposterous  than  to  set  up 
two  separate  Government  establish- 
ments—  one  in  connection  with  the 
Army,  and  the  other  with  the  Navy — 
to  work  out  all  the  problems  bearing  on 
the  manufacture  of  guns,  seeing  that  all 
those  problems  would,  theoretically  and 
practically,  be  precisely  the  same.  He 
must  condemn  anything  like  a  separate 
establishment  for  the  Navy  whilst  they 
had  an  Ordnance  Establishment  for  the 
Army. 

Genbbal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  might  be  excused  for  remark- 
ing on  the  noble  Lord's  statement. 
First,  as  regarded  the  dread  of  making 
naval  officers  too  devoted  to  guns  and 
gunnery,  he  replied  that  he  wished  to 
God  the  opportunity  had  been  afforded 
to  naval  officers  of  knowing  more  about 
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guns  and  eqtupments.  He  was  con- 
fident that  that  experience  would  have 
been  of  great  use.  A  better  kind  of 
gun  would  have  been  invented,  and  the 
naval  armament  greatly  improved.  The 
objectionable  practice  of  building  ships 
and  then  requiring  guns  to  be  made  of 
such  a  length  and  weight  as  might  be 
suitable  for  the  carrying  power  of  the 
ship  would  have  been  avoided.  The 
system  would  have  been  reversed.  The 
best  gun  would  have  been  provided , 
and  the  ship  built  suitable  for  bearing 
the  gun.  Then  as  to  storekeepers  and 
store  accommodation.  At  present  the 
naval  equipments  were  kept  distinct, 
and  space  existed  for  naval  armaments. 
All  the  guns  and  equipments  for  Re- 
serve ships  were  subject  to  the  inspection 
of  the  local  naval  officer.  As  to  store- 
keepers, the  naval  warrant  officers  were 
well  fitted,  and  could  easily  take  over 
the  guns  and  equipments  of  the  Navy. 
As  to  forming  a  new  gun  foundry,  that 
was  wholly  unnecessary.  The  existing 
factories  for  guns,  laboratory,  and 
gunpowder  would  be  available  for  the 
Army  and  Navy,  being  independent  of 
both.  They  were  most  efficient,  and 
quite  capable  of  meeting  the  requik'e- 
ments  of  the  Army  and  Navy.  Their 
accounting  was  very  good,  and  they 
had  the  great  advantage  of  having  an 
admirable  system  of  capital  accounts. 

Me.  R.  W.  duff  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Trawling  Com- 
mission, that  the  cruisers  now  employed 
on  the  Scotch  coast  should  be  replaced 
by  steamers.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine) 
was  a  Member  of  the  Commission,  and 
he  had  taken  the  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing this  matter  before  the  notice  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  became  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  he  had 
assured  him  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  late  Board  to  replace  the  present 
cruisers  by  efficient  steam  vessels.  He 
only  wished  to  bring  it  under  the  notice 
of  the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  he  hoped  that  he  would  re- 
place the  present  cruisers  by  steamers. 
He  did  not  wish  to  embarrass  the  noble 
Lord  by  asking  him  any  questions  which 
he  was  not  able  to  go  into ;  but  if  he 
would  inquire  at  the  Admiralty  he 
would  find  that  the  matter  was  under 
the  attention  of  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty,  and  he  trusted   the   noble 
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Lord  would  not  allow  it  to   be  over- 
looked. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £654,900,  New  Works,  Build- 
ings, Yard  Machinery,  and  Repairs. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  a  question  as 
to  the  erection  of  the  Naval  Barracks 
for  the  accommodation  of  sailors  near 
Devonport. 

The  lord  of  the  ADMIRALTY 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlbtt)  replied,  that 
accommodation  for  1,000  men  and  33 
ofticers  would  be  ready  this  year. 
There  was  a  Vote  of  £32,000  to  be  de- 
voted to  the  purpose.  With  regard  to 
the  piece  of  land  of  nearly  five  acres  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  referred, 
it  was  still  the  subject  of  negotiations. 
He  believed  the  price  asked  for  it  was 
£4,070. 

Captaut  price  pointed  out  the  im- 
portance of  keeping  open  the  waterway 
between  the  Sound  and  Stonehouse 
Creek.  A  meeting  of  the  Local  Board 
was  held  two  days  ago  at  Stonehouse, 
and  it  was  unanimously  agreed  that  the 
matter  should  be  recommended  to  the 
Admiralty.  He  would  like  to  know  if  any 
recommendation  had  been  made  to  the 
Admiralty  on  the  matter  ? 

Thb  LORD  OF  THE  ADMIRALTY 
saidy  he  had  no  information  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  would  make  inquiries. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £61,800,  Medicines  and  Medical 
Stores,  &c. 

(12.)  £10,000,  Martial  Law,  &c. 

(13.)  £137,300,  Miscellaneous  Ser- 
vices. 

(14.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*That  a*  Bum,  not  exceeding  £810,400, 1)6 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  Half-Pay,  Reserved,  and  Retired  Pay  to 
Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  ^hich  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886." 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
liad  given  Notice  of  opposition  to  this 
Vote  in  respect  to  the  restoration  to  the 
Navy  List  of  the  name  of  Vice  Admiral 
Hobart-Hampden ;  and  he  had  asked 
on  what  ground  the  charge  for  his  re- 
tired allowance  had  been  made,  but  he 
had  not  receiyed  any  satisfactory  reply. 


The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  it  as  the 
act  of  the  late  Government.  He  was 
sorry  for  it.  He  was  sorry  to  have  to 
challenge  the  act  of  the  late  Govern* 
ment;  but  he  was  one  of  those  who  con- 
sidered it  their  duty  to  resist  acts  of 
this  sort.  Ho  asked  again  what  there 
was  in  the  facts  to  justify  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  reversing:  the  decision  of 
1877,  come  to  when  Hobart  Pasha  was 
carrying  on  warlike  operations  against  a 
Power  which  was  an  Ally  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's, and  restoring  that  officer  to  the 
Navy  ?  Had  anything  been  placed  on 
record  which  would  justify  this  officer, 
who  had  been  not  only  once  but  twice 
dismissed,  but  was  now  restored,  and 
given  the  same  retired  pay  as  any 
other  officer  woidd  receive  if  he  had 
served  the  Government  continuously. 
His  restoration  was  one  of  those  things 
which  no  Government  which  had  to 
answer  for  it  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  dare  to  do  ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  one  of  those  things 
which  had  slipped  through  on  the 
24th  June,  when  one  Government  was 
stepping  out  of  Office  and  another 
entering  it.  Perhaps  his  hon.  Friend 
below  (Mr.  Caine)  would  be  able  to  tell 
them  what  was  the  reason  for  the  resto- 
ration, and  would  be  able  to  justify 
what  had  taken  place.  There  was  a 
very  strong  feeling  in  the  country 
against  pensions  or  retired  allowances 
being  granted,  not  for  services  rendered, 
but  for  no  service  at  all,  and  for  reasons 
which  were  yet  unexplained.  For 
22  years  Hobart  Pasha  had  done  no 
service  whatever  for  the  country,  and 
for  14  years  his  name  had  been  removed 
from  the  Navy  List ;  and  now  he  was  not 
only  restored  to  the  Navy  with  the  rank 
of  Vice  Admiral,  but  he  was  put  on  the 
pension  list  as  if  he  had  been  con- 
tinuously serving  Her  Majesty.  He 
hoped  they  would  get  some  explana- 
tion of  those  matters.  Of  course,  he 
was  quite  aware  that  occasionally  some 
of  those  things  slipped  through  un- 
known ;  but  he  thought  it  was  his  duty 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  Not  only  was  this  a  case  in 
which  the  retired  pay  was  given  without 
service,  but  it  was  one  in  which  the 
recipient  had  never  attained  higher  rank 
than  that  of  Captain,  and  yet  he  had 
been  given  the  rank  and  retired  pay  of  a 
Vice  Admiral.  Not  only  had  he  done  no 
service  for  Her  Majesty  during  the  last 
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22  years,  but  he  had  been  employed  in 
illegal  pursuits— blockade  running  in 
America,  and  violating  the  Foreign  En- 
listment Act  in  Europe.  He  had  been 
guilty  of  a  gross  breach  of  law  and  of 
Naval  BegTilations.  He  was  not  sur- 
prised, therefore^  that  when  the  matter 
was  originally  brought  before  the  notice 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that 
it  was  found  that  Hobart  Pasha's  con- 
duct had  been  illegal*  he  was  removed 
from  the  service  of  Her  Majesty ;  but, 
notwithstanding  this,  they  found  that  he 
was  again  engaged  in  operations  against 
a  Power  with  whom  Her  Majesty  was 
still  on  friendly  terms — the  Emperor  of 
Bussia.  The  conduct  of  Bussia  in  the 
Afghan  affair,  which  was 

Mr.  PULESTON  rose  to  Order,  and 
desired  to  know  whether  it  was  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  dis- 
cuss the  conduct  of  Bussia  on  this  Vote  f 

The  OHAIBMAN  said,  that  on  a 
Vote  for  Beserve  Pay  it  was  certainly 
travelling  away  from  the  Question  to 
discuss  the  conduct  of  Bussia. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  discussing  the  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  simple  justice  to  the 
British  taxpayer,  and  he  thought  those 
principles  had  been  violated  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  This  officer  was  not  only 
receiving  pay  from  the  British  taxpayer, 
but  he  was  also  receiving  pay  from  the 
Turkish  Government.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  certainly  had  no  claim  to 
be  reinstated,  and  reinstated  so  as  to 
secure  a  pension,  while  still  receiving 
pay  from  the  Turkish  Government.  His 
position  was  nominally  that  of  an  officer 
in  the  Turkish  Navy;  but  it  was  very 
well  known  that  he  was  employed  by 
the  Sultan  to  agitate  his  cause  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  PULESTON  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  whether  the  hon.  Member  was 
justified  in  making  such  a  statement? 
There  were  some  of  them  who  thought 
that  Hobart  Pasha's  position  was  and 
had  been  of  great  advantage  to  this 
oountry. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  was  out  of 
Order.  He  was  stating  reasons  why 
this  grant  should  not  be  allowed.  There 
was  nothing  disorderly  in  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks.  He  was  stating  his 
views  with  regard  to  Hobart  Pasha ;  but 
it  did  not  follow  that  his  views  were 
Mrrect. 

Sir  George  Camjpbeli 


Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL:  That 
was  the  real  object  of  Hobart  Pasha's 
mission,  and  still,  at  the  same  time,  he 
was  receiving  the  retired  pay  from  Her 
Majesty.  He  did  not  know  whether  it 
was  for  personal  gain ;  but  he  knew  that 
Hobart  Pasha  had  for  a  whole  series  of 
years  been  engaged  in  illegal  pursuits 
which  conflicted  with  the  interests  of 
this  country,  and  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee was  entitled  to  some  explana- 
tion. 

The  first  LOBD  of  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  said, 
he  was  sorry  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  introduced  this  question,  and  the 
animus  which  he  had  exhibited,  and 
which,  he  was  bound  to  say,  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  justified  in  using.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  objeoted  to  the  political 
character  of  Hobart  Pasha ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  he  was  a  man  of 
strong  character,  and  he  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  was  not  aware  that  he  had 
ever  done  anything  of  which  any  man 
need  be  ashamed.  Admiral  Hobart 
Pasha  was  a  distinguished  naval  officer, 
and  in  that  position  he  had  been  re- 
markable for  some  of  the  most  darings 
and  gallant  acts  which  had  ever  been 
performed  at  sea.  As  to  the  recent  re- 
instatement he  could  give  no  explana- 
tion, as  it  had  taken  place  under  the 
late  Government;  but  it  appeared  in 
this  case  that  he  had  been  placed  on  the 
Navy  List  in  the  position  in  which  he 
would  have  been  if  he  had  not  been 
struck  off  in  1877.  The  matter  now 
came  before  the  Committee  upon  an 
Order  in  Council  drawn  up  by  the  late 
Government.  It  had  been  considered 
by  the  Council  and  also  by  the  Admi- 
ralty— by  a  body  of  men  acting  for  the 
Naval  Government  of  this  country,  who 
had  to  consider  whether  a  distinguished 
naval  officer  should  or  should  not  be 
placed  on  the  Betired  Pay  List.  After 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  he  should 
be  placed  upon  the  List,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  would  be  a  slur  upon 
that  Office,  and  harsh  to  the  officer 
in  question,  if  the  Committee  should 
refuse  to  agree  with  them.  After  the 
determination  that  they  had  come  to,  he 
did  hope  that  the  Committee  would 
support  the  late  Government  in  what 
they  had  done. 

Sir  WILFBID  LAWSON  said,  it 
was  quite  dear  that  the  late  Gt)vemment 
had  reinstated  Hobart  Pasha ;  but  they 
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had  giren  no  eiDgle  reason  why  thej 
had  done  so.  He  thought  the  Committee 
was  entitled  to  some  explanation  from 
the  Members  of  the  late  Uovernment. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  wished  to  supple- 
ment what  had  been  said  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton).  Ever  sinoe 
the  year  1840  there  had  always  been  an 
En^rlish  naval  officer  at  the  head  of  the 
Turkish  Fleet.  Several  distinguished 
naval  officers  of  this  country  had  occu- 
pied the  position  with  the  assent  of 
the  English  Government.  Sir  Baldwin 
"Walker  was  appointed  before  the  Syrian 
War  of  1 840.  Admiral  Slade  succeeded 
Admiral  Walker,  who  in  turn  was  suc- 
ceeded by  Hobart  Pasha.  It  was  true 
that  this  last  appointment  was  at  first 
made  irreg^arly,  and  without  the 
sanction  of  the  British  Government.  It 
happened  that  Hobart  Pasha  was  on  a 
visit  to  his  brother  in  Constantinople 
when  he  accepted  the  appointment ;  but 
it  was  afterwards  confirmed  by  the  Ad- 
miralty, although,  owing  to  the  irre- 
gularity, his  pay  was  deferred.  In  1878, 
however,  he  was  regularly  appointed. 
In  1876  he  was  removed  from  the  Bri- 
tish Navy  List,  in  deference  to  Bussian 
susceptibilities.  But  no  one  could  blame 
Hobart  Pasha  for  refusing  to  desert  his 
post  because  his  employers  were  at  war 
with  Bussia.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
Hobart  Pasha  was  doing  his  duty  to 
the  satisfaction  of  his  own  Government 
as  well  as  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  were  immediately  em- 
ploying him;  and  it  would  be  unfair, 
under  those  circumstances,  if  he  did  not 
receive  the  same  treatment  as  his  two 
distinguished  predecessors,  now  that 
Turkey  and  Russia  were  at  peace. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
(Sir  John  Hay)  was  rather  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  because  the  cases  he 
had  cited  were  distinctly  different  to  that 
now  before  the  Committee.  Admirals 
Slade  and  Walker  had  accepted  their 
appointments  with  the  sanction  of  their 
own  Government,  whereas  Hobart  Pasha 
accepted  the  appointment  without  the 
consent  of  the  British  Government.  No 
doubt,  Hobart  Pasha  was  a  very  dis- 
tinguished man.  He  knew  him  person- 
ally ;  but  the  Committee  ought  to  have 


a  proper  explanation  of  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  the  late  Government 
to  make  this  new  departure.  They 
ought  to  know  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine)  what  were 
the  reasons  why  this  most  unusual  pen- 
sion for  life  had  been  given.  They 
were  bound  to  have  some  explanation, 
and  he  challenged  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  rise  in  his  place  and  state  what  were 
the  reasons  why  they  should  give  Hobart 
Pasha  £365  a-year. 

Ma.  CAINE  said,  it  was  done  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  he  was  quite  unable  to  give  any  ex- 
planation of  it. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
statement  they  had  just  heard  was  no 
answer  at  all.  The  Committee  were 
entitled  to  some  explanation  as  to  why 
the  original  decision  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  Hobart  Pasha  had  not  been 
adhered  to.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  the  matter  had  been  decided  by  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty ;  but  they  had 
a  Member  of  the  late  Board  before  them, 
and  he  had  said  he  knew  nothing  about 
the  matter.  Therefore,  he  begged  to 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Sir  0§org$  Campbell,) 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  sug- 
gested  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
that  after  what  had  taken  place  he 
should  not  oppose  the  Motion,  but 
should  allow  them  an  opportunity  of 
getting  an  explanation  from  the  late  Go- 
vernment. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY pointed  out  that  this  Vote  did 
not  contain  any  provision  for  Admiral 
Hobart  Pasha's  pay,  as  the  Order  in 
Coimcil  was  made  subsequently  to 
the  preparation  of  the  Estimates.  He 
hoped  that  the  Vote-  would,  therefore, 
be  allowed  to  pass  ;  and  he  would  under- 
take, if  the  hon.  Gentleman  desired  to 
raise  the  question,  that  the  Report  of 
this  Vote  should  be  taken  at  such  a 
time  as  he  would  be  able  to  raise  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  willing  to  accept  that  arrangement. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  wished  to  point 
out  that  it  was  a  most  extraordinary 
thing 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  desire  to  address  me  on  a 
question  of  Order  ? 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL:  No. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Then  he  cannot 
continue  the  discussion  on  the  question 
of  Hobart  Pasha's  pay. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  it  was  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  that  the  late 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Caine) 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter,  al- 
though he  was  a  Member  of  the  late 
Board. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Chairman  whether  he  could  arrange 
for  the  Report  of  this  Vote  being  taken 
at  a  convenient  time  ? 

The  chairman  said,  he  had  no 
power  in  that  matter.  It  was  only 
within  his  province  to  bring  up  the  Re- 
port of  Supply,  and  he  had  no  power  to 
make  arrangements  with  regard  to  the 
matter. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY said,  he  would  undertake  to 
make  arrangements  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, so  that  he  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  the  matter  forward 
on  Report. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  under- 
took to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  who,  no 
doubt,  if  he  knew  the  circumstances, 
would  give  an  explanation. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(15.)  £905,200,  Military  Pensions  and 
Allowances. 

(16.)  £330,300,  Civil  Pensions  and 
Allowances. 

(17.)  £210,000,  Extra  Estimate  for 
Services  not  Naval. — Freight,  &c.  on 
Account  of  the  Army  Department. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  the  fact  that  the  Vote 
contained  charges  that  he  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  proposed  to  transfer  to  the 
Army ;  and,  in  return,  the  cost  of  naval 
guns  and  equipments  would  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Navy  Estimates. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Friday, 


RIVER    THAMES    (No.    2)    BILL. 

{Mr.  Story-Maakelyne,  Sir  Miehad  Sieks-Beach^ 

Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr.  StUar, 

Colonel  Makitis,  Mr.  MoUoy.) 

[bill  203.]     consideration. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
considered."— (5tV  Charle*  W,  Dilke.) 

Colonel  MAKINS  desired  to  make 
an  Amendment  to  Clause  6,  by  leaving 
out  seyen  days,  and  inserting  48  hours. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
there  was  a  general  agreement  on  this 
point,  and  he  did  not  think  they  could 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Colonel  MAKINS:  Then  I  must 
object  to  the  Bill  being  taken. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  We 
must  put  it  off  then. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS, 

0 

police  enfranchisement  extension 

bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Coleridge  Kennard,  Bill 
for  the  complete  enfranchisement  of  the  Police 
Forces  of  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered  to  he 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Colbbidgb  Kennard,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetsox,  Sir  Henry  Dbum- 
MOND  Wolff,  Mr.  Co  wen.  Lord  Claud  Johx 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Reid, 
Mr.  HouLDSwoRTH,  and  Mr.  Georgb  Elliot. 
'BiMpretentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  219.] 

CONVEYANCINO   (SCOTLAND)   ACT  (1874) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend 
**The  Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act,  1874,*' 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir 
Lyon  Playfaib,  Mr.  Baxter,  and  Mr.  Cochran- 
Patrick. 
BiWpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  220.] 

VACATING  OF  SEATS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  in  regard  to  the  Vacating  of  Seats  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Grantham,  Mr. 
PuLESTON,  and  Mr.  John  Corbett. 
BiM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  221 .] 

rORESTRY. 

Select  Committee  nominated  of, — Mr.  William 
Corbet,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Fremantlk, 
Mr.  William  Henry  Gladstone,  Sir  G. 
Macfhbrson  Grant,  Sir  John  Kenna^ay,  Sir 
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ED3cnn>  Lbchicesb,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Dr. 
Ltoxs,  Sir  Hbrbbrt  Maxwbll,  Colonel  Nolan, 
Mr.  Parnbll,  Mr.  Plunket.  Mr.  Portman, 
Mr.  Round,  Mr.  Seelt,  junior,  Mr.  Mookb 
Stbtbns,  Mr.  Villibrs  Stuart,  and  Mr.  North- 
ooTB,  with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 
Ordered^  That  Five  be  the  qaomm. 


ORKEITWICH  HOSPITAL  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashhbad-Bartlett,  Bill 
to  provide  for  defraying  the  Expenditare  on 
acconnt  of  Greenwich  Hospital  directly  out  of 
the  Revenues  of  Greenwich  Hospital ;  to  amend 
in  other  respects  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Acts, 
1865  to  1883 ;  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ashxbad-Bartlbtt  and  Sir  Henry  Holland. 
BiMpreunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  222.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday y  9th  July,  1885. 


MIXUTES.]— Public  Bills— -PrV*^  Reading^ 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000) •  (164) ;  Tithe 
B^it  Charge  Redemption*  (165) ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Order  (Municipal 
Corporations)*  (166);  Local  Grovemment 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)*  (167);  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  • 
(168) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  9)*  (169);  Local  Govern- 
ment (Lreland)  Provisional  Orders*  (170). 

Second  Reading — Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  * 
(155) ;  Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  * 
(166) ;  Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  * 
(157) ;  Secretary  for  Scotland  (1 17). 

ClM»imi«^tf— Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (London)  *  (79). 

Third  Reading— Qaa  and  Water  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)  •  (136)  ;  Water  Provisional 
Orders  •  (137) ;  Tramways  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)*(149);  Elementary  Education  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (Birmingham, 
&c.)*  (80);  Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875) 
Amendment*  (128),  Sindpaesed. 

Withdrawn  —  Real  Property  Registration 
(132). 

NEW  PEER, 
Sir  Nathaniel  Mayer  Rothschild, 
Baronet,  having  been  created  Baron 
Bothschild  of  Tring  in  the  county  of 
Hertford — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 


SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

(  The  Earl  of  Rotebery.) 

(no.    117.)      8EC0XD   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERY,  in  rising 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time»  said:  My  Lords,  it  has 
been  so  frequently  the  fate  of  your 
Lordships  to  discuss  this  measure  in  one 
form  or  another  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  me  to  trouble  you  with 
any  detailed  observations  in  asking  you 
to  give  it  a  second  reading.  But  I  should 
be  wanting  in  duty,  I  think,  if  I  failed 
to  render  my  acknowledgments,  and  not  . 
merely  my  acknowledgments,  but  the 
acknowledgments,  I  believe,  of  the  yast 
majority' of  the  people  of  Scotland,  to 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  for  con- 
senting to  leave  in  their  programme  this 
single  item,  when  they  were  obliged  to 
omit  so  much.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
they  will  find  the  good  results  of  having 
done  so,  and  will  know  by  experience 
that,  in  doing  so,  they  have  only  con- 
sulted the  wishes  of  that  country.  My 
Lords,  as  regards  this  measure,  there 
are  only  three  changes  from  the  time 
last  year  at  which  it  was  dropped  by 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government,  and 
this  leads  me  to  remark  on  the  extra- 
ordinarily sinister  influence  which  this 
measure  appears  to  have  exercised  on 
the  deliberations  of  this  House.  On 
the  first  occasion  on  which  it  was  brought 
forward,  it  was  brought  forward  in  a 
very  much  smaller  shape  than  it  is  now, 
and  it  then  arrived,  too  late  to  be  dis- 
cussed by  the  majority  of  this  House. 
On  the  second  occasion  it  passed  through 
Committee,  and  was  down  for  third 
reading  on  the  very  day  on  which  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government  had  to  an- 
nounce that  they  could  proceed  with  no 
further  measures ;  and  this  year  it  came 
on  for  second  reading  on  the  very  day, 
I  think,  on  which  it  was  the  duty  of 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government  to  an- 
nounce, in  the  language  which  is  suit- 
able to  the'occasion,  that  they  had  sent 
a  dutiful  communication  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty. My  Lords,  a  Bill  which  has  sur- 
vived such  difficulties  is  destined  to  float, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  anything  can 
now  wreck  it.  But,  in  the  course  of  its 
various  vicissitudes,  it  has  undergone 
certain  particular  and  definite  changes. 
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Since  the  Bill  lef  fc  jour  Lordships  last 
year  one  important  provision,  which  was 
put  in  at  my  instigation  in  Committee 
of  this  House,  has  been  left  out  of  it — 
I  mean  the  addition  of  the  control  of, 
matters  relating  to  law  and  justice, 
which  your  Lordships  consented  to  put 
in  charge  of  the  new  Secretary.  Well, 
after  getting  that  Amendment  carried, 
it  became  my  fate  to  be  consulted,  as 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  on  the 
form  which  the  Bill  was  to  assume  this 
year;  and,  although  it  would  be  vain 
for  me  to  try  to  pretend  that  I  had  in 
any  respect  altered  my  conviction  in  re- 
gard to  that  important  branch  of  the 
subject,  I  cannot  altogether  disguise  that 
it  was  not  in  consonance  with  the  views 
of  many  of  my  Colleagues  that  the  pro- 
vision should  exist,  and  I  thought  it 
wise,  under  the  circumstances,  to  let  it 
be  Expunged,  rather  than  run  the  risk 
of  losing  the  Bill  on  account  of  one 
particular  provision.  Then,  my  Lords, 
there  is  another  provision  which  was  not 
in  the  Bill  of  last  year — I  mean  that 
providing  that  the  Keepership  of  the 
Great  Seal  should  attach  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.  Last  year  that  Office 
was  not  vacant.  It  has  since  become 
vacant  by  the  lamented  death  of  Lord 
Selkirk;  and  it  was  felt  to  be  only  in 
unison  with  the  opinions  expressed  both 
inside  the  House  and  out  of  it,  by  per- 
sons well  qualified  to  judge,  that  we 
should  add  as  much  as  possible  to  the 
dignity  of  the  new  Office  by  attaching 
this  post  to  it.  .And,  my  Lords,  the 
third  difference  between  the  Bill  of  last 
year  and  the  present  one  is  by  far  the 
most  important-^I  mean  the  provision 
for  putting  primary  education  under  the 
control  of  the  new  Minister.  As  regards 
that  provision,  I  am  very  unwilling  to 
say  very  much  at  this  time ;  because  a 
noble  Lord  has  given  Notice  that  he 
means  to  raise  the  question  in  Commit- 
tee, and  I  think,  therefore,  that  that 
will  be  a  more  fitting  opportunity  for 
discussing  it.  But,  in  the  first  place,  I 
do  not  doubt  that  the  feeling  of  this 
House  is  very  strongly  in  favour  of  such 
a  provision.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
division  of  last  year  does  not  carry  out 
that  contention,  for  the  numbers  who 
voted  in  that  division  were  exceedingly 
small,  and  the  minority  was  strengthened 
by  a  single  vote ;  but  that  vote,  I  think, 
was  equal  to  almost  all  the  votes  of  those 
iu  the  majority — I  mean  the  vote  of  the 
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noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury) — and  if  the  noble  Mar- 
quess felt  that,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
discretion  as  Leader  of  the  Conservative 
Party,  he  could  so  far  meet  the  very 
prevalent  and  almost  imanimous  feeling 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  we  have  some 
claim  to  consider  that  this  House  was 
largely  in  favour  of  that  provision.  But, 
my  Lords,  besides  the  feeling  in  this 
House,  we  were  also  aware  that  the  feel- 
ing in  the  House  of  Commons,  though, 
it  could  not  be  described  by  any  means 
as  unanimously  in  favour  of  this  pro- 
vision, was  largely  in  favour  of  it.  I 
will  take  a  very  curious  test  in  regard 
to  the  feelingthat  exists  both  inside  and 
outside  the  House  of  Commons  on  this 
question.  I  suppose  that  there  is  no 
name  which  is  more  honoured  in  the 
cause  of  education  than  that  of  Sir 
Lyon  Playfair,  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities. 
Sir  Lyon  Playfair  declared  himself  as 
being  opposed  to  the  insertion  of  any 
provision  of  this  kind  in  the  Bill ;  and 
almost  immediately  afterwards  he  had 
to  write  to  his  constituents  and  inform 
them  that,  in  consequence  of  the  feeling* 
that  had  been  evoked  by  his  declaratioa 
on  this  subject  and  in  this  sense,  it 
would  be  perfectly  useless  for  him  to 
seek  their  suffrages  on  any  future  occa- 
sion. As  regards  the  feeling  in  Scot- 
land, I  think  the  evidence  is  perfectly 
overwhelming.  Her  Majesty's  late  Go- 
vernment waited  to  introduce  this  Bill 
until  the  elections  to  the  school  boards 
had  been  over.  The  elections  to  the 
school  boards  took  place  some  time  in 
the  months  of  March  and  April ;  and 
from  them,  without  agitation,  without 
anxiety,  without  seeking,  40  Petitions — 
at  least  40 — have  come  up  demanding 
this  provision.  There  are  also,  from 
municipal  or  other  Local  Authorities, 
47  Petitions  in  favour  of  this  provision 
for  putting  education  under  the  Scottish 
Secretary.  There  is  a  Petition  which  I 
presented  to-day  from  the  Town  Council 
of  Edinburgh ;  another  which  I  have 
presented  to-day  from  the  Town  Council 
of  Paisley ;  and  your  Lordships  will  re- 
member that  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield 
advised  his  Party  to  keep  their  eye  on 
Paisley.  Besides  these,  there  have  been 
a  considerable  number  of  ecclesiastical 
Petitions — Petitions  from  other  public 
Bodies — from  the  Convention  of  Boyal 
Burghs,  and  from  political  associations 
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which  are  by  no  means  all  Liberal. 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  think  that,  in 
these  circumstances,  Her  Majesty's  late 
GrOTemment  had  no  choice  but  to 
present  the  Bill  with  this  provision 
in  ifc;  and  with  regard  to  it,  they 
were  also  aware  that  considerable  mis- 
apprehension existed  which  would  be 
removed  whenever  there  was  any  ex- 
planation made  in  this  House.  Now, 
my  Lords,  the  Body — the  one  public 
Body — in  Scotland  which  has  opposed 
this  provision,  but  by  no  means  unani- 
mously, for  four  Petitions  from  different 
branches  of  it  have  been  presented  in 
favour  of  the  Bill — the  Body  that  has 
opposed  this  measure  in  Scotland  has 
been  the  Educational  Institute.  I  had 
an  interview  with  some  of  the  gentle- 
men of  the  Educational  Institute,  and  I 
found  that  they  were  acting  under  an 
entire  misapprehension  of  the  nature  of 
the  arrangements  which  would  have 
been  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  late 
(Government.  I  cannot,  of  course,  say 
what  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers 
will  do  as  regards  the  organization  of 
the  new  Office  when  it  is  made.  That 
is  a  very  important  point,  and  one  which 
eannot  well  lie  within  the  four  comers 
of  this  Bill.  But  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  late  Government  to  propose  that  the 
Educational  Office  for  Scotland  should 
be  in  London.  There  was  no  idea  of 
moving  it  to  Edinburgh;  and  yet,  so 
far  as  I  could  ascertain  from  the  depu- 
tations of  the  Educational  Institute, 
their  main  objection  to  the  Bill  was  that 
it  would  have  a  branch  Office  in  Edin- 
burgh. Well,  my  Lords,  we  have  an- 
other point  to  consider  in  connection 
with  the  supervision  of  education.  We 
have  to  consider  that  the  Committee 
which  met  under  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  recom- 
mended that  there  should  not  be  this 
provision  in  a  Minister  for  Scotland  Bill, 
but  that  the  arrangement  should  be 
made  that  there  should  be  a  Minister  of 
Education  for  England  and  Scotland, 
under  whom  Scottish  primary  education 
should  be  placed.  They  also  recom- 
mended that  there  should  be  two  De- 
partments of  Education,  each  headed  by 
a  Permanent  Secretary,  one  for  Eng- 
land and  one  for  Scotland,  who  should 
be  made  responsible  to  the  Minister  for 
Education.  Her  Majesty's  late  Advisers 
were  prepared  to  carry  out  this  recom- 
mendation  with  one  difference,  which 


was,  however,  an  essential  difference — 
namely,  that  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment of  Scotland  should  be  respon- 
sible to  the  Minister  for  Scotland. 
Without  bringing  forward  at  this 
stage  the  arguments  which  may  be 
more  properly  stated  in  Committee, 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  feel  that 
the  advantages  of  placing  all  the  three 
branches  of  education  in  one  hand 
are  so  great  as  to  balance  all  other  con- 
siderations. The  dealing  with  the  Uni- 
versities and  the  dealing  with  the  schools 
under  Scottish  endowments  was  always 
given  to  the  Minister  for  Scotland  in  the 
three  Bills  which  have  been  presented 
to  this  House.  Surely,  therefore,  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  that  we 
should  add  to  these  two  branches  that 
of  primary  education,  and  put  all  the 
strings  of  the  system  of  education  in 
Scotland  into  one  hand.  I  do  not  at 
this  moment  venture  into  details  on  this 
particular  branch  of  the  subject;  but  I 
did  not  think  it  respectful  to  your  Lord- 
ships to  introduce  it  with  less  detail 
than  I  have  done,  and  I  earnestly  re- 
commend your  Lordships  to  give  it  a 
second  reading. 

Moved,  *' That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—{The  Earl  of  Rosehery.) 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  that  he  was 
entirely  in  favour  of  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  saw  it,  to  a  very  great 
extent,  with  the  same  eyes  as  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery). 
The  only  point  in  which  he  differed 
from  the  noble  Earl,  so  far  as  he  knew 
at  present,  was  as  to  the  advisability 
of  transferring  education  from  the  Privy 
Council,  or  the  Minister  of  Education, 
to  the  charge  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  No  more  than  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  should  he  (Lord  Balfour) 
go  into  detail  at  the  present  time,  be- 
cause the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill 
would  be  the  right  time  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussion upon  it.  But  he  would  like  to 
indicate  generally  what  he  thought 
would  be  the  disadvantages  of  the  pro- 
posed transference.  It  would  make  the 
interchange  of  teachers  between  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  more  difficult,  and 
there  would  be  a  liability  in  the  future 
of  contention  arising  as  to  the  educa- 
tion grants.  Scotland  at  present  earned 
a  higher  sum  per  head  than  England, 
and  that,  he  thought,  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  so  long  as  the  two  systems  of 
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education  were  under  one  control.  But 
if  once  the  idea  gained  ground  in  Eng- 
land that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
was  relaxing  the  conditions  under  which 
the  grant  was  earned  in  Scotland  un- 
fairly as  compared  with  England,  there 
would  be  great  diflSculty  in  getting  suf- 
ficient grants  from  the  Treasury  to  meet 
the  demands  of  Scotland.  But  a  more 
important  difficulty  would  be  the  posi- 
tion of  Scotland  as  regards  the  Science 
and  Art  Department  of  South  Kensing- 
ton. That  Department  must  remain 
under  the  Privy  Council;  and  he  was 
most  apprehensive  that  the  interests  of 
Scotland  would  materially  suflFer  if  there 
were  not  the  same  facility  of  communi- 
cation between  those  who  had  charge 
of  the  education  of  the  two  countries. 
He  was  strengthened  in  that  belief, 
because  the  weak  part  at  present  in 
Scottish  education  in  the  larger  towns 
was  their  want  of  attention  to  technical 
branches  of  education.  Such  towns  as 
Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Leeds  in 
England  were  far  in  advance  of  Glasgow 
and  Edinburgh  as  concerned  that  De- 
partment already ;  and  the  latter  wpuld 
be  placed  in  a  still  worse  position  in  the 
future  if  this  transference  were  to  take 
place.  There  was  much  that  each  coun- 
try could  learn  from  the  other,  and  it 
could  easily  be  shown  that  there  was 
much  that  each  coiuitry  had  learned 
from  the  other  in  the  past.  If  that 
statement  were  challenged,  he  should 
endeavour  to  make  it  good  on  a  future 
occasion.  He  therefore  thought  that 
in  this  respect,  at  all  events,  there  would 
be  some  advantage  to  the  two  countries 
if  the  control  of  their  education  were  to 
be  combined  under  one  Minister.  It 
would,  moreover,  be  of  great  advantage 
to  education  that  the  Minister  should 
be  always  in  the- Cabinet;  and  if  the 
proposal  to  have  a  Minister  of  Educa- 
tion for  England  and  Scotland  were 
carried,  the  Minister  must  necessarily 
be  in  the  Cabinet.  Although  he  hoped 
that  this  Secretary  who  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  Scotland  would,  at  least, 
sometimes  be  a  man  of  such  eminence 
as  to  be  in  the  Cabinet,  he  did  not  think 
they  could  be  at  all  sure  that  he  would 
be,  under  all  circumstances,  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet.  The  noble  Earl  had 
made  a  great  deal  of  the  Petitions  which 
the  school  boards  had  presented  in 
favour  of  this  transference,  and  he  had 
said  that  40  Petitions  had  been  sent  up 
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by  school  boards.  But  the  noble  Earl 
had  omitted  to  tell  their  Lordships  how 
many  school  boards  there  were  in  Scot- 
land. There  were  972  school  boards  in 
Scotland,  and  he  did  not  think  anybody 
could  say  that  if  only  40  of  these  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  petition  in  favour 
of  the  proposal,  there  was  any  great  en- 
thusiasm on  the  subject.  The  noble 
Earl  had  made  mention  of  some  im- 
portant towns  which  had  petitioned  in 
favour  of  the  transference ;  but  he  had 
omitted  to  tell  their  Lordships  of  places 
like  Glasgow,  Govan,  and  Dundee, 
which  had  petitioned  against  it.  His 
(Lord  Balfour's)  belief  was  that  there 
was  no  question  at  present  agitating  in 
Scotland  about  which  there  was  so 
much  difference  of  opinion  as  about 
the  question  whether  or  not  it  would 
be  advisable  to  place  education  under 
the  charge  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
He  wished  to  throw  out  a  suggestion  to 
their  Lordships.  Those  who  continued 
to  press  for  the  transference  of  education 
were  not  the  real  friends  of  the  passings 
of  this  measure.  They  had  heard 
rumours,  and  he  thought  it  had  been 
announced  from  the  Front  Bench  here, 
that  no  measure  about  which  there  was 
much  difference  of  opinion  would  have 
a  chance  of  passing  this  Session.  Now, 
nobody  could  deny,  whatever  their  view 
of  the  matter  might  be  about  this  ques- 
tion, that  there  was  a  very  great  deal  of 
difference  of  opinion  in  Scotland;  and 
he  ventured  to  say  that  nothing  would 
be  so  likely  to  prevent  the  passage  of 
the  Bill  through  the  other  House  as 
sending  it  down  with  the  charge  of  edu- 
cation given  to  the  Secretary  for  Soot- 
land.  The  suggestion  he  wished  to 
make  was  this — whether  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  pass  the  Bill  in  the  present 
Session  without  this  transference,  and 
to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Government 
to  strengthen  the  Scottish  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council ;  to  make  it,  if  neces- 
sary, more  separate  than  it  is  from  the 
Department,  while  still  nomiually  under 
the  control  of  the  same  head ;  that  the 
Committee  should  be  summoned  oftener 
thanithad  been,  and  should  be  made  more 
a  reality  than  it  was  at  the  present  time. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  would  satisfy 
the  legitimate  claim  at  the  present  time 
for  the  separate  management  of  Scottish 
education.  And  then,  if  that  arrange- 
ment was  found  not  to  work,  it  would 
be  perfectly  easy  at  any  future  time 
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to  transfer  the  whole  of  education  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  attempted  to  make 
the  transference  .at  present,  they  might 
probably  endanger  the  passage  of  the 
Bill,  and  make  it  impossible  that  there 
should  be  a  Ministry  of  Education  for 
the  two  countries.  Whether  it  was  de- 
sirable that  such  a  Ministry  should  be 
formed  he  would  not  then  say ;  but  he 
asked  that  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion should  not  be  prejudiced  by  the 
transference  of  Scottish  education  at  the 
present  time.  Another  advantage  of 
the  course  he  suggested  was,  that  it 
would  be  a  difficult  task  to  organize  a 
new  Scottish  Department  at  the  com- 
mencement ;  and  if  it  were  overweighted 
with  such  an  important  matter  as  educa- 
tion there  would  be  very  great  difficulty 
in  getting  it  under  way  at  its  first  start, 
while  it  would  be  comparatively  easy  to 
make  the  change  afterwards.  There  was 
only  one  other  matter,  and  it  was  one 
to  which  he  asked  the  very  earnest  con- 
sideration of  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Eosebery).  He  did  not 
know  wLat  would  be  the  staff  in  the  new 
Office,  or  what  place  education  was  to 
hold  in  that  Office.  The  2nd  clause  of 
the  Bill,  providing  for  the  staff,  was  in 
exactly  the  same  words  as  when  the  Bill 
was  first  introduced  two  or  three  years 
ago  without  the  proposal  to  transfer 
education.  Their  Lordships  all  knew 
there  was  no  matter  which  was  of  so 
highly  teohnical  a  character  as  educa- 
tion. It  required  a  trained  man  to  pay 
proper  attention  to  it — to  exercise  the 
proper  control  over  it.  Now,  there  were 
a  great  maoy  matters  transferred  to  the 
management  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, and  he  was  only  to  have  one  Per- 
manent Secretary.  What  he  wanted  to 
know  was,  would  that  Permanent  Secre- 
tary be  a  man  of  technical  knowledge 
of  what  was  necessary  for  education,  or 
would  he  only  have  a  technical  know- 
ledge for  things  mentioned  in  the  Sche- 
dule? For  example,  would  his  chief 
eare  be  to  take  charge  of  sewage,  and 
cattle  diseases,  and  such  things  as  these, 
or  would  he  be  able  to  take  an  intelli- 
gent charge  of  matters  relating  to  edu- 
cation ?  He  thought  that,  on  the  whole, 
it  would  be  very  much  better  not  to 
press  for  the  transference  of  education 
at  the  present  time.  He  confessed  that 
his  own  opinion  always  had  been,  and 
still  wfM;  that  the  transference  would  be 


a  mistake;  but  he  thought  the  suggestion 
he  had  made  was  the  only  one  which 
would  not  prejudice  opinions  on  either 
side,  and  by  it  the  question  would  be 
dealt  with  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  he 
would  advise  their  Lordships  to  give  a 
generous  assent  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  by  passing  the  Bill  as 
it  stood.  He  did  not  see  that  there  was 
much  force  in  the  objections  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  (Lord 
Balfour).  That  noble  Lord  had  spoken 
of  the  disadvantages  and  hindrances  to 
education  which  would  result  if  this 
change  were  effected ;  but  he  (the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen)  confessed  he  could  not  see 
how  the  fact  of  the  Scottish  Minister 
having  charge  of  the  education  of  the 
country  would  interfere  with  it,  as  the 
object  of  placing  it  in  his  care  was  to 
promote  its  interests.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Scottish  Minister  would  be  in  such  a 
position  with  reference  to  access  to  the 
Treasury  officials  that  he  would  be  en- 
abled to  advance  the  interests  of  Scottish 
education  in  that  way.  The  noble  Lord 
also  spoke  about  the  comparatively 
small  number  of  school  boards  petition- 
ing in  favour  of  this  provision,  having 
regard  to  the  total  number  of  boards  in 
Scotland  ;  but,  certainly,  whatever  might 
be  said  in  that  respect,  there  were  not 
many  who  had  petitioned  against  it. 
After  what  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Eosebery)  had  said,  however,  as  to 
the  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  the 
Educational  Institute,  probably  it  was 
not  too  much  to  say  that  a  similar  ap- 
prehension prevailed  with  regard  to 
some  Petitions  which  were  sent  in  some 
time  ago  against  this  proposal.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Earl  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill  would  not  agree  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour) 
that  an  intermediate  course  should  be 
taken  to  strengthen  the  Scottish  De- 
partment of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education.  He  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) would  rather  have  the  question 
of  education  left  as  it  was ;  because  then 
it  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  at  some 
fhturetime,  and  hehad  no  doubt  it  would 
then  be  included  in  the  functions  of  the 
new  Minister  for  Scotland. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  wished  to  express  his  gratitude  to  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Eose- 
bery) for  having  consented  to  continue 
the  charge  of  this  Bill  under  the  altered 
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oircumstaDces  that  had  taken  place. 
The  fact  that  he  had  done  so  showed 
that,  in  his  opinion,  as  well  as  in  the 
opinion  of  nohie  Lords  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  there  was  no  question  of 
Party  at  all  involved  in  the  measure. 
That  had  been  the  case  in  Scotland  from 
the  yery  commencement  of  the  move- 
ment, and  that  was  proved  by  the  fact 
that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  asked  him 
(the  Marquess  of  Lothian),  a  Conserva- 
tive, to  preside  at  what  he  considered 
the  largest  meeting  in  Scotland,  which 
was  held  in  Edinburgh,  in  favour  of 
placing  Scottish  afEairs  in  charge  of  a 
Minister  for  Scotland.  He  need  say 
very  little  about  what  he  himself  thought 
— namely,  that  it  was  necessary  that 
their  Lordships  should  pass  the  Bill  this 
Session.  The  fact  not  only  of  his  having 
presided  at  that  meeting,  but  also  of 
having  subsequently  had  the  honour  to 
introduce  a  representative  deputation 
to  the  then  Prime  Minister,  requesting 
him  that  a  Bill  to  this  effect  should  be 
passed,  gave  him,  he  thought,  some  title 
to  speak  as  to  what  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  were  on  this  subject. 
He  knew  there  were  some  people  who 
said  that  this  movement  in  favour  of  a 
separate  administration  for  Scotland  had 
had  no  real  or  solid  basis  to  start  with ; 
that  it  was  practically  a  sham,  and  that 
a  sham  deserved  no  consideration.  He 
was  not  concerned  with  the  beginning 
or  the  origin  of  the  movement.  These 
things  began  in  a  whisper;  but  the 
whisper  grew  into  a  loud  voice,  which, 
he  thought,  those  who  were  wise  would 
stop  to  listen  to  before  it  developed  into 
a  sullen  roar.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  this  Bill,  having  been  before  their 
Lordships'  House  now  for  three  Sessions, 
the  people  of  Scotland  had  made  up 
their  minds  more  and  more  to  have  a 
measure  of  this  description ;  and  it  would 
not  be  right,  on  the  part  of  Parliament, 
to  refuse  to  give  that  which  was  asked 
for  with  ever-increasing  strength.  On 
the  details  of  the  measure  he  was  not 
prepared  to  speak,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  detain  their  Lordships.  But  he 
should  like  to  say,  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  education,  that  he  trusted 
their  Lordships  did  not  agree  to  out  it 
out  from  the  control  of  Uie  proposed 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  As  to  the  exact 
details  in  which  education  might  be 
placed  under  the  control  of  that  Minis- 
ter, he  did  not  think  this  was  the  time 
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to  make  any  suggestion.  In  fact,  he 
did  not  quite  understand  what  the  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading  or 
the  late  Government  proposed.  The 
noble  Earl  said  he  thought  that  they 
never  had  in  contemplation  that  there 
should  be  a  Board  of  Education  sitting 
in  Edinburgh,  and  in  that  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lothian)  heartily  concurred. 
But  he  did  not  know  how  far  the  late 
Government  intended  that  the  control 
of  Scottish  education  in  London  should 
be  placed  entirely  under  the  separate 
management  of  the  proposed  Secretary 
for  Scotland — whether  it  should  be  an 
entirely  separate  control,  or,  simply,  a 
separate  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Education  in  London.  Whatever  might 
be  the  case,  he  was  very  glad  to  think  it 
was  not  proposed  that  the  Board  of  Edu- 
cation should  have  its  seat  in  Edin- 
burgh, and  that  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
laud  was  to  have  control  over  it.  With 
reference  to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Balfour),  he  must  also  con- 
fess that  he  did  not  quite  understand 
that  either.  What  he  gathered  gene- 
rally was,  that  the  noble  Lord  proposed, 
as  far  as  possible,  that  the  question  of 
education  should  be  left  out  of  the 
Bill  of  this  year,  with  the  view  of 
introducing  it  on  some  future  occasion 
into  the  Department  of  the  Minister  for 
Scotland.  He  did  not  think  that  would 
satisfy  the  people  of  Scotland  at  all. 
He,  for  onp,  was  exceedingly  anxious 
that  the  Bill  should  pass  this  Session, 
and  pass  as  a  whole.  Let  them  give  to 
the  people  of  Scotland  what  they  asked. 
Let  them  g^ve  it  generouely,  and  in  a 
manner  which  would  satisfy  them;  so 
that  they  might  not  be  threatened  with 
an  agitation  which  was  sure  to  occur 
with  increasing  strength. 

Lord  BALFOUE,  in  explanation, 
said,  that  what  he  intended  to  say  was, 
that  there  should  be  a  preparatory  ex- 
planation between  the  two  Departments 
rather  more  than  there  was  at  the  pre- 
sent time;  and  hereafter,  if  that  ar- 
rangement was  found  not  to  be  possible, 
the  Scottish  Department  should  be 
transferred  to  the  charge  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland. 

The  Maequess  of  LOTHIAN  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  the  explanation ;  but 
what  he  should  like  to  see  was,  as  far  as 
possible,  a  complete  separation  at  once. 
With  regard  to  the  Petitions,  those  to 
which  the  noble  I^rd    alluded    were 
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chiefly  from  the  Edacational  Bodies  of 
Scotland.  He  did  not  wish  to  under- 
value them ;  but  of  this  he  was  per- 
fectly certain — that  apart  from  those 
immediately  engaged  in  education,  and 
those  influenced  by  the  Educational  In- 
stitute, the  people  of  Scotland  generally 
were  entirely  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Earl.  He  was  convinced 
that  was  the  case,  and  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  bear  that  in  mind  in 
Committee.  He  had  only  one  thing 
more  to  do,  and  that  was  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  pass  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  unanimously,  and  to  deprecate, 
as  far  as  possible,  any  interference  with 
&e  measure  in  Committee.  He  thought 
it  would  have  a  very  bad  eflFect  if  the 
Bill  were  so  altered  in  Committee  as  to 
take  away  this  provision  from  the  pro- 
posed Secretary  for  Scotland.  Perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that  if  it 
had  not  been  for  other  considerations 
which  would  probably  make  it  impos- 
sible, he  should  have  been  very  glad  to 
have  seen  the  noble  Earl  who  hietd 
charge  of  the  Bill  take  the  new  Office. 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  pass  into  law 
this  Session.  It  was  not  a  Party  ques- 
tion ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
not,  as  a  Conservative,  but  feel  glad 
that  after  so  long  a  delay  this  measure, 
which  had  been  so  long  asked  for  by  the 
people  of  Scotland,  should  pass  .  under 
the  auspices  of  a  Conservative  Adminis- 
tration. 

The  Eabl  of  FIFE  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  congratulating  his 
nohle  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery) 
that  the  Bill  had  now  such  good  pros- 
pects of  reaching  its  destination.  He 
did  not  think  it  necessary  on  this  occa- 
sion to  enter  into  the  well-worn  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  general  principle 
of  the  measure.  In  fact,  the  only  ques- 
tion which  seemed  to  call  for  any  de- 
bate was  the  inclusion  of  education 
amongst  the  functions  of  the  new  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.  With  all  due  defer- 
ence to  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke 
fleoond  (Lord  Balfour),  he  might,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  say  that  he  had 
always  traced  the  opposition  to  that 
provision  to  those  Bodies  who  were 
officially,  or  semi-officially,  connected 
with  the  sapervision  of  education,  either 
in  London  or  in  Scotland.  And  if  they 
would  only  go  beyond  those  special 
Educational  Bodies,  either  at  London  or 
in  Edinburgh,  and  ask  the  opinion  of 
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the  general  public  in  Scotland,  they 
would  find  that  there  was  almost  prac- 
tical unanimity  in  favour  of  including 
education  amongst  the  functions  of  the 
new  Secretary.  If  they  asked  the  or- 
dinary average  Scotsman  what  was  his 
opinion  on  this  point,  he  would  answer, 
as  he  was  afraid  his  countrymen  very 
often  did,  by  a  question — **What  on 
earth  is  the  use  of  a  Minister  for  Scot- 
land, what  is  he  to  do,  if  he  has  not  in- 
cluded among  his  functions  the  most 
important  of  Scottish  questions  ?  "  If 
any  further  proof  were  needed,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Fife)  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  say  that  he  had  presented  to  their 
Lordships  nearly  60  Petitions  in  favour 
of  placing  education  under  the  control 
of  the  new  Minister,  and  over  40  of 
them  came  from  school  boards  in  Soot- 
land.  As  to  the  contention  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  whole  education  of 
the  country  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
one  Minister,  he  inclined  to  think  it 
would  be  quite  time  to  deal  with  that 
subject  when  they  had  the  slightest 
chance  of  induding  Irish  education 
under  that  one  head.  At  present,  that 
contingency  seemed  very  remote ;  and 
he  was  very  much  inclined  to  doubt  whe- 
ther it  was  desirable  to  mix  up  in  one 
Administration  the  educational  affairs  of 
the  three  countries ;  because,  if  they 
added  those  of  a  small  country  to  those  of 
a  large  country,  naturally  the  policy  of 
the  large  country  would  prevail ;  and  if, 
as  in  Scotland,  the  smaUer  country  was 
more  advanced  than  the  larger  one,  the 
natural  tendency  would  be  not  to  urge 
on  further  improvement,  but  rather  to 
allow  matters  to  stagnate  until  the 
larger  country  had  come  up  to  the 
smaller  one.  That  was  what  Scotland 
objected  to.  He  had  no  desire  unduly 
to  laud  his  countrymen ;  but  he  thought 
it  would  be  generally  allowed  that  their 
old  Scottish  system  of  education  was 
very  superior  indeed,  and  that  su- 
periority would  be  amongst  their  most 
cherished  of  national  traditions,  and 
that  superiority  Scotsmen  were  anxious 
not  merely  to  maintain,  but  to  increase. 
But  that  result  would  not  be  accom- 
plished if  they  did  not  include  the 
maneigement  of  education  amongst  the 
functions  of  the  new  Minister,  and 
without  it  he  would  likely  be  a  more 
ornamental  than  useful  personage. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPEKDOWN  said, 
the  only  regret  he  had  in   connection 
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with  this  measure  was  that  it  had  not 
been  seen  fit  to  make  the  salary  attached 
to  the  new  Office  rather  larger  than  it 
was.  He  believed,  himself,  the  import- 
ance of  an  office  to  be  gauged  far  more 
by  the  salary  attached  to  it  than  by  the 
heterogeneous  character  of  the  duties  to 
be  performed;  and  for  that  reason  he 
wished  the  salary  had  been  £4,000 
a-year  rather  than  £2,000.  He  had  only 
one  word  to  say  with  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject of  education.  The  great  objection 
he  took  to  this  transfer  of  education 
from  the  Privy  Council  to  the  proposed 
new  Secretary  for  Scotland  was  that  it 
by  no  means  followed  that  this  Secre- 
tary would  be  a  person  who  would 
know  anythiag  about  education,  and  the 
result  would  be  that  he  would  have  to 
refer  to  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Department.  If  that  were  so,  this  per- 
manent official,  who  would  have  to  look 
after  sewage  and  the  many  other  matters 
transferred  to  the  new  Secretary,  would 
eventually  become  the  Education  Mi- 
nister for  Scotland.  There  was  a 
stronger  reason  than  the  one  he  had 
given,  and  it  was  this — What  was  the 
need  of  it?  Did  anyone  allege  that 
the  subject  of  education  had  not  been 
ably  and  satisfactorily  dealt  with  by 
the  Department  already  administer- 
ing it? 

Thb  Ei^L  ofROSEBERY  :  Yes. 

The  Earl  of  OAMPERDOWN  :  The 
noble  Earl  said  yes ;  but  the  noble  Earl 
himself  had  told  them  that  he  proposed 
to  keep  the  Department  in  London,  and 
that  the  only  change,  it  might  be  pre- 
sumed, which  it  intended  to  make  was 
this — that  besides  a  big  Education  De- 
partment there  would  be  a  little  Educa- 
tion Department  alongside  of  it — one 
representing  education  in  England,  and 
the  other  representing  education  in  Scot- 
land ;  and  he  did  not  see  that  any  ad- 
vantage was  to  be  gained  by  that.  With 
all  respect  for  his  countrymen,  and  the 
national  superiority  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Fife)  had  referred,  he 
thought  that  it  was  to  be  borne  in  mind 
that  education  was  a  thing  which,  if  it 
differed  at  all,  differed  not  in  kind,  but 
in  degree.  It  was  very  true  that  in 
this  matter  of  education  they  believed 
tliat  they  had  progressed  further  in 
Scotland  than  they  had  in  England  or 
Ireland  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
education  itself  was  of  the  same  sort, 
and  it  was  simply  a  question  of  how 
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far  it  was  to  go,  and  how  it  was  to  be 
superintended.  He  must  say  for  him- 
self that  he  looked  upon  a  Minister  of 
Education  for  the  whole  country  as  much 
more  likely  to  exercise  an  intelligent 
and  beneficial  supervision  over  the  sub- 
ject in  the  Kingdom  generally  than  if  a 
single  x>ortion  of  the  Kingdom  were  set 
apart  and  placed  under  the  charge  of  a 
permanent  official  like  this  proposed 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  who  would  have 
a  variety  of  duties  to  attend  to,  and  who 
need  not  necessarily  know  very  much  on 
the  subject  of  education.  On  a  former 
occasion,  their  Lordships  had  refused  to 
make  this  change  by  a  large  majority, 
although  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  voted 
in  favour  of  it.  He  (the  Earl  of  Cam- 
perdown)  had  a  great  deal  of  respect 
for  the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  and  he 
had  a  great  respect  for  his  vote ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  could  not  eo  quite  so 
far  as  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Bosebery)  on  that  point.  His  noble 
Friend  had  said  that  the  vote  of  the 
noble  Marquess  was  equal  to  the  vote 
of  20  or  30  others ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of 
Oamperdown)  was  quite  certain  that 
the  noble  Earl,  on  other  occasions, 
would  not  be  inclined  to  attach  to  the 
noble  Marquess's  vote  so  much  im- 
portance. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUEY: 
My  Lords,  it  would  be  presumptuous 
in  me,  after  so  many  great  Scottish 
authorities  have  spoken,  if  I  were  to 
venture  to  deal  at  any  great  length 
with  a  matter  which  concerns  Scot- 
land alone ;  but  I  do  not  like  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass  the  second  read- 
ing without  saying  a  word  as  to  the 
course  which  the  Government  have 
taken  with  respect  to  it.  Properly,  this 
should  be  a  Government  measure ;  and 
in  the  other  House,  if  it  passes  your 
Lordships,  it  will  be  a  Government  mea- 
sure; but  we  think  that,  considering 
the  conspicuous  and  assiduous  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Eosebery)  has  been  conducting 
this  movement,  it  would  be  ungracious 
on  our  part  if  we  proposed  to  take  it 
out  of  his  hands,  and  I  am  sure  it  could 
not  be  in  better  hands.  I  do  not  say 
this  out  of  gratitude  for  the  remarkable 
compliment  which  the  noble  Earl  paid 
me  with  respect  to  my  vote,  which*  I 
rather  agree  with  the  last  speaker  (the 
Earl  of  Oamperdown),  was  a  compliment 
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of  occasion,  and  would  not  be  repeated 
nnder  other  circum stances.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  think  that  the  arguments  with 
respect  to  the  eduoationfd  part  of  the 
measure,  though  they  are  within  the 
scope  of  our  ordinary  practice  and  Bules, 
are  perhaps  rather  premature,  and  that 
the  subject  must  be  examined  more 
carefully  when  it  comes  before  us  in  the 
regular  way  in  Committee.  As  far  as 
my  information  enables  me  to  go,  I  be- 
lieve that  those  who  have  represented 
the  general  feeling  of  Scotland  as  in 
favour  of  the  larger,  rather  than  the 
smaller,  interpretation  of  the  duties  of 
the  new  Minister,  accurately  represent 
the  state  of  the  case ,  and  there  is  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  for  the  consideration  ad- 
vanced by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  rife)  that  the  Scottish  people 
are,  chronologically,  considerably  ahead 
of  the  English  people  in  the  matter  of 
education,  and  that  there  must  be  some- 
thing galling  in  the  consideration  that, 
in  dealing  with  educational  matters,  all 
questions  are  decided  rather  on  English 
than  on  Scottish  principles.  I  have  also 
heard  it  said — I  do  not  know  whether  it 
is  true — that  the  application  of  the  same 
rule  to  the  uniformity  of  education  to 
the  whole  country  has  had  the  efiPect  of 
imposing  on  the  poorer  districts  of  Scot- 
land a  very  large  expenditure,  which 
those  who  are  best  entitled  to  judge 
think  has  been  somewhat  unfair.  But, 
however  that  matter  may  be,  we  shall 
be  prepared,  when  the  time  comes,  to 
enter  on  the  question  whether  the  Educa- 
tion Department  should  or  should  not  be 
entirely  assigned  to  this  particular  officer. 
I  have  never  concealed  my  own  opinion 
on  the  subject,  that,  on  the  whole — 
though  I  admit  that  a  great  deal  may 
be  said  on  the  other  side — that,  on  the 
whole,  it  is  better  to  localize  as  far  as 
possible,  rather  than  centralize,  a  busi- 
ness of  this  kind ;  and  that  those  vast 
administrative  mechanisms  which  we 
are  building  up  are  not  without  their  in- 
convenience, and  even  not  without  their 
danger;  and  I  should  be,  therefore, 
prepared  to  see  them  divided  into 
smaller  Departments.  I  have  no  other 
remark  to  make,  except  to  say  that  our 
objeot  on  this  question  is  not  to  depart 
from  our  view  that  it  should  be  made 
as  little  contentious  as  possible,  and  that 
in  giving  our  general  assent  on  the 
wh(ue  to  the  inclusion  of  education  we 
must  not  be  considered  as  looking  upon 


it  as  a  vital  question.  I  believe  it  is  of 
great  importance  that  this  Bill  should 
pass.  I  am  not  sorry  at  the  delay  that 
has  taken  place  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  has, 
I  believe,  justified  the  action  of  your 
Lordships;  for  it  has  drawn  out  in  a 
more  distinct  and  unequivocal  manner 
what  are  the  real  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  on  this  question,  but  I 
think  it  would  be  much  to  be  regretted 
if  differences  of  opinion  as  to  the  in- 
clusion of  education  should  cause  the 
Bill  to  be  put  off  to  another  Session.  I, 
therefore,  do  not  conceal  from  your 
Lordships  that  I  do  not  propose  to  say 
that  the  question  of  education  is  so  vital 
to  it  that  we  should  lose  the  Bill,  if  it 
were  rejected.  Notwithstanding,  there- 
fore, the  many  ominous  prophecyings  I 
have  heard,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
will  take  a  different  view  from  that  of 
your  Lordships,  I  hope  the  question  of 
education  will  not  be  regarded  as  being 
so  vital  as  to  involve  the  loss  of  the 
measure  ;  but  I  earnestly  trust  that  the 
efforts  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  may 

be  successful.      

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he  had 
been  anxious  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  views  ;  but  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess  he 
would  reserve  his  remarks  for  the  pre- 
sent, until  he  could  express  them  in 
Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  :  I  pro- 
pose, if  agreeable  to  your  Lordships,  to 
take  this  day  week  for  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  Of  course,  the  Session  cannot 
now  be  a  long  one,  and  I  therefore  hope 
that  this  day  week  will  not  be  too  soon, 
considering  how  short  a  time  the  Session 
is  expected  to  last. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUET  said, 
it  might' be  taken  on  Tuesday. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  he 
was  quite  agreeable. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

EEAL  PROPERTY  REGISTRATION 

BILL.— (No.  132.) 

{The  Duke  of  Marlborough.) 

SECOND  reading. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing,  read.  j 
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The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
eeoond  time,  said,  that  the  important  sub- 
ject dealt  with  by  that  Bill  could  not  fail 
to  be  of  great  interest  to  their  Lordships. 
Indeed,  it  was  impossible  to  find  a  body 
of  men  in  this  country  who  were  so 
largely  or  so  universally  interested  in 
that  subject.  That  question  had  been 
treated  at  different  times  by  very  eminent 
Members  of  that  House,  among  others 
by  Lord  Campbell,  Lord  Brougham, 
Lord  Selborne,  and  Lord  Cairns ;  and  it 
might  be  thought  from  his  non-acquaint- 
ance with  the  technicalities  of  the  sub- 
ject that  it  was  somewhat  bold  in  him 
to  attempt  to  bring  it  under  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships.  Bills  had  been 
passed  and  inquiries  instituted  in  refer- 
ence to  it,  and  yet  the  matter  was  still 
involved  in  very  great  difficulty  and 
complexity.  The  present  was,  he  con- 
sidered, a  favourable  time  for  intro- 
ducing this  subject.  The  measure  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  bring  forward  was 
merely  a  corollary  of  Lord  Cairns's  Act, 
so  much  so,  indeed,  that  without  the 
passing  of  this  measure  the  whole  in- 
tention of  that  Act  would  be  defeated. 
At  present  there  was  a  deadlock  in  land, 
and  owing  to  the  steady  and  persistent 
fall  in  prices  there  was  every  prospect  of 
these  bad  times  continuing.  Taking 
these  matters  into  consideration,  and 
also  the  large  charges  which  were  laid 
upon  the  land  in  rates  and  tithes,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  land 
was  practically  verging  upon  bank- 
ruptcy. The  measure  of  1882  had  been 
the  crowning  act  of  Earl  Cairns' s  la- 
bours in  the  direction  of  freeing  the 
land  from  the  burdens  under  which  it 
lay,  and  by  it  the  whole  tenure  of  the 
land  had  been  altered.  Lord  Cairns  had 
given  to  the  tenants  for  life  of  settled 
estates  power  to  sell  every  portion  of 
them  except  the  mansion  house,  thus  de- 
feating the  purpose  of  the  entail,  which 
had  been  to  keep  the  land  in  one  family 
as  long  as  possibly  could  be  done.  He 
believed  that  this  Act,  in  conjunction 
with  a  further  measure  upon  the  sub- 
ject, might  be  one  of  the  greatest  main- 
stays of  the  value  of  property.  At  pre- 
sent the  expenses  of  the  transfer  of 
land  were  enormous,  amounting  between 
vendors'  and  purchasers'  expenses  to  12 
or  15  per  cent,  besides  the  great  delay 
which  at  present  took  place  in  the  trans- 
action.   In  1854  a  Rojral  Commission 


had  inquired  into  the  question  of  the 
transfer  of  land,  and  also  that  of  the 
examination  of  titles ;  in  fact,  there  had 
been  two  Royal  Commissions  and  one 
Committee  who  had  considered  the  ques- 
tion. In  Lord  Westbury's  Act  of  1862 
it  had  been  attempted  to  make  a  register 
of  titles,  in  which  the  register  should  be 
the  mirror  of  the  title;  but  solicitors 
had  been  unwilling  to  advise  their  clients 
to  lend  money  upon  morto;ages  of  estates 
thus  jegistered.  Lord  Westbury's  and 
Lord  Cairns's  Acts  had  failed  in  the  ob- 
ject for  which  they  were  passed — 
namely,  to  encourage  owners  to  register 
the  title  of  their  lands.  No  title  deed 
was  practically  indefeasible  and  abso- 
lute, and  it  was  by  excluding  all  other 
rights  that  a  person  proved  his  own. 
The  only  way  they  could  get  out  of  that 
was  by  advertising  the  title.  He  pro- 
posed to  give  every  person  the  right  to 
enter  his  land  on  the  register,  and  to 
make  an  affidavit  indicating  all  the 
charges  on  the  land ;  accompanying  that 
affidavit  would  be  another  from  two  rate- 
payers of  the  county  living  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  the  land  was  situated. 
At  the  end  of  two  years'  primary  regis- 
tration the  title  would  become  absolute, 
and  would  exclude  all  other  persons.  By 
these  means,  he  contended,  there  would 
be  offered  inducements  to  bring  land 
upon  the  register  such  as  were  not  given 
by  the  Act  of  1875.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
such  a  measure  as  this  could  become 
law.  He  had  introduced  this  subject 
only  because  he  believed  it  to  be  one  of 
great  importance  on  which  legislation 
was  absolutely  necessary.  Should  their 
Lordships  be  willing  to  grant  a  second 
reading  to  the  Bill,  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  its  being  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  which  could  investigate  the 
whole  subject,  and  a  Bill  be  brought  in 
the  next  year.  This  Bill  was  rejuly  an 
amendment  of  Lord  Cairns's  Land  Act 
and  a  practical  attempt  Jto  endeavour  to 
meet  the  difficulties  which  that  Act  did 
not  meet — namely,  the  difficulties  put  in 
the  way  of  registration  by  the  Legal  Pro- 
fession. He  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  BiU. 

Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The  Buke  of  Marlborough.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbxjry)  said,  he  was,  unfortunately, 
not  able  to  advise  their  Lordships   to 
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yield  to  the  sugfjestion  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough),  and  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  with  a 
yiew  to  the  subject  being  investigated. 
He  was  not  at  aU  insensible  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  question  ;  indeed,  it  was 
one  which  had  exercised  the  minds  of 
the  Legal  Profession,  besides  many  other 
persons,  for  a  considerable  time.  But 
the  only  effect  now  of  passing  this  Bill 
— one  of  117  sections — would  be  that 
the  House  would  commit  itself  without 
debate  to  the  principle  of  the  measure, 
upon  which  undoubtedly  neither  the 
Legal  Profession  nor  those  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  Land  Question  were  agreed. 
There  were  two  principles  upon  which 
registration  could  take  place — one  was 
the  registration  of  title,  and  the  other 
was  the  registration  of  deeds.  The 
noble  Duke  asked  the  House  to  commit 
itself  to  one  of  those  principles.  For 
his  own  part,  he  wished  to  be  able  to 
consider  a  question  of  this  sort  in  its 
entirety,  and,  if  legislation  should  be 
desirable,  to  be  able  to  form  a  judgment 
on  the  subject  without  being  committed 
to  any  particular  principle  in  dealing 
with  it.  He  could  not,  therefore,  advise 
their  Lordships  to  pass  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill  which  affirmed  one  prin- 
ciple and  contradicted  another,  and  thus 
preclude  themselves  from  considering 
and  coming  to  a  judgment  on  the  whole 
question.  Nor  was  he  able  to  concur 
in  the  noble  Duke's  observations  that 
this  Bill  either  followed  the  lines  or  was 
any  essential  part  of  the  system  of  Lord 
Caims's  Act.  The  noble  Duke  had 
done  an  injustice  to  his  own  diligence 
in  striving  to  minimize  the  changes 
which  this  Bill  sought  to  introduce. 
Among  other  things,  the  Bill  provided 
that  I^d  Commissioners  should  divide 
the  whole  of  England  into  districts,  and 
that  titles  to  land  should  be  registered 
on  the  application  of  the  owners.  Speak- 
ing roughly,  the  Bill  would  have,  the 
effect  of  reducing  the  Statutes  of  Limi- 
tation with  respect  to  the  recovery  of 
land  to  two  years.  That  was  a  most 
serious  change,  and  one  which  the  noble 
Duke  proposed,  apparently  not  only 
without  consultation  with  the  real  pro- 
perty lawyers,  but  somewhat  in  defiance 
of  the  principles  on  which  lawyers  had 
been  accustomed  to  act.  He  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  being  antago- 
nistic to  the  principle  which  the  noble 
Poke  advanced;  but  he  maintained  that 


at  that  period  of  the  Session,  and  under 
the  circumstances,  it  was  in  the  highest 
degree  undesirable  to  pledge  the  House 
to  a  Bill  the  principles  of  which  he  had 
just  glanced  at  without  full  considera- 
tion. The  practical  ground  on  which  he 
opposed  the  Bill  was  that  it  was  in 
truth  only  pledging  the  House  to  a  kind 
of  abstract  principle  without  sufficient 
examination  into  either  principles  or. 
details. 

LoED  CASTLETOWN  said,  that  the 
noble  Duke  had  made  no  reference  in 
his  speech  to  Ireland  and  Scotland.  In 
Ireland  there  was  an  Act  in  force  almost 
identical  with  the  noble  Duke's  Bill ; 
but  it  had  unfortunately  proved  almost 
nugatory  in  consequence  of  the  diffi- 
culties interposed  by  the  Legal  Profes- 
sion. The  Eecord  of  Title  Act,  as  it 
was  termed,  was  passed  in  1865;  but 
the  fees  which  had  been  fixed  by  the 
Judges  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
were  much  too  high.  The  main  ques- 
tion involved  was  that  of  compulsion, 
without  which  the  trammels  of  the  Legal 
Profession  would  never  be  got  rid  of. 
Nor  would  the  question  be  satisfactorily 
disposed  of  until  similar  laws  were  made 
for  the  Three  Kingdoms.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time,  and  then  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Lord  ELLENBOEOUQH  said,  he 
thorught  that  a  Bill  of  that  kind  ought 
only  to  be  introduced  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government  of  the  day. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  that 
he  had  introduced  a  Bill  in  1873  much 
on  the  same  lines  as  the  noble  Duke's, 
so  far  as  related  to  the  principle  of 
compulsion.  But  he  quite  agreed  with 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
House  to  deal  with  the  question  at  that 
period  of  the  Session,  and  that  it  was 
undesirable  that  the  House  should  give 
a  vote  which  might  affect  the  majority 
of  their  Lordships,  by  committing  them 
to  the  affirmation  of  any  principle  with- 
out having  had  ample  time  for  its  con- 
sideration. He  looked  upon  the  sub- 
ject as  being  one  of  great  importance, 
but  encumbered  with  serious  difficulties ; 
but  for  which  the  late  Government  would 
not  have  allowed  five  years  to  elapse 
without  dealing  with  it.  The  difficulties 
did  not  all  rest  with  the  Legal  Profes- 
sion. In  his  judgment,  to  make  a  suc- 
cessful measure,  three,   certainly  two, 
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things  would  be  necessary.  First,  the 
system  of  registration  should  be  general 
and  compulsory ;  secondly,  the  Govern- 
ment must  go  to  the  expense  of  estab- 
lishing, in  as  many  centres  as  the  con- 
venience of  the  country  might  require, 
the  necessary  machinery  for  carrying  out 
the  system  under  the  control  of  compe- 
tent persons.  As  such  a  system  could 
not  at  first  be  self-supporting,  though 
in  the  end  it  might  prove  so,  the  Trea- 
sury would  have  to  be  consulted,  and 
difficulties  might  arise  in  that  quarter. 
Thirdly,  he  was  very  much  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  noble  Duke  that  it  would 
be  necessary  in  any  great  reform  to  clear 
possessory  titles  after  a  comparatively 
short  time,  and  to  bar  all  contrary  claims. 
That,  however,  would  involve  the  ex- 
clusion of  dormant  and  outstanding 
claims,  in  a  much  more  summary  way 
than  under  the  present  law ;  and  this 
some  persons  would  not  like,  because 
there  might  be  some  questions  under 
settlements  arising.  All  the  difficulties 
which  he  had  mentioned  might  be  over- 
come ;  but  there  were  other  and  great 
difficulties  behind,  which  certainly  did 
not  rest  with  the  Legal  Profession.  A 
great  deal  was  heard  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. What  did  that  mean?  He  was 
not  sure  that  all  those  who  most  fre- 
quently used  the  phrase  would  agree  as 
to  the  answer,  or  as  to  what  should  be 
done  respecting  it.  Some  would  pro- 
pose one  thing,  and  some  another. 
There  was  a  large  body  of  persons, 
whose  opinions  were  not  unlikely  in 
the  future  to  prevail,  who  objected 
to  the  substance  of  our  Law  of  Beal 
Property,  and  would  object  to  modifica- 
tions of  the  law,  which  were  only  in  the 
direction  of  facilitating  transfer,  and 
which  did  not  deal  with  entails  and 
settlements,  either  by  total  abolition,  or, 
at  least,  by  bringing  them  within  nar- 
rower limits.  He  regretted  this  state 
of  things,  not  because  he  was  opposed 
to  all  important  changes  in  the  sub- 
stance of  the  law,  but  because  he  al- 
ways thought  it  wise,  in  dealing  with 
large  and  complicated  questions,  to  treat 
the  different  branches  of  them  sepa- 
rately. Nothing  could  be  done  in  the 
matter  without  the  general  support, 
either  of  lawyers,  or  of  the  country  at 
large,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  he 
had  supported  the  recent  measures  of 
his  late  lamented  Friend  Earl  Oairns ; 
which  were    most  useful,   but  which, 
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without  that  general  support  which  they 
received  from  the  Members  of  the  Legcd 
Profession  who  had  seats  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  would  never  have  become 
law. 

The  Eabl  op  LONGFOED  urged  that 
as  there  were  both  purchasers  for  small 
parcels  of  land,  and  proprietors  willing 
to  sell,  who  were  now  kept  apart  by  the 
legal  delays  and  expenses,  arrangements 
were  required  to  facilitate  the  transfer 
of  small  holdings. 

Thb  Duke  of  MARLBOEOUGH  said, 
the  extension  of  the  principle  of  registra- 
tion of  title  was  so  large  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  that  he  should  hardly 
be  warranted  in  asking  their  Lordships  to 
assent  to  the  second  reading  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session.  He  would  there- 
fore, with  the  permission  of  their  Lord- 
ships, withdraw  the  Bill.  He  would, 
however,  bring  it  forward  in  another 
Session  unless  the  Government  would 
themselves  deal  with  the  subject. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUET  : 
Before  the  discussion  closes  I  wish 
to  make  merely  one  remark.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Selbome),  and  all 
who  have  taken  part  in  this  discussion, 
go  upon  the  theory,  which  is  very  com- 
mon in  this  country,  that  there  is  some- 
thing in  the  law  in  this  country,  as  it  is 
practised,  which  makes  it  specially  diffi- 
cult and  expensive  to  transfer  smdUL  pro- 
perties from  one  person  to  another ;  and 
there  is  a  belief  that  by  something  we  can 
do  in  this  building  we  may  alter  the  stato 
of  things  altogether.  Now,  I  wish  to 
say — and  each  man  must  contribute  his 
own  experience — that  I  have  very  great 
scepticism  on  that  subject,  and  I  found 
my  scepticism  on  the  fact  that  I  have 
myself  dealt  in  a  small  way  with  small 
properties  in  England  and  in  Franqe. 
In  France  the  almost  fixed  charge 
for  conveying  land  is  12  per  cent  on  the 
purchase  money.  In  this  country  the 
charge  varies  enormously;  but,  according 
to  my  experience,  it  does  not  exceed,  as 
a  rule,  4  or  5  per  cent.  In  France  the 
shackles  supposed  to  be  connected  with 
the  feudal  system  have  been  long  ago  got 
rid  of,  and  yet  the  cost  remains  as  high 
as  I  have  stated.  No  doubt  I  shall  be 
told — and  I  think  it  right  to  mention 
this,  because  it  is  an  important  point — 
that  a  very  considerable  taxation  exists 
in  France,  as  it  exists  to  some  extent  in 
this  country,  and  that  the  12  per  cent 
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includes  a  sum  for  that  purpose.  That 
taxation  represents,  in  a  great  degree, 
the  performance  of  the  very  services  for 
which  a  Bill  of  this  kind  provides — 
namely,  the  cost  of  registration  and  so 
forth,  which  are  no  doubt  essential  to  a 
transfer  of  small  properties,  but  which, 
like  all  services,  must  be  paid  for,  and 
which  tend  to  raise  the  price  in  the 
manner  I  have  indicated.  Do  not  let 
us  be  misled  by  the  experience  of  the 
Ck)lonies.  They  have  no  difficulty  in 
providing  a  cheap  mode  of  land  transfer 
because  their  land  has  no  legal  history. 
What  causes  the  expense  here  is  the 
fact  that  land  has  gone  through  a  great 
number  of  previous  transactions,  which 
have  to  be  traced,  identified,  and  dealt 
with,  and  any  difficulty  arising  out  of 
them  removed.  When  you  deal  with 
land  which  is  in  a  state  of  nature,  or 
which  has  not  been  many  years  in  the 
hands  of  individuals,  of  course  that 
complicated  history  does  not  exist,  and 
the  cost  arising  out  of  it  has  not  to  be 
paid.  It  would,  therefore,  be  taking  a 
very  optimist  view  of  the  subject  to 
think  that  anything  we  can  do  in  this 
House  will  make  the  transfer  of  land  as 
cheap  in  an.  old  country  as  it  is  in  a  new 
one.  Though  I  am  far  from  saying  that 
improvements  cannot  be  made,  or  wish- 
ing to  throw  any  discouragement  on  efforts 
such  as  that  of  the  noble  Duke,  which 
show  gpreat  industry  and  considerable 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  yet  I  do  not 
think  that  such  an  extensive  cheapening 
as  generally  believed  to  be  possible  will 
arise  from  any  legislation  we  may 
adopt. 

Motion  and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the 
House)  withdrawn.  . 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER-THE 

COmnTTEE    ROOMS  —  VENTILATION 

OF  THE  HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

0B8EBVATI0NS. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  ventilation 
of  the  Committee  Eooms  of  the  House. 
When  the  east  wind  blew  the  Com- 
mittee Booms  of  the  House  became  the 
very  temples  of  the  winds,  to  the  great 
discomfort  of  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  to  the  members  of  the  Bar 
and  others  who  had  to  attend  in  them. 
He  had  been  informed  that  the  windows 
might  be  made  air-tight  at  a  very  small 
expense ;  and  considering  that  the  House 


of  Lords  only  cost  the  country  the  sum 
of  about  £3,000  or  £4,000  a-year,  after 
deducting  the  amount  which  it  paid  into 
the  Treasury,  to  keep  up,  he  thought 
the  cost  of  excluding  the  cold  air  from 
the  Committee  Eooms  would  not  be 
gprudged. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  also 
suggested  that  improvements  should  be 
made.  At  present,  when  the  windows 
were  opened,  there  was  an  intolerable 
draught,  and,  when  closed,  a  foul  atmos- 
phere. 

Lord  HENNIEER  said,  he  would  not 
follow  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Belmore)  through  all  the  points  he  had 
raised  in  his  speech ;  but  he  must  say, 
as  one  who  had  sat  in  Committee  Eooms 
for  many  hours,  that  he  fully  sym- 
pathized with  his  noble  Friend,  and  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  last  spoken  (the 
Earl  of  Xongford),  in  their  desire  not  to 
be  obliged  to  sit  in  over-heated  rooms 
when  Business  of  gpreat  importance  was 
before  them.  It  might,  perhaps,  in- 
terest their  Lordships  to  know  what 
was  the  present  system  of  ventilation  in 
the  Committee  Eooms,  as  he  had  taken 
the  trouble  that  day  to  go  into  the  mat- 
ter. Under  each  Committee  Eoom  there 
was  a  large  arched  chamber ;  through 
this  chamber  air  was  admitted  from  out- 
side into  the  room  by  means  of  gratings 
all  round  the  room,  at  the  bottom  of  the 
high  dado,  and  by  means  of  gratings 
under  the  windows ;  and  at  the  top  of  the 
dado,  all  round  the  room,  there  was  an 
open  space  to  allow  the  foul  air  to  es- 
cape; there  were  perforated  panels  in 
the  ceiling,  and  the  cornice  all  round 
the  room  was  perforated  for  the  same 
purpose.  When  the  foul  air  was  carried 
up  above  the  ceiling,  it  was  carried 
away  by  a  down  shaft,  the  foxil  air 
being  brought  from  both  ends  of  the 
corridor,  which  communicated  with  the 
Victoria  Tower.  A  fire  was  always 
kept  alight  there,  and  this  and  the 
draught  drew  away  the  foul  air  through 
the  Victoria  Tower.  This  system  ap- 
peared to  be  perfect;  but,  from  ex- 
perience, he  would  say  it  could  not  be 
said  to  be  so.  No  doubt,  noble  Lords 
were  often  to  blame  themselves,  as  they 
were  apt  to  open  the  windows — a  noble 
Lord  was  very  hot,  and  asked  for  the 
window  to  be  opened,  and  so  on.  This 
disturbed  the  system  of  ventilation,  and 
it  might  be  that  the  opening  of  the 
window  made  the  room  more  hot  than 
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it  otherwise  would  be.  It  was  quite 
true,  as  his  noble  Friend  had  said,  that 
one  room  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
he  thought  Boom  No.  13 — had  been 
altered  in  a  satisfactory  manner  —  so 
as  to  allow  the  windows  to  be  opened, 
and  to  greatly  improve  the  ventilation. 
However,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  would  give  his  most  earnest 
attention  to  the  matter;  and  he  would, 
in  consultation  with  Dr.  Percy — who 
looked  after  such  matters  in  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  than  whom  no  one 
in  England  was  a  better  authority  on 
the  subject  of  ventilation— do  all  he 
could  to  remedy  the  inconvenience  com- 
plained of. 

The  Eael  of  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
however  perfect  the  present  system  of 
ventilation  of  the  Committee  Booms 
might  be  in  theory,  the  result  was  dis- 
creditable. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  9th  Juiy,  1885. 
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MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issubd— F(w  Hor- 
sham, V.  Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  baronet.  Groom 
in  Waiting. 

Select  Committee  —  School  Board  Elections 
(Voting),  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour  and  Viscount 
Folkestone  added;  Kitchen  and  Refresh- 
ment Rooms,  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert  added. 

Supply — eonaidered  in  Committer  —  Besolutiont 
[July  8]  reported, 

/ays  and  Means — considered  in  Committee — 
Four  Million  Pounds,  Exchequer  Bills  or 
Treasury  Bills. 

Public  Bills  —  Resolution  in  Committee  — 
Ordered  —  First  Reading  —  Licensing  Laws 
Amendment  •  [226]. 

Ordered — First  Reading — Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  (No.  2)  •  [223]  ;  Deeds  of  Arrange- 
ment Registration*  [225];  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Money)  •  [224]. 

First  i2tfarf«>i^— Ecclesiastical  Commissioners* 
[227]. 

Second  Reading  —  Criminal  Law  Amendment  • 
[169] ;  Federal  CouncU  of  Australasia 
[166];  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance*  [218]; 
Yorkshire  Registries*  [211];  Factory  Acts 
(Extension  to  Shops)  [23]. 

Select  Committee — Pluralities  [22],  nominated. 

Committee  —  Public  Health  (Members  and 
OflScers)  [114] — b.p.  ;  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Corrupt  Practices)  [148]— r.p.' 

Lord  Hcnnihr 


Committee  —  Report  —  Copyhold   Enfranchise- 
ment [26]. 
Considered  as  amended— Third  Reading^Shaii' 

non  Navigation*  [171] ;  River  Thames  (No.  2) 

[90],  emd  passed. 
Third  Reading  —  Local  Government  (Ireland) 

Provisional  Order  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  6)  * 

[186],  said,  passed. 
Withdrawn  —  Marriages    Validity  •     [103]  ; 

Police  [113];  Intermediate  Education,  Wa" 

[196]. 


QUESTIONS. 
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IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— FAIR 
RENTS. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  number  of  applica- 
tions to  fix  fair  rents  is  now  undisposed 
of  by  the  Land  Commission ;  what  is  the 
average  number  per  month  of  origi- 
nating notices  issued  for  the  past  twelve 
months;  and,  whether  such  provision 
will  be  made  for  the  hearing  of  applica- 
tions by  tenants  as  will  ensure  a  speedy 
adjudication  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAET  :  The 
number  of  applications  to  have  fair  rents 
fixed  which  were  undisposed  of  on  the 
30th  ultimo  was  3,434.  In  the  12  months 
to  that  date  originating  notices  came  in 
at  the  average  rate  of  598  per  month, 
and  cases  were  heard  at  the  average 
rate  of  943  per  month.  There  is,  there- 
fore, a  reasonable  prospect  of  the  arrears 
being  soon  wiped  out. 

SUEZ  OANAL-THE  CDNMRENCE. 

Mr.  CHAELES  PALMEE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflFairs,  When  the  Papers  respecting  the 
Conference  held  in  Paris  on  the  neu- 
trality of  the  Suez  Canal  will  be  issued ; 
and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  give  the 
same  pledge  to  the  House  as  was  given 
by  the  late  Government,  that  no  Con- 
vention shall  be  confirmed  until  the 
House  has  pronounced  an  opinion  on  it  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  :  The 
Papers  are  in  course  of  preparation  for 
Parliament;  but  they  are  voluminous, 
and  it  is  not  expected  that  they  can  be 
laid  on  the  Table  for  a  fortnight.  The 
House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  pass- 
ing a  judgment  on  the  proposed  Con- 
vention before  any  further  step  is  taken. 
No  agreement  has  yet  been  arrived  at 
as  to  its  terms. 
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of  communicating  with  Egypt  fall  under 
the  new  Order,  though  it  does,  appa- 
rently, include  all  vessels  coming  to 
Egypt  from  infected  ports.  Under  these 
circumstances,  a  full  Heport  has  been 
called  for  as  to  the  regulation  in  ques- 
tion. I  may  mention  that  the  same 
regulation  h£is  for  some  time  been  in 
force  for  vessels  having  had  cases  of 
cholera  (or  suspected  oases)  on  board 
during  the  voyage.  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  this  country  has  never 
admitted  that  such  restrictions  on  pas- 
sage through  the  Canal  of  British  ves- 
sels bound  to  British  ports  are  legiti- 
mate ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
kind  enough  to  put  a  further  Question 
on  a  future  day,  I  hope  I  shall  be  able 
to  report  a  less  unsatisfactory  state  of 
things. 

TRADE    AND    COMMERCE  — THE    DE- 
PRESSION OF  TRADE-A  ROTAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
it  is  intended  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  make  in- 
quiry with  regard  to  depression  of 
trade  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  a  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate  will  be  presented  for  the 
expenses  of  that  Commission  during  the 
current  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER :  An  inquiry  into  the  depression 
of  trade  has  been  resolved  upon  by  the 
Government.  I  hope  to  be  in  a  position 
to  make  a  further  statement  upon]  the 
subject  in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  gave  Notice 
that  on  Monday  he  would  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  text  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  including  the  names  of 
those  composing  it  ? 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  beg  to  say  it  will  be  quite 
impossible  for  me  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion on  Monday. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  :  Well,  on 
an  early  day. 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT- 
OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr.  DUCKHAM  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  refuse  fat  of 
animals  formerly  sent  to  the  tallow 
chandler  is  now  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  oleomargarine ;  that  much  of  the  fat 
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PUBUC  HEALTH  —  INTERNATIONAL 
SANITARY  CONFERENCE  AT  ROME. 
Mb.  SUTHERLAND  asked  theUnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty^B  Government  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Papers  relating  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  International 
Sanitary  Conference  at  Rome,  including 
Reports  by  the  British  Representa- 
tives? 

The  under  SECRETARY:  Papers 
on  the  subject  are  in  preparation,  and 
will  be  laid  before  Parliament  as  soon 
as  possible.  We  have  not  yet  received 
all  the  Protocols  of  the  Conference. 
The  translations  have  not  been  com- 
menced, and  I  do  not  see  much  hope  of 
their  being  ready  before  the  Recess. 

EGYPT— THE  INTERNATIONAL  SANI- 
TARY COUNCIL-QUARANTINE. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  asked  theUnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  aware  that  the  International  Sani- 
tary Council  of  Egypt  has,  within  the 
last  few  days,  published  an  edict  to  the 
effect  that  all  vessels  bound  through  the 
Suez  Canal  from  India  (or  from  other  so 
called  "infected"  countries)  are  to  be 
required,  before  being  allowed  to  enter 
the  Canal,  even  though  they  may  have 
no  intention  of  communicating  with 
Egypt,  to  undergo  an  elaborate  process 
of  disinfection  by  pumping  sulphate  of 
iron,  or  other  acid,  through  the  bilges 
of  the  ship,  a  process  which  would,  in 
every  case,  lead  to  most  serious  delay, 
and  also  be  highly  detrimental  to  the 
structures  of  iron  vessels  and  to  cargoes, 
especially  those  of  a  valuable  character, 
such,  for  example,  as  tea ;  if  so,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  interfering  with  the 
passage  of  British  ships  through  the 
Suez  Canal  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY:  I  am 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  giving 
some  days'  Notice  of  this  Question,  which 
has  enabled  us  to  telegraph  to  Egypt  on 
the  subject;  and  it  appears  that  a  regula- 
tion of  the  tenour  mentioned  has  been 
recently  issued  by  the  Egyptian  Qua- 
rantine Board.  But  it  does  not  appear 
certain,  from  the  information  in  the 
possession  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvern- 
ment,  that  vessels  having  no  intention 
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BO  used  is  often  in  a  very  putrid  state ; 
that  chemicals  of  a  very  deleterious 
nature  are  used  to  deodorise  it ;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  such  a  super- 
vision of  the  manufactories  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  shall  guard  against 
so  revoltinf2f  a  practice  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  :  The  Board  have 
no  information  as  to  any  such  manufac- 
ture as  that  described  in  England.  But 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  inform  me 
where  any  such  manufacture  is  carried  on 
in  England  with  putrid  materials  and  che- 
micals of  a  deleterious  nature,  we  shall 
be  prepared  to  brin^z:  the  matter  under 
the  attention  of  the  Local  Authority.  Of 
course,  if  butterine  is  sold  as  butter,  it 
is  an  offence  under  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  and  in  many  instances  con- 
victions have  been  obtained  in  respect 
of  that  offence. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY COMMISSION— DESPATCHES 

OF  SIR  PETER  LUMSDEN. 
Mb.  ONSLOW  aslced  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  AVhether  there  would 
be  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  all  the  Despatches  and 
Telegrams  in  full  sent  by  Sir  P.  Lums- 
den  to  the  late  Government  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE  (for  Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  1  have  to  state 
that  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  it  would  not  be  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Public  Service  to  lay  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden's  Coi^espondence  on  the 
Table  in  the  present  stage  of  the  nego- 
tiations with  Hussia. 

EGTPTIAN  GENERAL  ASSEMBLY— THE 
EGYPTIAN  LOAN. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Egyptian  General 
Assembly  has  been  convened,  as  re- 
quired by  the  Egyptian  Constitution,  to 
consider  the  proposed  loan  of  nine 
millions  which  has  already  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  British  and  French  Legis- 
latures; and,  whether  the  present  Go- 
vernment will  promise,  as  the  late  Go- 
vernment promised,  that  the  Egyptian 
Law  will  be  observed  in  this  matter, 
and  that  the  loan  will  not  be  illegally 
raised  without  due  sanction  of  the 
Egyptian  Assembly  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY:  The 
Egyptian  General  Assembly  has  not  been 

J/}-.  Dvckham 


convened;  but  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vem- 
ment  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  it 
is  intended  to  omit  any  formality  which 
may  be  necessary  to  insure  the  legality 
of  the  loan.  They  are  not  aware  of  any 
promise  having  been  g^ven  by  the  late 
Government,  such  as  is  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member.  I  suppose  the  hon. 
Member  alludes  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  late  Prime  Minister  on  the  24  th 
of  March,  in  answer  to  a  Question  from 
himself,  namely — 

"  The  business  of  the  Khedive  no  doubt,  if 
he  thinks  proper,  is  to  take  all  the  steps  re- 
quired by  the  law  in  force  in  Egypt  to  fulfil  in 
a  regular  manner  his  part  of  the  duties  con- 
nected with  this  Convention.  Application  has 
been  made  to  the  Khedive  upon  the  subject, 
and  he  has  engaged  to  take  all  those  steps. 
Therefore  my  hon.  Friend  need  not  feel  any 
alarm  as  to  what  has  been  done  so  far  as  Egypt 
is  concerned.**— (3  Sansard,  [296]  388.) 

The  question,  therefore,  stands*  now  as 
it  was  left  by  the  late  Government. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said, 
what  he  wished  to  know  was  whether 
any  steps  had  been  taken  by  the  Khe- 
dive since  the  late  Prime  Minister  made 
the  statement  referred  to  ? 

The  under  SECEETAEY  said, 
he  had  no  addition  to  make  to  the 
statement  of  the  late  Prime  Minister. 
The  matter  was  in  exactly  the  same 
position  now  as  when  that  statement 
was  made. 

IRELAND— SPEECH  OF  LORD  RAN- 
DOLPH CHURCHILL. 

Mr.  M*C0AN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  following 
extract  from  a  Eeport  in  The  Times,  of 
21st  December,  1883,  of  a  speech  de- 
livered by  him  at  Edinburgh  on  the  pre- 
vious day,  is  substantially  accurate: — 

"  I  believe  that  the  Tory  Party  is  not  pro- 
pared  to  g^ve  way  an  inch  to  the  Irish  Party 
in  this  matter  [of  further  concessions];  it  is 
resolved  to  stand  firm ;  and  I  tell  you  truly 
and  sincerely  that  on  this  question  the  Tory 
Party  is  entitled  to  your  support.  It  is  time, 
and  high  time,  to  pull  up.  Concede  nothing 
more  to  Mr.  Parnell,  either  on  the  land,  or  on 
the  franchise,  or  on  local  self-government.  We 
have  gone  in  three  short  years  too  far,  and  we 
have  gone  too  fast ;  the  hill  is  very  steep,  the 
drag  has  not  been  suflSciently  weighted,  and, 
unless  we  take  a  long  pull  and  a  strong  pull, 
the  horses  will  get  away  from  us,  and  there 
will  be  a  terrible  smash.  Develop,  if  you  like, 
in  any  way  you  may,  the  material  resources  of 
Ireland.  Advance  public  money  on  the  easiest 
terms  for  railways,  tramways,  canals,  roads, 
labourers'  dwellings,  fisheries,  and  objeots  of 
that  kind.    We  owe  the  Irish  a  great  deal  for 
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oar  bad  gOTemment  of  them  in  the  past,  and, 
if  we  are  not  stinfi^y,  there  are  few  injuries, 
howeyer  deep,  which  money  will  not  cure.  But 
do  not,  as  yon  value  your  life  as  an  empire, 
swallow  one  morsel  more  of  heroic  legislation ; 
and,  by  giving  a  continuous  support  to  the 
Tory  Party,  let  the  Irish  know  that,  although 
they  cry  day  and  night,  though  they  vex  you 
witti  much  wickedness,  and  harass  you  with 
much  disorder,  though  they  incessantly  divert 
your  attention  from  your  own  affairs,  though 
they  cause  you  all  manner  of  trial  and  trouble, 
that  there  is  one  thing  jou  will  detect  at  once, 
in  whatever  form  or  guise  it  may  be  presented 
to  you,  there  is  one  thing  you  will  never  listen 
to,  there  ia  one  thing  you  will  never  yield  to, 
and  that  is,  their  demand  for  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  that,  to  their  yeHs  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Union,  you  answer  an  unchanging,  an  un- 
changeable, and  a  unanimous  *  No ; '  *' 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  still  adheres  to 
these  views  of  Irish  policy,  and,  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  will  continue  to 
give  them  his  support  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  :  The  speech  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  alludes  was 
made  nearly  two  years  ago.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  Member  will  understand  that 
I  cannot  be  perfectly  certain  as  to  the 
absolute  accuracy  of  the  report  of  a 
speech  made  nearly  two  years  hf^o; 
but  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
it  is  accurate.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  think  me  wanting  in  courtesy 
towards  him  if  I  express  the  opinion 
that  I  should  be  altogether  misusing 
the  time  of  the  House  which  is  allotted 
to  the  asking  of  Questions,  and  abusing 
the  privilege  and  the  latitude  which  is 
given  to  Ministers  by  the  House  in  an- 
swering Questions,  if  I  were  to  enter 
into  any  controversy  with  him  as  to  any 
speeches  which  I  may  have  made  some 
time  ago.  But  if  the  hon.  Member 
thinks,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion, 
that  it  would  be  either  to  the  public 
advantage  or  to  his  own  personal  satis- 
faction or  relief  to  pursue  any  contro- 
versy further  about  speeches  which  I 
have  made,  then  I  would  invite  him  to 
take  advantage  of  the  numerous  oppor- 
tunities which  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  must  undoubtedly  afford  him  to 
raise  the  matter  in  debate,  and  I  can 
assure  him  that  I  will  meet  him  with  the 
utmost  frankness  and  candour.  I  neither 
withdraw  nor  apologize  for  anything 
that  I  have  said  at  any  time,  believing, 
as  I  do,  that  anything  which  I  may  have 
said  at  any  time  was  perfectly  justified 
by  the  special  circumstances  of  that  time, 
and  by  the  amount  of  information  which 
I  may  have  had  in  my  possession. 
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LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
MISS  KIERAN,  TENANT  OP  THE 
EARL  OF  HOWTH. 

Mr.  SHEIL  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  Miss  Kieran, 
of  Leg^ah,  county  Meath,  a  tenant  of 
Lord  Howth,  has  been  served  with  a 
writ  for  £560,  being  the  amount  of  a 
year's  rent,  although  only  one  half- 
year's  rent  was  due  on  May  the  1st,  ex- 
clusive of  the  hanging  gale;  that  the 
half-year's  rent  was  tendered  to  Lord 
Howth' s  solicitor  before  the  end  of 
May ;  that  he  refused  to  take  it,  and 
went  on  with  the  writ  for  the  full  year's 
rent,  although  the  second  half  is  not 
collected  in  the  ordinary  course  until 
November  next;  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  25th  of  this  month,  a  man 
named  Mathews,  who  acts  as  bailiff  to 
the  sub-sheriff,  seized  Miss  Elieran's 
effects,  and,  when  half  drunk,  forced 
his  way  into  that  lady's  room,  grossly 
insulted  her,  and  refused  to  leave ;  and, 
whether,  in  these  circumstances  of  ex- 
ceptional severity,  he  will  endeavour  to 
afford  Miss  Kieran  redress,  and  protection 
against  improper  conduct  of  the  sheriff's 
officer  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAEY  :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  matters  between 
Lord  Howth  and  his  late  tenant  which 
are  referred  to  in  this  Question.  I  am 
informed  that  the  conduct  of  the  bailiff 
was  very  bad;  but  I  am  advised  that 
the  proper  means  of  redress  open  to 
Miss  Kieran  is  to  bring  a  charge  in  the 
usual  way  before  a  magistrate,  or  by 
civil  action.  The  police  will  afford  Miss 
Kieran  protection  against  any  violence 
on  the  part  of  the  sheriff's  officer. 

SOUTH  AFRICA -BECHUANALAND. 

Ma.  E.  N.  FOWLER  (Loed  Mayor) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  has  received  from 
Sir  Charles  Warren,  Her  Majesty's 
Special  Commissioner  in  Bechuanaiand, 
any  detailed  information  concerning 
the  cession  of  land  which  the  great 
Chief  Khame  has  made  to  His  Excel- 
lency in  Northern  Bechuanaiand,  for 
purposes  of  English  settlement ;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  inform  the  House  of  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  territory  thus 
ceded  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY:  Yes;  informa- 
tion has  been  received  by  telegram  from 
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Sir  Charles  Warren,  and  forwarded 
by  Sir  Heroules  Eobinson  on  May  27, 
to  the  eflfect  that  an  offer  of  territory 
has  been  made  by  the  Chief  Khatne. 
This  Chief  states  that  his  territory  is 
bounded  on  the  north  by  the  Eiver 
Zambesi;  east  by  Gwaikei,  Mahobi, 
and  Tolwey  (?  Talo)  Eiver,  which  runs 
into  the  Limpopo,  29deg.  40min.  E. ; 
west,  by  Mobabi,  Tamalulsea  Eiver, 
and  Naloheri,  a  district  comprising  over 
100,000  square  miles.  He  proposes  to 
retain  for  tribal  use  territory  round 
Shoshong  comprising  about  2,000  square 
miles,  and  offers  the  rest  to  England 
for  English  settlers,  who  are,  with  his 
own  people,  to  defend  the  country  from 
filibusters.  He  objects  to  his  territory 
being  cut  in  two  by  latitude  22deg., 
which  is  the  Northern  boundary  of  the 
Protectorate,  and  wishes  it  taken  right 
up  to  the  Zambesi  (say,  latitude  18deg.) 
I  am  forced  to  say  that  these  boundaries 
are  not  undisputed.  They  would,  in 
my  opinion,  require  very  careful  exami- 
nation before  they  could  be  accepted  as 
a  basis  for  any  negotiation,  should  such 
take  place ;  and  as  a  matter  of  caution 
I  must  not  admit,  as  implied  in  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  Question,  that  the  terri- 
tory above  referred  to  has  been  actually 
**  ceded,"  though  the  offer  has  thus 
been  intimated.  Sir  Charles  Warren 
describes  the  country  as  **  magnificent 
for  cattle  farming  and  agriculture.''  It 
is  about  600  to  800  miles  from  Kimber- 
ley,  the  nearest  market  at  present.  This 
information  comes  by  telegram,  and  I 
await  further  details. 

NATIONAL    EDUCATION    (IRELAND)- 
SALARIES  OF  NATIONAL  SCHOOL 

TEACHERS. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLYM^CAETHY 
asked  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  AVhether  the  Go- 
vernment will  grant  a  Supplementary 
Estimate,  in  addition  to  the  class  salaries 
of  the  Irish  National  School  Teachers, 
pending  legislation  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  :  This  is 
a  very  serious  Question,  and  requires 
careful  consideration.  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  give  any  undertaking  in 
respect  to  it.  I  should,  perhaps,  observe 
that  the  Eoman  Catholic  Bishops  in  their 
letter,  which  is  now  before  the  House, 
point  to  increased  payment  in  the  shape 
of  results  fees  as  the  proper  method 
of   augmenting  the  teachers'   salaries. 

The  Secretary 


PARLIAMENTARY     ELECTIONS     (IRE- 
LAND)-ASSIST  ANT  REVISING 
BARRISTERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Can  he  state  how  many  assistant  re- 
vising barristers  are  to  be  appointed 
this  year  in  Ireland ;  at  what  rate  they 
will  be  paid;  who  they  are;  who  will 
decide  the  county  or  province  they  will 
act  in;  and,  will  any  opportimity  be 
given  of  discussing  the  political  com- 
plexion of  the  appointments,  on  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  this  Session,  or 
otherwise? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY:  The 
question  of  appointing  Assistant  Ee- 
vising  Barristers  is  at  present  engaging 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  and 
inquiries  have  been  set  on  foot  with  the 
view  of  ascertaining  what  number  will 
be  required.  It  is  expected  that  this 
information  will  be  to  hand  in  about 
a  week.  The  Treasury  have  fixed  the 
remuneration  at  five  guineas  a-day,  with 
actual  travelling  expenses  and  the  usual 
subsistence  allowance  for  each  night's 
absence  from  home  ;  but  I  believe  they 
propose  to  limit  the  number  of  days  for 
which  the  Assistant  Barristers  shall  be 
employed. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  there 
would  be  a  Supplementary  Estimate, 
and  an  opportunity  for  discussing  the 
matter  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETAEY :  Yes. 

EGYPT— M.  OLIVIER  PAIN. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Captain  G.  F.  Wilson,  E.E.,  offered 
a  reward  of  fifty  pounds  to  whoever 
would  capture  M.  Olivier  Pain  "dead 
or  alive,  or  would  present  his  papers ; " 
and,  if  so,  what  was  the  date  of  this 
proclamation ;  whether  the  proclamation 
was  withdrawn,  and  what  was  the  date 
of  the  withdrawal ;  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty*s  Government  have  taken  any  steps 
with  regard  to  Captain  Wilson's  con- 
duct ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  intended 
to  take  any  action  against  that  officer ; 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that  General 
Wolseley  has  announced  the  death  of 
M.  Olivier  Pain  ? 

The  SECEETAEY:  In  consequence 
of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Athlone  (Mr.  Justin  Huntly 
McCarthy)  on  the  subject,  inquiries  were 
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made  by  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  as  to  the 
authenticity  of  the  alleged  Proclamation. 
Sir  Eedvors  Buller,  who  was  at  the  time 
in  command  on  the  Nile,  was  unable 
\x>  trace  that  any  such  Proclamation  had 
been  issued ;  and  I  may  add  that  there 
never  was  a  Commandant  at  Sarras, 
where  it  is  alleged  the  Proclamation 
was  issued,  who  had  any  power  or  au- 
thority to  issue  such  a  Proclamation. 
With  reference  to  the  announcement  of 
the  death  of  Olivier  Pain,  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  telegraphed,  on  the  27  th  of  June, 
that  Luigi  Bonomi,  a  priest  who  es- 
caped from  Kordofan,  received  in  No- 
vember last  from  Lupton  Bey  a  letter 
stating  that  Pain  was  dead.  On  the 
other  hand,  one  Ghalli,  a  merchant 
from  Khartoum,  alleged  that  when 
he  recently  left  the  town  Pain  was 
there. 

CYPRUS— REPORT  OF  THE  HIGH  COM- 
MISSIONER. 

Captain  AYLMEE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  When 
the  Beport  of  the  High  Commissioner 
of  Cyprus,  in  continuation  of  C.  4188, 
which  was  up  to  Mardh  1884,  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament  ? 

The  SECEETAEY,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Paper  referred  to  had  not  ar- 
rived ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  be  shortly 
before  him. 

EGYPT-SLAVERY. 

Me.  M'COAN  asked  the  Undersecre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a 
pamphlet  entitled  *'  Scandals  in  Cairo  in 
connection  with  Slavery,"  recently  pub- 
lished under  the  auspices  of  the  British 
and  Foreign  Slavery  Society,  to  whom 
the  documents,  in  proof  of  the  state- 
ments made,  have  been  submitted,  which 
affirms  the  present  complicity  of  the 
Khedive  and  several  lugh  Egyptian 
officials  in  the  maintenance  of  the  slave 
trade ;  and,  whether  the  Foreign  Office 
will  direct  an  -  investigation  into  the 
grave  charges  so  made  against  the  offi- 
cials concerned  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECEETAEY,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  no  such  pamphlet  as  that 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  had 
reached  the  Foreign  Office. 

Mb.  M*C0AN  said,  he  would  be  happy 
to  send  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  copy 
of  it,  and  perhaps  he  would  answer  tiie 


Question  on  Monday.    \Cn$8  of  '*  Or- 
der!''] 

POST  OFFICE-NORTH  AMERICAN 
POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Mb.  GILES  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  When  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Great  Britain  and  North  American 
Postal  Service  will  commence  its  sit- 
tings? 

The  POSTMASTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  not  able  at  present  to  give  any 
information  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  that 
this  Committee  was  moved  for  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, who  was  appointed  Chairman. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  informed  him 
that  he  would  not  be  able  to  act  as 
Chairman.  Looking  to  the  period  of 
the  year,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  postpone  the  Committee  to  another 
Session. 

IRELAND— LOANS  TO  LANDLORDS 
(RAYMUNTERDONEY,    CO.    DONEGAL). 

Mb.  O'BEIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  fur- 
nishing the  Betum  ordered  by  the 
House  three  months  ago  of  loans  to 
landholders  in  the  parish  of  Eaymunter- 
doney,  county  Donegal  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY :  This  is 
a  Treasury  matter;  but  the  records  of 
the  House  show  that  this  Eeturn  was 
duly  presented  on  the  9th  of  last 
month. 

PAUPER  LUNATICS-TRANSFERENCE 
FROM  ASYLUMS  TO  WORKHOUSES. 

Mr.  BEINTON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  the 
following  questions  with  reference  to 
the  circular  of  January  22nd  last,  ad- 
dressed by  that  Board  to  Boards  of 
Guardians,  proposing  they  should  under- 
take to  receive  a  certain  class  of  pauper 
lunatics  from  asylums  into  workhouses 
on  suitable  conditions ;  as  to  the  number 
of  replies  of  a  favourable  character  re- 
ceived from  Boards  of  Guardians  on  this 
subject ;  and,  how  many  Boards  of 
Guardians  have  stated  that  they  consider 
it  absolutely  undesirable  to  have  such 
cases  transferred  to  workhouses  ? 

Thk  PRESIDENT:  Sir,  we  have  com- 
municated  with  the  Guardians  of  several 
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Unions  respecting  cases  of  pauper  luna- 
tics in  county  lunatic  asylums,  who,  as  we 
were  informed  by  the  Commissioners  in 
Lunacy,  might,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
medical  superintendent  of  the  asylum, 
be  adequately  and  more  economically 
provided  for  in  the  workhouse.  The 
result  of  these  communications  is  that, 
as  regards  84  Unions,  the  answers  have 
been  that  the  Guardians  were  willing  to 
receive  the  patients  if  they  were  returned 
to  the  workhouse.  From  258  Unions 
we  have  received  replies  to  the  effect 
that  the  Guardians  for  various  reasons 
were  not  prepared  to  receive  the  pa- 
tients. In  some  cases  thereason  assigned 
was  that  the  patients  had  been  returned 
as  dangerous  since  the  report  was  made 
by  the  medical  superintendent ;  in  others, 
that  the  workhouse  accommodation 
would  not  admit  of  their  reception  with- 
out much  inconvenience ;  and  in  others, 
that  if  the  patients  were  returned  the 
Guardians  would  have  to  incur  the  ex- 
pense of  an  additional  officer.  There 
were  also  37  Unions  in  which  the  Guar- 
dians were  favourable  to  receiving  some 
of  the  numbers,  but  not  others. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— PHILIP  DOTLE, 

POOR  RATE  COLLECTOR,  TINAHELT 

PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  will  inquire  into 
the  case  of  poor  rate  collector  Philip 
Doyle,  against  Eichard  Fenton,  receiver 
under  the  Court  of  Chancery  over  the 
estate  of  Mrs.  Courtney,  heard  at  Tina- 
hely  Petty  Sessions  on  the  Ist  instant ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  presiding 
magistrate  was  induced  by  Dr.  Toomey, 
the  solicitor  acting  for  Mrs.  Courtney, 
to  dismiss  the  case,  on  the  grounds  that 
the  agent,  Mr.  Fenton,  was  not  liable, 
and  could  not  be  sued  for  rates ;  whether 
Dr.  Toomey,  who  acted  for  Mrs.  Court- 
ney, also  acts  as  solicitor  to  the  Board 
of  Guardians ;  whether  the  Board  were 
specially  represented  by  a  solicitor  on 
that  occasion ;  and,  if  not,  why ;  and, 
whether  the  magistrate  was  justified  in 
the  action  he  took  under  the  oircum- 
stanoes  P 

The  chief  SECEETAEY:  This 
'  and  the  two  following  Questions  refer  to 
alleged  matters  of  fact,  some  of  which 
appear  to  be  beyond  the  province  of  the 
Government;  but  as  to  others,  I  shall 
probably  be  able  to  afford  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  the  information  he  desires  if  he  will 
be  good  enough  to  allow  me  opportunity 
of  makin g  inquiry.  As  the  Questions  are 
on  the  Paper  without  Notice,  I  have  not 
as  yet  been  able  to  obtain  information. 
Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  ask  the  Questions  on 
Monday. 

NAVY— THE  EVOLUTIONARY 
SQUADRON. 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  intends  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  any  Reports  relative 
to  the  operations  in  Bantry  Bay,  carried 
on  by  the  experimental  squadron  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD:  The  Reports 
will  not  be  for  some  time  yet  in 
our  hands.  I  cannot  give  a  promise 
as  to  any  Papers  I  have  not  seen  ;  but 
the  purpose  of  the  Admiralty  is  to  give 
such  Reports  as  may  be  interesting  to 
the  House,  and  not  injurious  to  the 
Public  Service. 

EGYPT— THE  EARL  OFNORTHBROOK'S 
REPORTS. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor) 
(for  Mr.  Onslow)  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
there  is  a  Copy  of  the  original  Report 
of  Lord  Northbrook  on  Egyptian  affairs 
at  present  in  the  Foreign  Office ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  lay  this  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  in  extenso  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY :  Lord 
Northbrook* s  administrative  and  finan- 
cial Reports  were  confidential  documents 
prepared  for  the  use  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, who  presented  to  Parliament  such 
portions  of  them  as  they  considered  desir- 
able. Those  portions  are  given  in  *  *  Egypt 
No:  4  "  and  in  **  Egypt  No.  15  "  of  this 
year.  A  copy  of  these  Reports  in  extenso 
exists  in  the  Foreign  Office  ;  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  intention 
of  laying  them  on  the  Table.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  have  no 
knowledge  whether  any  political  Report 
was  made  by  Lord  Northbrook  to  the 
late  Government. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS)  BILL. 
Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  to 
accept  Amendments  on  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Returning  Officers)  Bill, 
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with  a  yiew  of  placing  the  expenses  of 
Returning  Officers  on  the  Consolidated 
Fnnd  or  on  the  Rates ;  and,  whether,  if 
he  be  unable  to  accept  such  Amend- 
ments, he  will  allow  them  to  be  dis- 
cussed by  the  House  and  decided  on 
their  merits,  or  whether,  in  the  event  of 
the  House  accepting  such  Amendments, 
he  will  withdraw  the  Bill  ? 

Thb  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER :  We  neither  could  accept  such 
Amendments  as  are  suggested  in  the 
Question,  nor  proceed  with  the  Bill  if  they 
were  adopted  by  the  House.  The  Bill 
deals  with  a  very  small  matter,  and  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  and  others  might 
be  disposed  to  waive  the  question  in 
order  to  allow  the  Bill  to  become  law 
this  Session. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— MRS.  JEFFRIES'S 
CASE. 

Me.  W.  fowler  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  statements  which  have  appeared 
in  the  public  press,  and  particularly  in 
The  Sentinel  for  June  1885,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  recent  trial  of  Mrs.  JefEries 
at  the  Middlesex  Sessions;  whether  it 
is  true,  as  stated  in  that  newspaper,  that 
the  judge,  together  with  the  counsel  for 
the  prosecution  and  defence,  had  a  pri- 
vate interview  before  the  prisoner  was 
called  upon  to  plead;  whether,  at  the 
conclusion  of  that  interview,  the  pri- 
soner, by  the  direction  of  her  counsel, 
pleaded  guilty,  and  thereupon  was  sen- 
tenced to  a  nominal  punishment  of  a 
fine  of  £200;  and,  whether  the  pri- 
soner's counsel  was  informed  at  this 
private  interview  that,  in  the  event  of 
his  client  pleading  guilty,  the  sentence 
would  be  one  of  a  fine  and  not  of  impri- 
sonment ? 

The  secretary  :  I  can  only  state 
that  the  facts  as  given  in  paragraphs  1 
and  2  of  the  Question  are  correct;  but  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  case  is  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  abroad  on  a  holiday.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  give  any  information 
having  reg^ard  to  paragraph  No.  d. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
In  reply  to  Lord  Henby  Lennox, 
The  CHANOELLORofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  he  understood  there 
was  only  one  more  Vote,  and  the  Report 
would  not  be  ti^en  after  half -past  12. 


STREET  TRAFFIC  (METROPOLIS)— THE 
"PALL  MALL  GAZETTE  "—OBJEC- 
TIONABLE ARTICLES  —  REVELA- 
TIONS OF  GROSS  IMMORALITIES. 

Me.  albert  grey  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Home  Secretary,  Whether  he  has 
been  informed  that  the  street  and  foot- 
paths leading  to  the  oflBces  of  The  Pall 
Mall  Gazette  are  blocked  in  such  a  way 
as  to  prevent  free  and  safe  access  to 
those  offices ;  and,  whether  he  will  make 
arrangements  to  secure  the  dispersion  of 
the  crowd,  so  that  safe  and  adequate 
access  thereto  may  be  obtained  ? 

The  SECRETARY:  I  have  had  no 
information  until  I  came  to  the  House 
a  few  minutes  ago  that  any  such 
thing  has  taken  place.  The  police, 
however,  have  the  ordinary  instructions 
to  keep  the  streets  clear,  and  they  are 
bound  to  protect  life  and  property  and 
secure  order  and  a  free  passage  through 
the  streets  in  this  as  in  every  other 
case. 

Me.  albert  grey  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  order  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  police  to  go  to  Northumberland 
Street  to  insure  that  there  should  be  a 
free  passage,  and  to  prevent  any  danger 
to  life  and  property  ? 

[No  reply.] 

NAYY— THE  PAY  OF  HOBART  PASHA. 
Li  reply  to  Sir  George  Campbell, 
The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI 
RALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  saidy 
that  there  was  no  probability  of  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
to  provide  for  the  pay  of  Admiral 
Hobart-Hampden.  He  thought  that 
such  a  small  sum  could  be  obtained  out 
of  the  Supplies  already  granted. 

RAILWAYS    (ENGLAND    AND    WALES) 

—THE  ACCmENT  ON  THE  FURNESS 

RAILWAY. 

Mr.  T.  0.  THOMPSON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  hifl  attention  has  been  called  to 
an  accident  last  Saturday  on  the  Fumess 
Railway,  near  Dalton,  by  which  three 
boys  were  killed ;  and,  whether  proper 
protection  is  provided  there  to  guard 
against  danger  ? 

The  SECRETARY:  The  RaUway 
Company  have  reported  the  accident  in 
question,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
appointed  one  of  the  ins|)ecting  ofiicera 
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to  hold  an  inquiry  into  the  circumstancea  I 
of  the  case.     A  copy  of  his  Beport  can 
be  presented  if  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
good  enough  to  move  for  it. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  KENNY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  any  rule  or  order  at  present  exists 
against  a  resident  magistrate  holding  in 
Ireland  the  position  of  land  agent ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Irish  Government 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  issuing 
such  an  order  for  the  future  guidance 
of  persons  acting  as  stipendiary  magis- 
trates ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAEY:  There  is 
no  rule  on  this  subject.  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  Eesident  Magistrate  acts  as 
a  land  agent;  and  I  apprehend  that 
it  is  very  generally  understood  that  no 
Buch  arrangement  would  be  permitted 
by  the  Government. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  BAY. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS.— COMMITTEE. 
"Ways    and    Means  —  considered    in 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks-Beach),  in 
rising  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
Financial  Statement,  and  of  moving  a 
Eesolution  for  raising  a  sum  of  money  by 
an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bills  or  Treasury 
Bills,  said :  Sir  Arthur  Otway,  it  is  not 
my  intention  to  weary  the  Committee  on 
this  occasion  with  anything  approaching 
to  an  exhaustive  Financial  Statement. 
That  duty  has  been  already  performed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders) ;  and  anything  I  could  say  would 
merely  be  a  repetition  of  the  facts  and 
figures  which  he  very  lucidly  and  fully 
placed  before  the  Committee  on  the  30th 
of  April  last.  Nor,  Sir,  have  I  the 
least  intention  of  making  to  the  Com- 
mittee any  proposals  of  a  novel  or 
startling  character,  although  I  am  afraid 
that  by  not  doing  so  I  shall  fail  to  meet 
some  very  sanguine  expectations  that 
appear  to  be  entertained  by  many  of 
my  correspondents  in  the  country.  But 
I  take  it  that,  under  the  most  favourable 
circumstances,  it  would  be  a  very  diffi- 

The  Secretary 


cult,  if  not  an  impossible,  thing  for  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  a  few 
days,  to  &rame  a  novel  Budget  in  the 
first  week  of  July ;  and  that  difficulty 
certainly  is  not  lessened  by  the  fact  that 
I  and  my  Colleagues,  although  we  are 
called  upon  to  provide  for  a  very  high 
expenditure,  and  an  exceptional  deficit, 
are  ourselves  in  no  way  responsible 
either  for  that  expenditure  or  that 
deficit.  Sir,  my  duty  to-day  is  a  very 
humble  one.  It  is  merely  to  do  the 
best  I  can  to  meet,  during  the  present 
year,  the  legacy  that  has  been  be- 
queathed to  us  by  our  Predecessors.  I 
hope  I  may,  to  some  extent  at  any  rate, 
receive  the  assent  of  the  Committee  to 
this  proposition — that  neither  the  time 
which  it  has  been  possible  for  me  to 
devote  to  the  consideration  of  this  im- 
portant subject,  nor  the  circumstances 
in  which  we.  are  now  placed,  would 
justify  me  in  asking  the  Committee  to 
accept  any  ambitious  financial  measure. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  recall  to 
the  Committee  the  main  features  of  the 
original  Budget  of  the  present  year. 
But  I  may  venture  to  remind  them  that 
on  April  30  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  announced  a  deficit  of  about 
£2,800,000,  including  about  £200,000 
for  Supplementary  Estimates.  That  was 
after  providing  about  £7,500,000  in  in- 
creased taxation,  and  £4,670,000  by 
appropriating  the  Sinking  Fund  of  such 
Terminable  Annuities  as  were  capable 
of  being  so  dealt  with ;  and  he  proposed 
that  this,  together  with  the  deficit  of 
£1,050,000  from  the  previous  year, 
should  be  made  good  to  such  extent  as 
might  be  necessary  out  of  the  Sinking 
Fund  of  the  Terminable  Annuities  of 
1886-7.  Since  that  time  the  House  has 
practically  rejected,  as  the  Committee 
are  aware,  the  proposed  increase  of  the 
Beer  and  Spirit  Duties,  the  first  Esti- 
mate of  which  amounted  to  £1,650,000, 
and  the  increased  Succession  Duty, 
estimated  for  the  year  at  £200,000. 
The  Eevenue,  therefore,  as  originally 
estimated  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  is  decreased  by  £1,850,000 ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  on  the  5th  of  June,  gave  to 
the  House  a  calculation  that  £2,000,000 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit  of  £11,000,000 
would  not  be  required,  thus  leaving  a 
deficit  of  £2,650,000,  instead  of  the 
deficit  of  £2,800,000  estimated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  April  30,    On 
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Buoceeding  to  Ofiice,  my  first  care  was 
to  make  inquiry  both  as  to  the 
prospects  of  the  Eevenue  and  of  the 
Expenditure,  especially  and  primarily, 
I  may  say,  of  the  Vote  of  Credit.  I  will 
refer  to  that  matter  hereafter.  As  to  the 
prospects  of  the  Hevenue,  I  think  they 
are  very  much  what  was  stated  by  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  the 
Committee  on  the  30th  of  April  last. 
Of  course,  I  am  not  speaking  of  in- 
creased taxation.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  reason  to  expect  any  material  vari- 
ation in  the  receipts  from  Customs  and 
Excise,  taken  together,  from  the  Esti- 
mates which  were  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  April  last.  On  the 
one  hand,  the  Inland  Bevenue  autho- 
rities state  to  me  that  they  anticipate  a 
diminution  in  the  receipts  from  British 
spirits  of  about  £150,000,  owing  to  the 
disturbance  in  the  trade,  and  also  a 
small  decrease  of,  I  think,  £40,000  on 
Eailway  Duty,  owing  to  concessions 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  respecting 
urban  traffic  since  their  Estimate  was 
framed.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Cus- 
toms Estimate  appears  to  me  to  have 
been  very  cautiously  made;  and,  looking 
to  the  present  favourable  prospects  of  a 
good  harvest,  I  think  there  is  every 
reasonable  ground  for  the  anticipation 
that  some  increase  here  may  be  likely 
to  make  up  for  any  loss  on  Excise.  I 
therefore  think  we  may  fairly  put  one 
against  the  other.  The  Estimates  of  the 
other  items  of  Bevenue  do  not  call  for 
any  special  remark ;  and,  of  course,  our 
first  duty  with  regard  to  them  has  been 
to  consider  whether,  in  the  circumstances 
I  have  stated,  we  should  proceed  with 
those  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, which  still  remained  tmaffected 
by  the  Vote  of  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  8th  of  June.  I  may  say,  at  once, 
that  we  have  decided  to  proceed  with 
those  proposals ;  and  if  the  Committee 
Bhould  accept  the  Besolution  it  will  be 
my  duty  to  propose  as  to  Exchequer  Bills 
or  Treasury  Bills,  I  intend  afterwards 
to  ask  that  such  Besolutions  as  have 
aheady  been  adopted  by  the  House 
should  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  in  order  that  I  may  found  on 
ihem  a  Motion  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  embodying  them.  The  Com- 
mittee will  see  that,  as  the  result  of 
this,  there  would  be  levied,  if  Parlia- 
ment sanctions  this  proposal,  during  the 
year,  the  following  additional  taxation 
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proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman : — 
2d,  additional  on  the  Income  Tax, 
making  Sd,  in  all ;  the  Duty  on  corpo- 
rate property ;  and  the  Stamp  Duty  on 
bonds  and  foreign  securities  payable  to 
bearer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  esti- 
mated to  receive  from  all  these  sources 
£3,600,000.  The  proposed  increase  in  the 
Succession  Duty,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  estimated  at  £200,000,  and 
the  increase  of  the  Duty  on  spirits  and 
beer,  which,  according  to  the  last  Esti- 
mate of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, would  have  produced  £1,350,000, 
the  Committee  will  remember  have 
been  practically  rejected  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  consi- 
dered very  carefully  whether  it  would  be 
possible  for  me  to  propose  any  additional 
indirect  taxation  in  the  place  of  the 
£1,350,000  which  has  been  lost  to  the 
Bevenue  by  the  rejection  of  these  pro- 

Sosals.  Such  a  proposition  would,"  no 
oubt,  be  in  complete  accordance  with 
the  principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers),  when  he  said  that  the 
whole  of  the  additional  taxation  which 
we  have  to  raise  on  occasions  when  war, 
or  active  preparationsfor  war,  on  a  large 
scale  come  upon  us,  ought  not  to  fall 
upon  property  ;  a  declaration  in  which, 
as  the  Committee  may  possibly  remem- 
ber, I  expressed  at  the  time  my  entire 
concurrence.  But,  Sir,  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee may  do  me  the  honour  also  to  re- 
member that  at  the  same  time  I  expressed 
my  very  strongest  sense  of  the  extreme 
diflRculty  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, or  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, must  necessarily  experience  in 
times  like  the  present  in  giving  effect  to 
this  principle,  owing  to  the  very  small 
number  of  articles  still  remaining  on 
the  list  of  our  Customs  Tariff.  When 
times  were  more  prosperous,  of  course 
the  mere  elasticity  and  ordinary  growth 
of  our  receipts  from  Customs  and  Ex- 
cise, in  spite  of  the  removal,  one  after 
another,  of  articles  from  the  list,  and  the 
diminution  in  the  amount  of  taxation 
levied  on  each,  so  kept  up  the  Bevenue 
that  such  a  comparatively  trifling  addi- 
tion to  indirect  taxation  as  £1,350,000 
would  have  easily,  so  to  speak,  been 
provided  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer of  the  day  without  any  special  in- 
crease of  particular  taxes.  But  the 
Committee  are  aware  that  the  times  in 
which  we  live  are,  unfortunately,  very 
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different.    In  such  times  as  these  it  is, 
I  fear,  too  true  that,  for  the  purposes  of 
Revenue,  we  have  arrived  at  the  limits 
of  increased  taxation  on  the  most  im- 
portant taxed  articles  of  consumption, 
except,    perhaps,    one    article    onlyr— 
namely,  tea.    If  hon.  Members  opposite 
ask  me  whether  I  am  going  to  propose 
an  increased  duty  on  tea,  I  have  not  the 
slightest  difficulty  in  referring  them  to 
my  speech  on  that  subject  in  the  debate 
upon  the  Budget.    They  will  there  find, 
if  they  will  do  me  the  honour  to  refer  to 
it,  that,  after  presenting  fully  to  the 
House,  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  what 
seemed  to  me  to  be  the  financial  and 
economical  reasons  in  favour  of  an  in- 
crease of  duty  on  tea,  I  intentionally 
and,  as  I  think,  completely  demolished 
my  own  argument  by  a  practical  con- 
clusion conveyed  in  a  single  sentence — 
namely,  by  stating  my  belief  that  such  an 
additional  duty  would  be  so  unpopular 
that  Her  Majesty 's  late  Government  could 
not  propose  it.     Well,  Sir,  I  can  hardly 
see  how  the  Committee  can  expect  me 
to  attempt  what  I  admitted  that  a  Minis- 
ter so  powerful  and  so  popular  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  with  all 
his  power  and  support  in  the  country, 
could  not  successfully  carry  through  the 
House  of  Commons.     Sir,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Committee  how  it  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Pontefract    (Mr.   Childers),    when 
searching  for  the  means  of  obtaining 
some  increased  yield  from  indirect  taxa- 
tion, adopted  a  proposal  so  financially 
unsound  as  his  scheme  to  increase  the 
duties  on  beer  and  spirits  ?    How  was 
it  that,   with  all  his  financial  ability 
and  experience,   he  tried  to  raise  the 
rate  of  duty  on  articles  the  revenue 
irom  which   is  notoriously  decreasing, 
for  the  sake  of  obtaining  for  the  Exche- 
quer an  increased  yield  so  small  as  to 
be  utterly  out  of  proportion  to  the  per- 
centage by  which  the  tax  was  increased 
— and,  more  than  that,   I  may  say  a 
yield  which  the  Inland  Eevenue  autho- 
rities now  assure  me  would   probably 
not  have  approached  even  the  low  esti- 
mate he  had  formed  of  it?    Why,  it 
was  because  even  he,  with  all  the  time 
he  had  to  consider  this  question,  could 
find  no  other  means  of  obtaining  even 
the  small  amount  he  required.     I  am 
forced  to  believe  that  he  would  not  have 
made  such  a  proposal  as  to  increase 
the  duties  on  beer  and  spirits,  if  he  had 
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not  been  practically  driven  to  it  as  the 
sole  way  of  obtaining  an  increase  from 
articles  already  subject  to  indirect  tax* 
ation.     I  think  I  might  plead  this  fact 
alone  as  sufficient  proof  of  the  extreme 
difficulty  of  carrying  into  effect  the  very 
proper  and  wholesome  principles  as  to 
the  relation  between  direct  and  indirect 
taxation  which  were  propounded  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  introducing  his 
Budget.     I  confess,  Sir,  I  do  not  myself 
believe  that  that  principle  can  in  times 
like  these  be  carried  into  effect  without 
the    addition    of   some    one    or    more 
articles  to  our  Customs  Tariff.     Well, 
Sir,  of    course  I  have  not  omitted  to 
examine  very  carefully  more  than  one 
proposal  for  this  purpose ;  and  like  other 
Chancellors  of  the  -Exchequer,  I   pre- 
sume, I  have  been  flooded  with  all  sorts 
of  proposals  from  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, and  nothing,  I  may  say,  can  exceed 
the  hostility  of  my  correspondents  to 
bicycles  and  tricycles.     Such  a  problem 
is  no  easy  matter  to  solve.     It  is  not  to 
be    settled    offhand,  though  there  are 
many  amateur  financiers  in  the  country 
who  seem  to  think  there   is  nothing 
simpler  than  to  propose  new  subjects  fbr 
indirect  taxation.     But  I  do  not  think 
the  Committee  of  this  House  will  be  of 
that  opinion ;  at  any  rate,  I  hope  they 
will  admit  that  I  am  not  unreasonable 
in  saying  that  I  have  not  been  able,  in 
the  short  time  that  I  have  had  at  my 
command,  even  to  satisfy  myself  as  to 
the  advisability  of  proposing  taxes  on 
any  fresh  article  of  consumption,  and 
very  much   less  have  I  been  able  to 
satisfy  myself  that  I  could  make  any 
such  proposal  with. a  reasonable    ex- 
pectation of  securing  for  it  the  consent 
of  the  House    of   Commons.     This  I 
will  venture  to  say — that  I  am  very 
strongly  of  opinion  that  unless  I  enter- 
tained such  a  reasonable  hope,  it  would 
be  almost  criminal  on  my  part,  or  on 
the  part  of  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, to  make  such  a  proposal  at  all.    I 
am  sure  the  trade  and  manufactures  of 
this  country  have  difficulties  enough  of 
their  own  to  struggle  with  at  the  present 
time.    We  have  no  right  to  add  to  these 
difficulties  by  any  further  prolongation  of 
the  uncertainty,    already  unduly    pro- 
longed, as  to  the  incidence  of  taxation 
for  the  current  year.     Even  looking  at  it 
from  a  Revenue  point  of  view,  I  may 
say  that  any  disturbance  of  the  general 
business  of  the  country  which  would  bo 
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caused  by  the  prolongation  of  that  un- 
certainty would  be  80  injurious  as 
to  far  more  than  counterbalance  any- 
thing we  should  be  likely  to  gain 
from  an  increase  in  indirect  taxa- 
tion, eyen  if  such  a  proposal  were 
adopted — certainly  for  the  nine  months 
which  are  all  that  now  remain  of  the 

? resent  financial  year.  Therefore,  Sir, 
have  not  thought  it  consistent  with  my 
duty  to  make  any  proposal  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  an  increase  in  indirect  taxa- 
tion ;  and  I  hope .  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  we  are  placed, 
although  I  am  quite  aware  of  the  criti- 
cisms I  am  likely  to  receive,  such  a  posi- 
tion may  not  be  without  some  chance  of 
securing  the  sympathy  and  support  of  a 
Committee  of  this  House.  Sir,  I  will 
frankly  own  to  the  Committee  that  in 
these  circumstances,  not  being  able,  as 
I  have  stated,  to  propose  any  increase 
in  indirect  taxation,  and  finding  myself, 
according  to  the  latest  Estimates  of  Ex- 
penditure stated  by  my  Predecessor, 
with  practically  no  greater  deficit,  in 
spite  of  the  rejection  of  the  increased 
taxation  on  beer  and  spirits  proposed 
by  him,  than  he  had  estimated  for  in 
hie  original  Budget,  I  was  strongly 
tempted  to  propose  to  the  Committee 
such  a  reduction  in  the  burdens 
of  the  payers  of  direct  taxation  as 
might  in  some  measure  correspond  to 
the  amount  of  relief  giyen  to  the  payers 
of  indirect  taxation  by  the  vote  of  the 
House.  But,  Sir,  there  are  two  circum- 
stances  on  this  point  which  have  weighed 
with  me,  and  which  I  will  state  to  the 
Committee.  In  the  first  place,  though 
it  is,  no  doubt,  the  fact  that  in  the 
Budget,  as  it  now  stands,  after  the  re- 
jection of  the  proposed  increase  on  spirits 
and  beer,  the  Income  Tax  payer  bears 
nearly  the  whole  increased  taxation,  yet 
this  does  not  entirely  represent  his 
position.  I  do  not  think  his  total 
burden  this  year  —  supposing  the  In- 
come Tax  to  be  placed  at  %d, — rela- 
tirely  to  the  total  amounts  received  by 
the  Bevenue  from  Customs  and  Excise, 
ia  greater  than  it  certainly  has  been  in 
some  previous  years.  The  Income  Tax 
stands  this  year  at  ^d. ;  the  Bevenue  from 
Castoms  is  estimated  at  £20,000,000, 
and  from  Excise— excluding  stamps,  rail- 
Fay  doty,  and  licences,  which  can  hardly 
heeeHed  indirect  taxation — the  Eevenue 
is  estimated  to  amount  to  £22,400,000, 
jnakiD^  £43,400, 000  in  all.    Therefore, 


we  have  an  8i.  Income  Tax  on  the  one 
side,  and  £42,400,000  from  Customs  and 
Excise  on  the  other.  No  doubt,  if  we 
only  look  to  recent  years,  during  which 
we  have  become  accustomed  to  a  low 
Income  Tax,  the  rate  this  year  may 
seem  disproportionately  high;  but,  if 
we  look  further  back,  the  case  bears  a 
different  aspect.  Thus,  in  1859-60,  when 
the  Income  Tax  was  at  9(?.,  the  payments 
into  the  Exchequer  from  Customs  and 
Excise,  calculated  on  the  same  basis  as 
I  have  taken  for  the  current  year,  were 
only  £42,765,000.  In  1860-1,  with  a 
lOrf.  Income  Tax,  they  were£42,629.000; 
and  in  1861-2  they  wete  £39,766,000, 
with  a  9d.  Income  Tax.  I  am  not  argu- 
ing that  the  Income  Tax  payers  in  those 
years  may  not  have  had  cause  for  com- 
plaint ;  much  less  do  I  express  to  the 
Committee  an  opinion  that  an  attempt 
should  not  be  made,  at  the  earliest  possible 
opportunity,  to  reduce  the  8rf.  Income 
Tax  to  what  may  be  called  a  more  nor- 
mal limit;  but  I  merely  quote  these 
figures  to  show  that  the  present  state 
of  things  is  not  entirely  without  prece- 
dent. It  was,  I  dare  say,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent justified  in  the  years  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  as  I  am  afraid  I  must 
justify  it  now,  by  the  simple  but  very  co- 
gent argument  that  we  cannot  do  with- 
out the  money.  I  have  now,  Sir,  to 
state  to  the  Committee  a  fact  which  I 
am  sure  the  Committee  will  hear  with 
considerable  regret — namely,  that  the 
expenditure  in  respect  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit  of  £11,000,000  can  no  longer  be 
limited  within  the  £9,000,000  stated 
on  the  6th  of  June  by  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  the  Committee  will  re- 
collect, made  on  the  5th  of  June  the 
following  statement  on  this  subject.  He 
said: — 

**  I  am  able  to  say  this^that  if  the  state  of 
affairs  which  lead  Her  Maje8ty*8  Goyemment 
to  ask  for  the  Vote  of  Credit  should  present  an 
aspect  which  would  justify  a  cessation  of  fur- 
ther preparations,  we  anticipate  that  about 
£9,000,000  out  of  the  total  Vote  of  Credit  of 
£11,000,000  will  have  been  spent  or  incurred." 
—(3  Mantard,  [298J  1337.) 

Now,  the  very  first  day  after  I  had  the 
honour  of  entering  upon  Office,  I  made 
it  my  duty  to  inquire  into  this  matter. 
I  found  that  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  based,  of 
course,  as  it  must  have  been  based,  on 
Estimates  of  money  spent  and  liabilities 
actually  incurred  furnished  to  the  late 
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Government  by  the  two  spending  De- 
partments— ^the  War  Office  and  Admi- 
ralty. On  assuming  Office,  I  lost  not  a 
day  in  inquiring  into  this  matter.  I 
was  told  at  first  that  there  was  no  rea- 
son to  anticipate  an  excess  oyer  the 
£9,000,000  ;  but  when  I  prosecuted  my 
inquiry  further,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
I  came  to  a  very  different  conclusion. 
I  wish  to  state  the  matter  with  extreme 
frankness  to  the  Committee,  because  I 
think  it  is  only  right  that  I  should  do  so. 
In  the  Estimates  furnished  to  the  late 
Government  of  £9,000,000,  a  sum  of 
£6,200,000  was  given  by  the  War  Office, 
and  one  of  £2,800,000  by  the  Admiralty. 
Of  the  sum  estimated  by  the  War  Office,  a 
certain  portion  was  due  to  the  provision 
which  had  been  authorized  for  the  de- 
fence of  our  principal  coaling  stations 
and  commercial  harbours,  an  item  for 
which,  in  spite  of  its  great  importance, 
and  in  spite  of  the  pledges  given  by 
Parliament  last  December  by  the  First 
Lord  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey),  no  provision  had  been  made 
in  the  Army  Estimates.  Well,  Sir,  so 
far  as  I  am  able  to  learn,  the  War 
Office  Estimate  of  £6,200,000,  even 
after  making  an  allowance  for  the  pro- 
longation of  the  state  of  uncertainty, 
and  the  additional  expenditure  that  has 
resulted  from  it,  is  not  likely  to  be  ma- 
terially exceeded.  Of  course,  there  may 
be  an  excess  in  some  matters ;  but  there 
will  probably  be  a  saving  in  others,  un- 
less the  present  condition  of  emergency 
should  be  very  considerably  prolonged. 
I  do  not,  therefore,  estimate  for  any  ad- 
ditional expenditure  in  that  quarter. 
But  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  case  is 
very  different  with  regard  to  the  Admi- 
ralty. The  Committee  will  rememberthat 
I  have  stated  £2,800,000  was  estimated 
by  the  Admiralty  on  the  5th  of  June  as 
covering  their  probable  expenditure  and 
liabilities  up  to  that  time.  I  fear  this 
will  be  exceeded  by  no  less  than 
£850,000,  including  liabilities  to  the 
extent  of  £500,000,  which,  as  far  as  my 
inquiries  enable  me  to  ascertain,  were 
absolutely  incurred  at  that  date.  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  place  before  the  Commit- 
tee the  reasons  for  this,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain  them.  Out  of  the 
Estimate  of  £2,800,000,  £1,000,000  was 
allowed  for  transports,  besides  a  further 
sum  for  vessels  taken  up  for  ocean 
cruisers.    Subsequently  about  £80,000 
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was  added  to  this  before  the  defeat  of  the 
late  Government,  owing,  no  doubt,  to 
the  continuation  of  the  unsettled  state 
of  foreign  affairs.  Since  then,  of  course, 
further  expenses  have  been  incurred, 
due  to  the  same  cause ;  and  for  this  no 
one  can  be  blamed.  But  the  grave  fact 
which  I  have  to  bring  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  that  we  have  now  discovered 
that  the  Estimate  of  £2,800,000  pre- 
sented to  the  late  Government  at  the 
time  I  have  stated  by  the  Admiralty, 
did  not  include  all  the  liabilities  that 
had  been  then  incurred.  So  far  as  1 
have  ,yet  ascertained,  the  error  was  no 
less  than  £500,000.  Now,  Sir,  I  hope 
it  will  not  be  supposed  that  I  blame  the 
late  Government  collectively  for  this. 
One  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  particular, 
did  his  best  to  prevent  it.  In  spite  of 
the  many  and  urgent  affairs  that  must 
have  distracted  his  attention  at  that 
moment,  the  late  Prime  Minister  found 
time  to  put  his  finger  on  this  very 
blot,  and  to  represent  to  the  Admi- 
ralty the  urgent  necessity  for  checkings 
an  expenditure  which  I  must  say,  so  far 
as  I  have  yet  been  able  to  investigate 
the  circumstances,  appears  to  me  to 
have  been  incurred  with  an  absence  of 
method  and  supervision,  to  say  the 
least,  whioh  is  far  from  creditable  to 
such  a  Department  as  the  Admiralty. 
I  cannot  at  present  say  who  is  to 
blame;  but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  devote  their  most  earnest  and 
careful  attention  to  the  matter.  The 
result  of  our  investigation  so  far  is  this 
— that  although  the  Admiralty  gave 
the  late  Government  an  Estimate  of 
£2,800,000  at  a  certain  date,  yet  they 
had,  at  that  time,  actually  exceeded  that 
Estimate  by  £500,000.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  this  is  not  all.  There  is  another 
very  important  matter.  I  said  the  Ad- 
miralty had  exceeded  their  Estimate  of 
£2,800,000  by  no  less  than  £850,000. 
That  is  not  all  due  to  the  increased  cost 
of  transport.  It  is  also  due  to  the  fact 
that — although,  I  think,  quite  rightly — 
provision  was  made  in  this  £2, 800, 000  for 
building  or  purchasing  40  torpedo  boats, 
the  Admiralty  actually  omitted  from 
that  Estimate  any  provision  whatever 
for  furnishing  those  boats  with  torpedo 
gear,  without  which  they  would  be  abso- 
lutely useless.  And  now  we  are  called 
upon  to  include  in  the  Estimate  of  further 
expenditure  to  the  extent  of  £850,000, 
9  sum  of  £127,000  which  it  i^  absQ^ 
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lately  necessary  to  add  for  torpedo  gear. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  for  all  the  in- 
creased expenditure  of  £850,000  the 
Admiralty  can  be  blamed.  That,  of 
course,  is  not  so ;  because  the  Commit- 
tee will  be  aware  that,  owing  to  the 
prolongation  of  the  uncertain  state  of 
foreign  affairs,  a  necessarily  increased 
cost  has  been  incurred  in  keeping  up 
transports,  and  for  that  the  Department, 
of  course,  is  not  to  be  blamed.  But 
taking  the  whole  matter  into  view  the 
result  is  that,  owing  partly  to  the  con- 
tinued uncertainty  in  foreign  affairs, 
but  mainly  to  the  facts  I  have  stated,  I 
cannot,  I  am  afraid,  estimate  that  less 
than  £850,000  will  have  to  be  added  to 
the  £9,000,000  stated  by  my  Prede- 
cessor the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
fract  (Mr.  Ghilders),  on  June  5th,  as  the 
probable  expenditure  out  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit.  I  am  afraid,  Sir,  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  Income  Tax 
payer  must  bear  as  easily  as  he  can  the 
8i.  Income  Tax  originally  proposed  by 
the  late  Goyemment;  and  the  only 
question  that  remains  is  how  the  deficit 
is  to  be  proTided  for.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  proposed  to 
make  it  good  to  suoh  extent  as  might  be 
necessary  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund  of 
1886-7,  and  took  powers  in  the  National 
Debt  Bill  for  that  purpose.  Sir,  I  am 
not  disposed  to  ask  Parliament  to  adopt 
that  course.  I  do  not  know  that  anyone 
has  objected  to  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  suspend  the  Sinking 
Fund  of  these  Terminable  Annuities  for 
the  current  year.  That  seems  to  me 
perfectly  justifiable.  I  do  not  consider 
our  Sinking  Fund  too  large  in  times  of 
prosperity  and  peace.  I  think  it  is  quite 
right  and  proper  that  then  we  should  do 
what  we  can  to  pay  off  in  this  way  our 
National  Debt.  But  when,  in  times  like 
these,  you  have  to  make  war,  or  make 
active  preparations  for  war,  on  a  con- 
siderable scale,  to  quote  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think  the 
Committee  will  be  of  opinion  that  it  is 
not  only  justifiable,  but  right,  to  pause  in 
that  repayment  of  Debt.  I  propose  to 
carry  this  principle  in  the  current  year 
rather  further  than  my  Predecessor  had 
intended.  He  proposed  to  apply  to  the 
semce  oi  the  year  that  part  of  certain 
Terminable  Annuities  which  represents 
tie  principal  to  be  repaid.  That  amounts, 
u  the  Committee  will  remember,  to  the 
gum  oi  £4,672,000  during  the  current 


year.  We  propose  to  carry  that  prin- 
ciple a  little  further,  and  to  apply  it  also 
to  the  New  Sinking  Fund.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  left  intact  the  New 
Sinking  Fund,  which  consists  of  the 
difference  between  the  actual  charge 
of  the  Debt  and  the  fixed  sum  of 
somewhat  more  than  £28,000,000  attri- 
butable to  the  service  of  the  Debt. 
The  New  Sinking  Fund  for  the  present 
year  was  estimated  at  £622,000  ;  but  I 
haye  to  anticipate  a  charge  for  interest 
on  the  Exchequer  or  Treasury  Bills, 
which  I  ask  to-night  the  assent  of  the 
Committee  to  raise,  and  which,  per- 
haps, may  diminish  it  by  some  £36,000. 
I  propose  in  the  National  Debt  Bill  to 
take  power  to  appropriate  the  New 
Sinking  Fund  also  to  the  service  of  the 
year.  The  deficit  will  then  amount  io\ 
£2,827,000,  to  which  must  be  added  the 
deficit  of  last  year  of  £1,050,000,  leav- 
ing an  accumulated  deficit  in  prospect! 
of  £3,877,000,  supposing  the  expendi- ' 
ture  on  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  taken  i 
at  £9,850,000,  and  supposing  also  that 
Parliament  agrees  to  suspend  the  New 
Sinking  Fund  for  the  current  year,  as 
I  have  suggested.  I  have  said  that  I  do 
not  propose  to  proceed  with  that  part  of 
the  National  Debt  Bill  which  empowers 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  ap- 
propriate the  Sinking  Fund  of  the  year 
1886-7.  I  confess  that  I  do  not  think 
that  we  should  now  legislate  for  the 
Sinking  Fimd  of  next  year.  I  think 
this  is  a  matter  which  may  properly  be 
left  to  the  new  Parliament  to  deal  with. 
I  propose  to  ask  the  Committee  to  enable 
me  to  meet  the  deficit  temporarily,  as  I 
have  stated,  by  empowering  me  to  issue 
Exchequer  or  Treasury  Bills  to  the 
amount  of  not  more  than  £4,000,000. 
I  have  placed  in  your  hands,  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  a  Besolution  to  that  effect,  and, 
of  course,  it  will  be  necessary  to  make  it 
the  subject  of  a  separate  Bill.  I  should 
like.  Sir,  to  add  another  statement  on 
this  matter.  It  is  this.  I  ascertained 
that,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  repay- 
ments of  loans  to  the  Exchequer  are,  at 
the  moment,  in  excess  of  the  issues  for 
loans  from  the  Exchequer,  the  Exche- 
quer balances  on  the  31st  of  March  next 
are  likely  to  be  in  a  favourable  position, 
and,  of  course,  that  has  an  important 
bearing  on  the  proposals  for  the  issue  of 
Exchequer  Bills.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  anything  further  with  which  I  should 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
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There  is  nothing,  as  the  Oommittee  will 
have  seen,  of  originality  or  novelty  in 
the  proposals  I  have  made.  I  make 
them,  not  by  any  means  as  entirely 
satisfactory  in  themselves,  not  as  pro- 
posals of  the  kind  which  I  should  hope, 
if  I  have  the  honour  next  year  to 
occupy  my  present  Office,  to  lay  before 
the  Oommittee,  but  as  llie  best,  as  far 
as  I  can  see,  that  can  be  made  for  deal- 
ing with  the  circumstances  that  are  at 
present  before  us.  They  appear  to  me 
to  meet  the  exigencies  of  our  present 
situation  with  the  least  possible  dis- 
turbance to  the  trade  of  the  coimtry 
and  with  due  regard  to  the  liberties  of 
the  future  House  of  Oommons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  the  CSommissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Trwuury  be  authorised  to  raise  any  Sum 
not  exceeding  Four  Million  Pounds  by  an  issue 
of  Exchequer  Bills  or  Treasury  Bills." —(ifr. 
Chancellor  of  th$  Exchequer.) 

Mb.  OKILDERS:  I  think  it  is  ^ 
good  rule,  which  has  always  been  ob- 
served on  occasions  like  the  present,  that 
we  should  not,  at  this  moment,  enter 
upon  any  controversial  criticism  of  the 
financial  proposals  which  have  been  de- 
veloped by  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, but  that  we  should  reserve  our 
criticism  until  those  proposals  are  em- 
bodied in  a  Hill  which  is  brought  to  a 
second  reading.  I,  therefore,  will  only 
make  two  remarks  now  on  the  state- 
ment of  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  I  shall  then  proceed  to  ask 
him  a  few  questions,  reserving  for  an- 
other opportunity,  when  I  shall  have 
had  time  to  consider  his  proposals,  any 
further  observations  which  it  may  be 
necessary  to  make  upon  them.  The  two 
remarks  which  I  wish  to  make  in  refer- 
ence to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  these.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
he  was  not  responsible  for  the  deficit 
with  which  he  had  to  deal.  He  is  not 
responsible  for  the  whole  of  it,  but  he 
is  responsible  for  greatly  increasing  our 
deficit  by  moving  a  Besolution  aud  adopt- 
ing a  policy  which  deprives  him  of  a 
large  amount  of  Ways  and  Means ;  so 
that  his  responsibility,  if  it  is  not  com- 
plete for  the  whole  deficit,  clearly  extends 
to  a  large  amount  of  it.  The  other  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
which  I  wish  to  address  a  word  is  this. 
He  said  that  we  had  reached  the  limits 
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of  taxation  on  all  taxed  artides  of  con- 
sumption. 

The  OHANOELLOE  ofthb  EXOHE- 
QUEB :  On  all  important  articles  of  con- 
sumptioiLj 

Mb.  OKILDERS :  All  important  arti- 
cles, except  tea.   That  is  a  proposition  on 
which,  on  a  future  occasion,  I  should  like 
to  address  some  remarks ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  justify  that 
statement  as  to  tea.     He  repeated  his 
former  argument  that  an  increased  duty 
on  tea  would  be  so  unpopular  that  we 
did  not  dare  to  bring  it  forward,   be- 
cause we  were  so  dependent  on  Badical 
teetotallers.    Yes,  Sir ;  but  he  did  not 
say  that  that  consideration  influenced 
him,    I  think  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
I  by  no  means  admit  the  generfd  pro- 
position of  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  there  were  no  articles  of  con- 
sumption upon  which  the  duty  mijght 
be  increased.    That  is  not  my  opinion, 
and  it  is  not  the  opinion  on  which  we 
framed  the  Budget.  I  am  quite  prepared, 
at  the  proper  time,  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion with  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer.   So  much  for  the  two  statements 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  which 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to  ofifer  passing  remarks. 
And  now,  Sir,  as  to  the  proposals  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  grounds 
on  which  he  has  based  them,  I  wish  to 
ask  him  for  some  information  in  order 
to  make  the  matter  clear.    He  estimates 
Oustoms  and    Excise   together    pretty 
nearly  as  I  estimated  them  two  months 
ago.    As    far  as  we  can  judge,  from 
information  which  is  in  the  possession  of 
everybody,  those  Estimates  are  probably 
correct.    But    he  says  that   since   my 
statement,  on  the  5th  of  June,  that  out 
of  the  Vote  of  Oredit  of  £11,000,000 
probably    only    £9,000,000    would    be 
required,     he     has     ascertained     that 
£9,000,000  will  not  be  sufficient,  because, 
although  the  Army  Department  accu- 
rately estimated  what  they  had  spent 
or  incurred— namely,   £6,200,000 — the 
Admiralty  was  wrong  in  its  Estimate  of 
£2,800,000,  and  that  to  that  amount  a 
further  sum  of  £850,000  will  have  to  be 
added.    That,  of  course,  is  a  statement 
which    has  come  upon  me  with  great 
surprise,  because,  as  he  was  good  enough 
to  admit,  we  had  taken  great  care  to 
verify  the  Estimates  of  the  reduced  ex- 
penditure. I  spent  some  time  going  into 
the  Estimates  with  my  two  Colleagues 
at  the  head  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
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Departments,  and  with  Sir  Eeginald 
Welby,  who  was  assisted  by  the  two 
Aocountants  General,  and  we  arrived, 
at  the  time,  at  the  conclusion  that 
£9,000,000  was  the  fall  Estimate 
of  the  expenditure.  I  hope  that  before 
the  Committee  concludes  that  we  were 
in  any  way  guilty  of  want  of  care  in  the 
discharge  of  this  important  duty,  de- 
tailed information  upon  this  matter  will 
be  given  to  the  House.  I  should  now 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
question  or  two,  in  reference  to  the  Ous- 
tome  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  upon 
matters  which  are  not  of  so  much  im- 
portance as  that  to  which  I  have  just 
referred.  In  the  first  place,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  while  he  is 
prepared  to  go  on  with  the  proposals  in 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill  in 
reference  to  the  tax  to  be  paid  by  Cor- 
porations and  the  tax  on  bonds  payable 
to  bearer,  the  two  together  producing,  I 
tiiink,  £250,000,  he  does  not  propose  to 
take  up  any  of  the  clauses  dealing  with 
taxes  on  articles  of  consumption.  But 
there  is  one  of  these  clauses  to  which  I 
should  like  to  refer.  We  did  not  pro- 
pose to  alter  the  Wine  Duties,  but  to 
take  power  to  the  Government  to  make 
a  certiun  change  in  the  superior  limit  of 
the  lower  rate  of  duty — that  is  to  say, 
to  raise  that  superior  limit  from  26  to 
30  degrees  alcoholic  strength.  I  ex- 
plained the  object  of  that  change  in  my 
Financial  Statement.  It  was  to  enable 
us  to  complete  the  Treaty  with  Spain, 
which  would  be  much  to  the  advantafi;e 
of  the  trade  of  this  country.  I  shomd 
like  to  know  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposes  to  give  up  that 
power?  [The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer:  Yes.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  *' Yes,"  and  that  is  an 
answer  to  my  question ;  but,  considering 
the  large  manufacturing  interests  con- 
cerned, and  the  Memorials  from  our 
Ooloniea  in  favour  of  the  charge,  it  is  a 
subject  on  which  I  shall  have  to  make 
some  remarks  at  a  future  stage.  There 
is  another  matter  about  which  I  wish 
to  ask  a  question.  Does  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  propose  to  do 
what  was  hinted  at  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Postmaster  General  (Lord  John 
Manners)  a  day  or  two  ago — namely, 
to  abandon  the  proposals  for  cheap  tele- 
^  gnma  ?     It  I^^  does,  I  gather  from  the 

statement  of  the  noble  Lord  that  this 
voald  mBke    some  appreciable   effect 
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upon  the  Budget.  In  naming  the 
amount  of  the  deficit,  has  he  made  any 
allowance  for  that  change  ?  The  Budget 
was  framed  on  the  minimum  price  of 
telegrams  being  reduced  to  6i.  on  the 
1st  of  August.  If  the  telegrams  are 
not  reduced  to  6d.  on  the  1st  of 
August,  there  will  be  an  increase  in  the 
Bevenue,  and,  I  hope,  some  diminished 
expenditure  in  favour  of  the  Exchequer. 
If  I  am  not  mistaken,  the  two  together 
would  be  favourable  to  the  Buget  of 
the  year  to  the  extent  of  something  like 
£100,000.  1  think  that,  later,  on  we 
ought  to  have  some  explanation  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
this  point.  These  are  the  only  points  of 
detail  in  reference  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  statement  which  occur 
to  me.  I  should  be  glad  to  know  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  ?  The 
whole  matter  is  now  well  before  the 
House  and  the  country,  so  that  no  long 
time  for  consideration  will  be  necessary. 
I  will  reserve  till  then  such  remarks  as 
I  may  deem  to  be  necessary  •upon  the 
general  financial  proposals  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer ;  but  I  repeat 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  or 
three  questions  I  have  asked,  the  Com- 
mittee may  now  be  satisfied  with  the 
clear  statement  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made. 

Mr.  W.  FOWLEE  wished  to  ask  for 
an  explanation  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  regard  to  the  exemp- 
tion of  corporate  property  from  taxa- 
tion. If  he  understood  rightly,  cor- 
porate property,  as  a  whole,  was  now 
exempt  in  England.  He  had  always 
failed  to  understand  why  it  was  exempt 
in  England ;  and,  although  he  had  asked 
questions  on  the  subject,  he  had  not  re- 
ceived any  information  upon  it.  The 
subject  of  exemptions  was  one  that  re- 
quired careful  consideration,  as  it  was  a 
large  and  difi&cult  question,  and  he  re- 
commended it  to  the  careful  attention  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  If  he 
were  right,  he  thought  the  Eicdesiastical 
Commission  would  pay  no  duty  under 
the  Bill  ?  [*'  No !  "]  Well,  he  was  dis- 
tinctly  at  variance  with  hon.  Members 
on  that  point. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  there  was 
one  part  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  he,  for  one,  could 
not  pass  by.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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had  laid  down  a  certcdn  principle  and 
had  introduced  it  into  his  Budget,  which, 
he  (Mr.  Fowler)  admitted,  was  per- 
fectly consistent  with  the  Eesolution 
submitted  to  the  House  three  weeks  ago, 
hut  a  principle  to  which  he  could  not 
assent.  It  was  one  upon  which  he 
thought  the  judgment  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  taken,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  judgment  of  the  consti- 
tuencies would  he  taken  upon  it,  and 
that  the  judgment  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment would  be  clearly  expressed.  That 
^principle  was  the  practical  exemption  of 
teal  property    from  its   fair   share  of 

{imperial  taxation.  He  was  quite  aware 
hat  in  the  Resolution  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  three  weeks  ago,  some 
stress  was  laid  upon  this  point ;  but  the 
strain  of  the  debate  went  upon  the  im- 
position of  direct  taxation  upon  beer  and 
spirits,  and  very  little  was  said  in  reference 
to  the  taxation  proposed  to  be  levied 
upon  real  property.  The  history  of  this 
question  was'somewhat  interesting.  The 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
the  first  Gentleman  occupying  that  posi- 
tion who,  for  something  like  30  years, 
had  proposed  to  deal  with  this  ex- 
emption of  real  property  from  its  fair 
share  of  the  payment  of  duty  on  devo- 
lution hy  death.  It  was  interesting  to 
know  that  Mr.  Pitt,  when  he  first 
introduced  the  Legacy  Duty  in  this 
country,  proposed  that  it  should  apply 
equally  to  real  property  and  to  personal 
property.  In  the  speech  which  Mr. 
Pitt  made  on  that  occasion — and  this  was 
more  than  100  years  ago — he  used  these 
memorable  words.  He  said  *'  that  if  we 
were  to  protect  property  it  was  just  and 
equitable  that  property  should  bear  the 
burden."  He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  remember  those  words.  It 
was  not  a  Badical  sentiment,  not  a  senti- 
ment put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
but  a  sentiment  uttered  by  Mr.  Pitt — 

"  If  we  were  to  protect  property  it  was  just 
and  equitable  that  property  should  bear  the 
burden,  and  as  it  was  in  the  nature  of  things 
that  landed  property  was  the  most  permanent 
it  was  just  and  fitting  that  it  should  contribute 
accordingly.** 

Mr.  Pitt's  Bill  for  the  imposition  of  the 
Legacy  Duty,  therefore,  applied  equally 
to  landed  and  personal  property.  But 
such  was  the  powers  of  the  landed  in- 
terest, that  Mr.  Pitt  was  compelled  to 
divide  his  proposal  into  two  parts,  one 
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imposing  a  Legacy  Duty  upon  per- 
sonalty, and  the  other  imposing  a 
Legacy  Duty  upon  realty.  He  carried 
the  duty  on  personal  property  with  great 
ease ;  but  when  he  came  to  propose  a 
duty  upon  real  property,  he  only  carried 
his  Bill  through  Committee  after  re- 
peated divisions  and  obstruction  ;  and 
when  he  came  to  the  third  reading  it  was 
proposed  to  leave  out  the  word  **  Now," 
and  48  voted  for,  and  46  against.  As  no 
words  were  proposed  to  be  added  at  the 
end  of  the  Question,  Mr.  Pitt  proposed 
to  add,  **  That  it  be  read  a  third  time  to- 
morrow morning."  The  House  divided 
again,  when  the  numbers  were  54  to 
63  ;  and  Mr.  Pitt  then  moved  the  Main 
Question,  *^  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  to-morrow  morning,"  when  the 
votes  were  equal.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, he  was  compelled  to  abandon  the 
measure;  and  from  that  time  to  this  real 
property  had  not  paid  its  fair  share  of 
the  taxation  of  the  country.  There  were 
three  modes  in  which  property  was  taxed 
in  England.  It  was  taxed  upon  its 
enjoyment,  upon  its  transfer,  and  upon 
its  devolution  by  death.  Beal  and  per- 
sonal property  stood  on  precisely  the 
same  footing  in  regard  to  taxation  upon 
enjoyment.  They  paid  the  same  amount 
of  Income  Tax  and  Property  Tax.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  What  about  rates  ?]  He 
would  come  to  that  question  before  he  sat 
down ;  but  as  to  the  actual  income  de- 
rived from  personal  and  real  property, 
they  paid  the  same  amount  of  taxation 
upon  enj  oyment.  With  respect  to  transfer, 
the  same  duty  of  10«.  per  cent  was  paid 
by  each  description  of  property.  He 
would  now  ask  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  present  position  of  the  law 
in  reference  to  the  duty  payable  on  devo- 
lution by  death,  and  he  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  take  an  illustration  which 
would  show  the  practical  working  as 
well  as  the  practical  injustice  of  the 
present  system.  He  would  take  the  case 
of  a  father  holding  £50,000  in  Consols, 
and  having  landed  property  also  worth 
£50,000.  The  one  produced  an  in- 
come of  £1,500  a-yeai*,  and  the  other 
an  income  of  the  same  amount.  \_A 
lavffh.']  The  hon.  Member  who  laughed 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  replying 
to  him  later  on.  He  would  repeat  the 
statement.  He  maintained  that  £50,000 
invested  in  Consols  produced  £1,500  a- 
year,  and  that  landed  property  worth 
£50,000  also  produced  £1,500  a-year 
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upon  an  ordinary  rental  of  3  per  cent. 
[Interruption,'\  He  was  taking  the 
rental  at  the  worth  of  the  property.  It 
would  only  make  it  worse  for  the  argu- 
ment of  hon.  Members  opposite  if  it  was 
worth  more.  [An  hon..  Member  :  It  is 
worth  less.]  People  did  not  buy  real 
property  now-a-days  to  pay  less  than 
3  per  cent.  [**0h!"]  All  he  would 
say  was  that  he  read  the  details  of  the 
sales  of  real  estates  upon  a  very  diffe- 
rent principle.  He  womd,  however,  put 
his  illustration  in  another  way — two 
properties  each  producing  an  income  of 
£1,500  per  annum;  the  personal  pro- 
perty invested  in  Consols,  and  the  real 
property  in  land.  Well,  if  the  father 
died  and  left  the  two  properties  to  two 
sons — say,  at  the  age  of  45  or  46 — the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came  down 
at  once  upon  the  man  who  succeeded  to 
the  Consols,  and  he  had  to  pay  £1,500 
in  the  shape  of  duty.  What  did  the 
other  son  have  to  pay  ?  He  paid  only 
on  the  capitalized  value  of  an  annuity  of 
£1,500,  which,  taking  his  age  at  45, 
was  worth  £20,600,  and  upon  that 
£20,600  he  paid  £206.  And  that  pay- 
ment was  paid  over  four  years.  He  was 
dealing  with  the  matter  as  an  abstract 
question  of  political  economy,  and  he 
wanted  to  have  an  intelligent  answer  to 
the  question,  why  the  one  class  of  pro- 
perty should  be  taxed  at  one  rate,  and 
the  other  at  a  totally  different  rate  ?  He 
knew  he  should  be  told  directly  by 
several  hon.  Members  that  the  answer 
to  that  question  was  that  landed  pro- 
perty, in  addition  to  the  ordinary  claims 
upon  it,  paid  an  unfair  share  of  local 
taxation,  and  that  the  smallness  of  the 
amount  paid  by  real  property  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  was  owing  to  the 
excessive  amount  which  it  contributed 
towards  local  rates.  He  was  not  going 
to  defend  the  present  system,  of  local 
taxation.  He  thought  it  was  as  bad 
as  it  possibly  could  be  ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  heaviest  and  greatest 
injustice  fell  upon  the  large  towns  and 
the  trading  classes.  But  in  reference  to 
this  question  of  land,  what  were  the 
bu^ens  upon  land  for  the  purpose  of 
local  rates  ?  They  were  threefold — the 
poor  rate,  the  burden  of  the  highways, 
and  the  burden  of  what  they  might  call 
social  legislation  laid  on  all  descriptions 
of  rateable  propei'ty,  such  as  school 
boards  and  the  charges  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses.    The   poor  rate  was  a  burden 


which  every  acre  of  land  in  this  country 
had  been  subject  to  for  the  last  300  years. 
Landed  property  had  been  liable  to  poor 
rate  ssince  the  Beign  of  Elizabeth.  It 
had  been  sold  subject  to  the  payment  of 
that  burden,  and  there  was  the  further 
fact,  that  the  poor  rate  was  not  increasing 
but  decreasing.  It  was  a  great  deal  less 
now  than  it  was  a  few  years  ago,  and  it 
was  gradually  decreasiDg.  He  would 
ffive  the  Committee  one  or  two  figures, 
for  it  was  impossible  to  argue  a  question 
of  this  sort  without  looking  at  the  figures. 
The  poor  rate  in  1856 — the  average  poor 
rate  on  the  real  estate  of  this  country — 
was  28.  Sd.  in  the  pound,  of  which  1«.  Sd, 
was  applied  purely  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  That  was  what  he  called  a  burden 
upon  the  land,  against  which  the  land 
had  no  right  to  complain,  seeing  that  it 
had  been  bought  subject  to  that  burden. 
In  1856  the  portion  of  the  rate  applied 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor  was,  as  he  said, 
1 8,  Sd,  ip  the  poimd.  Last  year  the  entire 
poor  rate,  which  included  all  sanitary 
purposes — school  boards  and  various 
other  burdens  put  upon  the  land,  except 
the  highways — was  only  2«.  in  the  pound, 
and  only  U.  2d,  of  that  sum  was  levied 
with  respect  to  the  poor,  so  that  the 
actual  burden  which  land  was  legally 
subject  to  had,  during  the  last  30  years, 
decreased  something  like  25  per  cent. 
In  1871  the  poor  rate  was  1*.  5Jrf.,  and 
it  had  been  gradually  going  down  every 
year  since  1871,  until,  in  1883,  the  poor 
rate  got  to  la.  2d,  The  following  figures 
would  show  the  steady  decrease  during 
recent  years: — In  1871  the  poor  rate 
proper — he  meant  the  rate  devoted  ex- 
clusively to  the  relief  of  the  poor — was 
U.  5-6rf.,  in  1872  J*.  5'6d.,  in  1873 
U.  4'9d.,  in  1874  U.  AAd,,  in  1875 
1«.  3-5J.,  in  1876  U.  2-8rf.,  in  1877 
1*.  2'Zd.,  in  1878  U,  2  id.,  in  1879 
U.  2'U.,  in  1880  U,  2Ad.y  in  1881 
\8.  2'M,,  in  1882  U,  2'\d,,  and  in 
1883  1*.  2'2d,  Therefore,  the  figures 
he  had  given  did  not  show  an  ex- 
ceptional contrast,  but  the  normal  state 
of  affairs,  and  they  showed  that  the 
burden  on  real  estate,  with  respect  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  was  steadily 
decreasing.  In  reference  to  the  high- 
ways, that  was  also  a  natural  bur- 
den upon  land;  the  land  had  always 
been  called  upon  to  repair  the  roads  of 
the  country.  [An  hon.  Member:  No!] 
An  hon.  Qentleman  said  **No!"  He 
would  like  the  hon.  Qentleman  to  get 
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up  and  try  to  convince  the  Oommittee 
that  for  centuries  in  this  country  the 
duty  of  keeping  the  highways  in  repair 
had  not  been  a  burden  upon  the  land. 
fAn  hon.  Member:  No;  Turnpikes!] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  "  Turnpikes !" 
A  turnpike  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  a  highway,  constructed  for  the 
conyenience  of  the  parishes  through 
which  it  ran;  and,  because  there  was 
no  fund  out  of  which  it  could  be  con- 
structed, the  money  was  borrowed  and 
tolls  were  levied  to  keep  the  roads  in 
repair  and  to  pay  off  the  debts  incurred 
in  making  them.  What  was  the  entire 
highway  burden  that  fell  upon  the 
rural  districts  of  England  last  year? 
Considerably  under  £2, 000, 000  was  spent 
upon  all  the  highways  of  the  country, 
and  out  of  that  sum  a  solid  contribution 
was  made  from  the  Oonsolidated  Fund, 
so  that  all  of  the  burden  did  not  fall 
upon  the  land.  He  did  not  deny  that 
there  was  an  annual  burden  upon  landed 
property,  in  reference  to  the  third  head  ; 
but  it  was  a  burden  which  was  borne  by 
every  kind  of  property.  He  quite  agreed 
that  there  had  been  a  considerable  in- 
crease in  taxation  for  social  improve- 
ments ;  but  that  increase  was  thrown  upon 
the  shops,  the  manufacturers,  and  the  rail- 
ways of  the  country,  as  well  as  upon  pro- 
perty. The  local  rates  paid  by  the  landed 
gentry  were  not  a  different  class  of  rates 
from  those  which  were  paid  by  other 
classes  of  the  community.  He  would 
challenge  anybody  to  dispute  the  state- 
ment that  he  had  made — ^that  the  ave- 
rage local  rates  of  this  country 
amounted  to  a  fraction  over  3«.  3^.  in 
the  pound.  They  were  considerably 
under  that  amount  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts ;  but  in  all  the  large  towns  they 
were  considerably  over  that  amount.  As 
far  as  that  point  was  concerned,  he  did 
not  propose  to  trouble  the  Committee 
further,  because  he  thought  there  was  a 
still  more  important  question  behind  all 
this,  to  which  he  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  for  a  moment 
or  two  longer,  and  that  was  the  dispro- 
portion which  he  humbly  conceived  to 
exist  between  real  and  personal  property 
in  contributing  their  fair  share  to  the 
actual  burdens  of  the  country.  On  that 
question  he  joined  issue  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  main- 
tained that  industry  in  this  country 
was  over-taxed,  and  that  property  was 
under-taxed;   that   an   unfair   amount 
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of  taxation  was  levied  on  industry, 
and  not  an  adequate  amount  on  pro- 
perty. The  figures  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  were  clear  enough 
in  reference  to  the  purpose  for  which  he 
gave  them  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Fowler)  would 
like  the  Committee  to  understand  the 
full  strength  of  the  position,  and  it  was, 
therefore,  necessary  to  take  a  few  years 
beyond  those  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  alluded  to.  All  the  sen- 
sational talk  which  they  had  heard 
about  £90,000,000  and  £100,000,000 
Budgets,  and  so  on,  partook  a  great  deal 
of  the  nature  of  clap-trap.  This  country 
carried  on  two  very  large  businesses  in 
regard  to  the  Post  Office  and  Tele- 
graphs, and  the  larger  the  exx>enditure 
the  larger  would  be  the  income  and 
profit.  It  also  carried  on  a  large  bank- 
ing business  in  referonce  to  loans,  for 
public  works  and  other  purposes,  and 
the  larger  the  amount  obtained  so  much 
the  better  for  the  country,  as  the  profit 
and  income  were  larger  in  propor- 
tion. He  was  not  going  to  underrate 
the  burdens  actuaUy  borne;  but  in 
raising  taxation  they  had  to  deal  with 
the  burdens  of  the  people.  What  was 
the  amount  of  taxation  raised  ?  He  did 
not  wish  to  make  his  remarks  of  a  Party 
character,  and  he  would  go  no  further 
back  than  the  taxation  imposed  by  the 
late  Government  in  the  year  1880.  The 
income  raised  by  taxation  in  that  year 
was  nearly  £67,000,000,  of  which  amount 
the  sum  of  £44,500,000  was  raised  by 
CustomsandExci8e,andonly£22,500,000 
by  Property,  Income  Tax,  Stamps,  and 
Death  Duties.  In  1881  the  amount  of 
taxation  raised  was  £68,824,000,  and 
the  proportions  were  £44,484,000  and 
£24,340,000.  In  1882  £46,527,000  were 
were  raised  by  Customs  and  Excise,  and 
under  £24,000.000  by  Property.  In 
1883  £46,500,000  were  derived  from 
articles  of  consumption,  and  £26,500,000 
from  property,  and  in  the  year  just 
closed  £46,653,000  were  raised  from 
Customs  and  Excise,  and  £25,000,000 
only  from  Property  and  Income  Tax. 
It  was  a  very  difficult  question  to  say 
what  proportion  of  taxes  on  article^  of 
consumption  was  paid,  he  would  not 
say  by  the  working  classes,  but  by 
the  industrial  classes.  The  use  of  the 
words  **  working  classes"  was  a  mis- 
take, because,  although  the  burden  of 
taxation  was  oppressive  on  those  who  got 
their  living  by  weekly  wages,  yet  if  there 
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was  a  class  upon  which  taxation  fell  more 
heavily  than  any  other  it  was  the  lower 
sections  of  the  middle-class  people,  who 
had    no  property — men  who  obtained 
their  living  by  their  brains  and  industry 
— the  curate,  the  Nonconformist  minis- 
ter, the  poor  professional  man,  the  doctor, 
the  clerk,  whose  incomes  ran  from  £200 
up.  to  £500,  and  in  whose  case  the  ex- 
penditure of  each  U,  had  to  be  watched. 
In  the  case  of  the  lower  middle-class, 
an  increase  of  taxation  meant  a  posi- 
tive deprivation  of  some  family  com- 
fort or  enjoyment  or  other.    In  fact, 
that  class  felt  the  burden  of  taxation 
more  than  any  class  of  the  community. 
Therefore,  in  adjusting  taxation  accu- 
rately, the  contribution  of  the  industrial 
classes   should  be  taken  rato  account. 
Some  years  ago,  Professor  Leone  Levi, 
after  the  Census  of  1861,  was  of  opinion 
that  two-thirds  of  the  population  of  the 
country  belonged  to  the  working  classes 
— ^the  working  classes  in  that  case  mean- 
ing the  working  classes  pure  and  simple 
— and  one-third  to  the  class  above  them. 
Those  figures  hcui  been  materially  al- 
tered during  the  last  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury.    There  had  been  an  enormous  in- 
crease in  the  consumption  of  taxable 
articles,  the  bulk  of  which  had  no  doubt 
been  consumed  by  the  industrial  classes. 
He  thought  that  the  amount  of  rent 
paid  was  a  reliable  indication  of  the 
proportion  of  classes.  In  England  alone 
they  had  something  like  6, 000, 000  dwell- 
ing-houses ;  3,000,000  of  those  dwelling- 
houses   were  under  £10  a-year  rent; 
750,000   were  between   £lO  and   £15 
a  year;  and  500,000  between  £15  and 
£20  a-year.     Therefore,  out  of  the  en- 
tire    number     of    6,000,000     houses, 
4,250,000    were    inhabited    by    people 
who  could  not  afford  to  pay  £20  a-year 
rent.     That,  he  thought,  was  an  indica- 
tion of  the  number  and  extent  of  the 
industrial  classes.     If  they  extended  the 
figures    to  Ireland   and    Scotland,  the 
proportions  were  still  greater.    There- 
fore, what  he  yentured  to  submit  to  the 
Committee  was  this — that  at  least  five- 
sixths  of  the  people  of  this  country  be- 
longed to  the   class  to  whom  he  was 
alluding,  and  it  was  admitted  by  sta- 
tisticians  that   the    average    consump- 
tion per  head  was  the  same  in  regard 
to  all  the  principal  taxed  articles.     The 
argument  which  he  adduced,  then,  was 
that    five- sixths    of    the    taxation    on 
Articles  of  conaumption  was  paid  by  the 


industrial  classes,  and  one-sixth  only  by 
the  well-to-do  and  propertied  classes. 
If  that  were  so,  out  of  £46,000,000 
raised  by  Customs  and  Excise,  more 
than  £38,000,000  were  contributed  by 
the  industrial  classes,  and  scarcely 
£8,000,000  by  the  propertied  classes. 
In  adjusting  taxation,  they  should  con- 
sider not  only  the  amount  put  upon  eckch 
man's  back,  but  the  strength  of  the 
man's  back  to  bear  it,  because  by  one 
class  the  burden  must  be  felt  far  more 
heavily  than  by  another.  Without  going 
into  the  question  of  a  graduated  Income 
Tax,  he  submitted  that  in  adjusting  the 
due  ratio  of  taxation  between  direct 
and  indirect  taxation — between  property 
and  industry — they  were  bound  to  give 
the  advantage  to  industry,  because  it 
did  not  possess  that  reserve  fund  to  fall 
back  upon  which  the  propertied  classes 
possessed.  By  those  who  lived  by  in- 
dustry every  tax  upon  that  industry  was 
most  acutely  felt,  while  in  the  case  of 
the  propertied  classes  it  could  only  af- 
fect their  luxuries,  and  it  rarely  affected 
even  them.  The  conclusion  he  drew  was 
this — while  he  did  not  challenge  the 
Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, as  there  was  probably  no  other 
course  open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  circumstances  in  which  he  was 
placed,  and  without  impugning  the 
principles  of  finance  which  had  guided 
him,  he  wanted  to  reserve  the  principle 
that,  as  between  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty, real  property  did  not  pay  its  fair 
share  of  Imperial  taxation,  and  that,  as 
between  property  and  Industry,  the  in- 
dustry of  this  country  paid  an  unfair 
share.  He  exceedingly  rejoiced  that 
the  articles  on  which  direct  taxation 
was  placed  had  been  so  reduced  that  no 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
hardly  venture  again  to  propose  an  in- 
crease. He  believed  that,  in  their  future 
fiscal  system,  the  industry  of  the  coun- 
try would  have  to  be  relieved  to  a 
greater  extent  than  it  had  hitherto 
been,  and  property  would,  as  Mr.  Pitt 
said,  have  to  bear  a  larger  burden  for 
the  discharge  of  duties  which  properly 
belonged  to  it. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  was  not  going  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  "Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  through  all  his  facts  and 
figures.  He  would  only  say,  with  all  de- 
ference to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he 
had  never  heard  in  so  short  a  speech 
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such  a  tissue  of  fallacies  as  that  to  whicli 
the  Committee  had  just  listened.  The 
facts  were  all  wrong,  and  the  conclu- 
sions drawn  from  them  altogether  erro- 
neous. Of  course,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  come  down  to  the  Committee  tho- 
roughly prepared  to  make  this  speech. 
Unfortunately  he  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton) 
did  not  happen  to  be  prepared,  for  he  had 
come  down  not  intending  to  speak  at  all. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  quite  prepared 
to  pit  his  memory  against  the  figures 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  laid  before 
the  Committee.  What  was  it  that  the 
hon.  Member  said  about  the  rates  ?  He 
believed  he  was  able  to  quote  the  figures 
of  the  hon.  Member  correctly.  He  had 
told  the  Committee  that,  in  1856,  the 
rates  amounted  to  2«.  2<^.in  the  pound,  of 
which  Is,  Sd,  was  for  poor  rate,  and  that 
in  1871  they  had  been  reduced  to  2s., 
ot  which  Is.  2d.  was  for  poor  rate.  Now, 
they  had  the  book  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  upon 
this  subject,  which  might  be  regarded, 
so  to  speak,  as  a  text  book;  and  it  would 
be  foimd  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  had  com- 
menced with  a  false  principle,  by  mixing 
up  the  counties  and  the  boroughs.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  showed 
that  the  poor  rate  in  the  rural  parishes 
was  2s.  5d.t  and  since  that  date  they  had 
had  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  turn- 
pikes and  the  sanitary  rates  thrown 
upon  them.  Those  two  charges  amounted 
to  not  less  than  6d.  in  the  pound,  bring- 
ing up  the  total  burden  to  2s.  lid.;  and 
in  addition  they  were  maintaining  schools 
without  levying  a  rate,  which,  if  they 
were  maintained  by  rate,  would  amount 
probably  to  Id.  more,  making  the  total 
amount  Ss.  in  the  pound. 

Me.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  wished  to  ex- 
plain that  he  had  drawn  a  distinction 
between  the  poor  rate  and  the  other 
local  burdens.  He  had  said  that  the 
poor  rate  was  2s.  in  the  pound;  but, 
with  other  rates  in  addition,  the  total 
might  be  raised  to  3*.  or  3$.  Sd. 

Sir  baldwyn  LEIGHTON  begged 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  He  had 
understood  him  to  allude  only  to  the 
poor  rato.  The  hon.  Gentleman  now 
admitted  that  the  rates  amounted  to  Ss. 
in  the  pound  in  the  rural  parishes ;  but 
although  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
average  rate  all  over  England  was  3s. 
in  the  boroughs,  it  was  from  is.  6d.  to 
ds.,  and  sometimes  as  high  as  6s.    Some 
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of  the  burdens  borne  by  the  land  had 
been  altogether  ignored  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  and  he  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leigh- 
ton)  would  endeavour  to  point  out  what 
they  were.  First  of  all,  the  hqn.  Mem- 
ber had  fallen  into  the  mistake  of  saying 
that  this  was  a  tax  upon  property.  His 
(Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton's)  contention 
was  that  local  rates  were  a  tax  upon 
labour.  The  same  fallacy  had  been  put 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  and  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone) ;  but  the  contention  on 
that  side  of  the  House  was  that  those 
rates  which  fell  upon  the  small  farmer 
in  the  rural  parishes,  and  upon  the  un- 
skilled labourer  in  the  towns,  was  a  tax 
upon  labour.  That  was  their  position, 
and  from  that  position  they  were  not 
disposed  to  give  way.  It  was  the  whole 
difference  between  them.  He  maintained 
that  it  was  not  a  tax  upon  property,  but 
a  tax  upon  labour ;  whereas  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  contended  that  it  was  imposed 
as  a  tax  upon  property.  He  asked  the 
Committee  to  bear  with  him  while  he 
endeavoured  to  point  out  what  the 
burdens  were  which  really  did  fall  upon 
property,  and  especially  landed  property. 
And  here  he  would  say  that  he  and  his 
Friends  were  quite  ready  for  re-adjust- 
ment, and  that,  in  fact,  they  asked  for 
it.  It  was  because  they  wanted  re-ad- 
justment that  they  had  called  attention 
to  those  things  over  and  over  again. 
First  of  all,  he  would  take  the  Land 
Tax.  It  was  supposed  to  be  a  tax 
upon  land ;  but  it  was  nothing  of  the 
kind.  Originally,  it  was  an  Income  Tax 
put  on  in  the  time  of  William  and  Mary 
in  1693 ;  and  if  hon.  Members  would 
refer  to  the  Act  which  imposed  it,  they 
would  find  that  it  was  levied  on  all  in- 
comes. Land  only  slipped  in,  and  the 
principle  of  the  tax  was  that  it  should 
be  a  tax  on  incomes.  Those  £2,000,000 
a-year,  originally  levied  on  all  kinds  of 
property,  were  now  only  levied  upon 
land.  [An  hon.  Member:  It  is  only 
£1,000,000.]  He  was  aware  that  it 
appeared  to  be  only  £1,000,000;  but 
really  it  was  £2,000,000,  because  there 
was  £1,000,000  which  had  been  re- 
deemed, and  which  must  be  reckoned. 
Then  there  was  the  House  Tax,  which, 
he  believed,  was  about  £1,800,000  or 
£2,000,000  more.  There  was  also  the 
rateS;  which  were  allowed  by  the  hon. 


ijigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


153 


Ways  and 


{July  9, 1885}  Means — Committee.  154 


Gentleman  to  be  Ss,  in  the  pound.  The 
hen.  Member  said  that  they  had  been 
imposed  on  the  land  since  the  time  of 
Elizabeth  ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  it  was 
only  in  1836  that  those  rates  were  im- 
posed on  the  land  and  made  perpetual. 
The  poor  rate  was  levied  on  all  property 
in  the  time  of  Elizabeth.  The  hon. 
Member  talked  about  the  great  reduc- 
tion of  rates  which  had  taken  place 
since  the  time  of  Mr.  Pitt.  In  the  time 
of  Mr.  Pitt,  rates  were  only  pence  in  the 
pound ;  they  were  now  shillings.  -They 
had  doubled  and  trebled  since  the  time 
of  Mr.  Pitt,  100  years  ago.  The  hon. 
Member  would  appear  not  to  have  read 
history,  or,  if  he  had,  not  to  understand 
it.  Then  they  had  the  tithes  also.  The 
hon.  Member  was,  perhaps,  not  aware 
thatthe  tithes  were  put  on  by  Henry IV. ; 
that  they  were  originally  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  poor,  and  a  tax  upon  in- 
come, but  were  now  a  charge  upon  land. 
Then,  again,  there  was  the  cost  of  pro- 
secutions, and  Schedule  A  and  Sche- 
dule D  of  the  Income  Tax  were  raised 
on  the  land.  If  they  went  into  those 
matters  at  all,  they  must  go  into  the 
whole  of  them,  and  that  was  why  those 
who  were  interested  in  the  land  asked 
for  a  re-adjustment  of  the  whole  matter. 
It  was,  unfortunately,  the  habit  of  those 
who  were  constantly  bringing  those 
questionB  forward  to  forget,  or  to  pass 
oyer,  all  the  other  incidence  of  taxation 
and  the  injustice  which  property  com- 
plained of.  For  instance,  in  the  illus- 
tration which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
gave  of  the  two  sons—one  inheriting 
£1,500  a-year  from  Consols,  and  the 
other  £1,500  a-year  in  land — he  omitted 
to  take  into  consideration  the  fact  that 
the  Land  Tax  had  to  be  deducted  from 
the  latter,  and  that  it  was  not  paid  by 
personal  property  at  all.  That  was  an 
important  element  to  be  considered.  In 
the  time  of  Elizabeth,  William  and 
Mary,  and  still  later,  land  represented 
tilie  principal  property  of  the  ootmtry. 
The  population  was  at  that  time  from 
5,000,000  to  10,000,000.  The  value  of 
land  had  increased  comparatively  very 
little.  About  £150,000,000  represented 
the  as&reesment  value  of  land,  whereas 
£1,200,000,000  represented  the  assess- 
ment value  of  personal  property,  which 
did  not  exist  in  the  time  of  Elizabeth,  or 
WilHam  and  Mary,  and  hardly  existed 
9t  the  oommeneement  of  the  present 


century.  Those  were  only  a  few  of  the 
facts  of  the  case.  He  would  not  take 
up  the  time  of  the  Committee  by  going 
into  the  matter  further ;  and  he  had  only 
ventured  to  offer  those  observations,  in 
order  to  show  the  utter  fallacy  of  the 
arguments  which  had  been  put  forward 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Ma.  CAINE  said  he  was  sorry  he  was 
not  in  the  House  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  spoke  of  that  portion 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit  which  appertained 
to  the  Navy.  If  he  rightly  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  stated 
that  the  Estimate  of  money  expended, 
or  liabilities  incurred,  which  were  given 
to  the  Treasury  by  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  amounted  to  £2,800,000; 
but  he  now  found  that  the  Estimate 
showed  an  excess  of  £850,000. 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  said  that,  as  far  as  I  could 
understand  in  the  short  time  I  had 
been  in  Office,  liabilities  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £500,000  had  been  incurred 
before  that  Estimate  was  furnished 
by  the  Admiralty,  which  were  not  in- 
cluded in  it.  I  endeavoured  to  com- 
municate with  the  late  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  on 
the  subject,  in  order  that  he  might  be 
here ;  but  I  found  that  I  was  too  late, 
and  that  he  is  out  of  town. 

Mb.  CAINE  said  he  was  sorry  that 
the  late  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  was 
not  in  his  place;  but  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  although  he  had 
not  been  aware  that  it  was  intended  to 
make  the  statement,  he  would  say  that 
their  information  was  carefully  col- 
lected by  the  late  Admiralty  from 
all  the  Departments;  that  the  Esti- 
mates were  carefully  prepared,  and 
that  they  were  believed  at  the  time  to  be 
fair  and  proper  Estimates.  He  was  not 
greatly  surprised,  himself,  at  the  assertion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there 
was  an  excess  on  the  Estimates.  It  should 
be  remembered,  as  the  Committee  knew 
very  well,  that  it  was  the  Execu- 
tive which  regulated  this  matter,  and 
that  they  had  not  relaxed  their  pre- 
parations for  war  during  the  time  the 
late  Government  held  Office;  that  the 
mercantile  cruisers  they  had  to  purchase 
were  in  distant  parts  of  the  world ;  and, 
under  such  circumstances,  it  was  not 
easy  to  estimate  what  they  would  cost. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that,  although  the  late 
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OoTemment  had  ordered  a  considerable 
number  of  torpedo  boats,  they  had  or- 
dered no  torpedo  gear,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  assumed  that  the  boats  were  use- 
less. He  might  inform  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  torpedo  gear  was 
deliberately  omitted.  The  immediate 
object  for  which  those  boats  were  or- 
dered was  not  the  firing  of  torpedoes, 
but  to  be  fitted  up  with  quick  firing 
guns.  It  was  not  considered  necessary, 
therefore,  to  provide  the  boats  with  tor- 
pedoes at  that  time.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  what  a  torpedo  boat 
was,  he  would  know  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  hit  them  with  torpedoes.  It 
was  intended,  no  doubt,  that  torpedo 
fittings  should  ultimately  be  put  in, 
and  that  they  should  be  eyentually 
fitted  for  torpedo  seryice ;  but  the  im- 
mediate object  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
had  in  view  was  that  they  should  act  as 
torpedo  oatchers  in  defence  of  their  Fleet, 
and  not  for  the  purpose  of  firing  torpe- 
does at  the  enemy.  The  real  question, 
however,  was  this — ^Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  had  spent  money  unwisely 
and  unprofitably  ?  Because,  unless  that 
charge  were  made  out,  it  was  not  a 
serious  ^matter  to  make  an  error  in  so 
difficult  a  subject  as  the  calculations  of 
the  cost  of  securing  transports,  and  the 
fitting  out  of  merchant  cruisers,  which 
latter  was  entirely  a  new  experience  to 
the  Admiralty  ofi^dals. 

Mb.  GBANTHAM  said,  he  did  not 
know  what  view  the  country  would  take 
of  the  statement  which  had  just  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Scar- 
borough (Mr.  Caine),  who  appeared  to 
consider  an  error  of  £500,000  to  be  of 
no  importance  at  all.  He  thought  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  showed 
that  no  very  great  cafe  could  have  been 
exercised  on  the  part  of  those  who  had 

f  resented  the  Estimates  to  the  House, 
t  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  Esti- 
mates framed  by  the  other  side  were  in- 
variably exceeded,  and  that  it  became 
necessary  to  present  Extraordinary  Esti- 
mates for  additional  money  which  it  was 
subsequently  found  necessary  to  spend. 
He  had  not  risen,  however,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  commenting  upon  the  points  at 
issue  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine),  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  late 
Secretary  to  the- Adnuralty  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey).     He  had  not   been  in  the 
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House  during  the  early  part  of  the  dis- 
cussion, and  had  not,  therefore,  heard 
the  remarks  which  gave  rise  to  it.  His 
object  in  rising  was  to  continue,  if  he 
might  be  allowed  to  do  so,  the  discus- 
sion which  had  been  raised  upon  the 
question  of  local  taxation.  They  were 
indebted  very  much  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
for  tiie  figures  he  had  given  them,  and 
the  speech  he  had  made,  because  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  a  very 
important  question;  and  if  there  was 
any  foundation  for  the  assertion  as  to 
the  partial  exemption  of  land  from  the 
charges  imposed  on  personal  property, 
he  could  quite  understand  the  deling  of 
dissatisfaction  that  one  class  in  the  coun- 
try should  be  treated  more  favourably 
than  another  in  reference  to  taxation. 
He  could  not  go  so  far  as  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  South  Shropshire 
(Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton)  in  saying  that 
the  facts  which  had  been  stated  were 
altogether  fallacious ;  but  he  would  con* 
ffratulate  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  if  he  had 
been  a  purchaser  of  land,  that  he  was 
able  to  obtain  it  at  prices  at  which 
people  in  the  South  of  England  certainly 
were  unable  to  purchase.  He  himself 
had  been  ffuilty  of  the  extravagance  of 
occasionally  buying  land ;  but  he  had 
never  yet  been  able  to  purchase  land  at 
a  price  to  pay  3  per  cent.  He  accepted 
the  figures  of  the  hon.  Member  with  the 
greatest  pleasure,  because  he  believed 
he  should  be  «ble  to  show  from  the 
illustration  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
given  that  the  owners  of  real  property 
were  treated  with  injustice.  Now,  taking 
the  case  of  two  persons  inheriting,  the 
one  £60,000  in  land,  the  other  £50,000 
in  Consols ;  from  the  income  in  land  the 
one  would  not  get  more  than  £1,000 
a-year,  but  from  Consols  the  other  would 
get  £1,500.  It  was  impossible  to  take  the 
income  derived  from  £50,000  invested 
in  land  at  anything  like  £1,500  a-year. 
H  would  illustrate  that,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  Committee,  by  pursuing 
the  case  put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  he  would  take  30  years  as 
the  period  during  which  two  persons — 
sons — would  enjoy  the  respective  pro- 
perties. At  the  end  of  30  years  there 
would  be  a  g^eat  difference  between  the 
value  received  from  the  properties  which 
would  have  to  bear  their  share  of  the 
Death  Duties,    The  son  inheriting  the 
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*  land  would  have  lost  £500  for  30  years, 
or  £15,000  would  have  been  taken  from 
the  sum  he  would  otherwise  have  re- 
ceived. The  son  who  inherited  Consols 
would  only  have  to  pay  1  per  cent 
Legacy  Daty  on  the  amount,  whereas 
the  son  of  the  person  who  had  real 
property  would  have  been  mulcted  of 
£15,000 ;  in  other  words,  in  the  case  of 
two  sons  inheriting  estates  apparently 
of  similar  value,  one  of  them  would,  at 
the  end  of  30  years,  have  paid  10  times 
as  much  as  the  other.  He  thought  that 
would  show  the  fallacy,  he  would  not 
say  which  his  hon.  Friend  alone  had  put 
forward,  but  the  fallacy  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  said  that  those  who  were 
the  owners  of  landed  estates  were  taxed 
at  a  much  less  rate  than  those  who 
owned  personal  property.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  also  stated  that  land  had, 
since  the  days  of  Elizabeth,  been  always 
bought  and  sold  subject  to  the  poor 
rate.  But  the  Committee  would  be 
aware  that  the  rental  of  land  was  very 
different  now  from  what  it  was  in  those 
days,  [(^poiition  eh^srs,!  He  thought 
he  should  catch  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
with  that  statement.  But  what  was  the 
increased  rental  derived  from  ?  It  was 
not  the  result  of  allowing  the  land  to 
remain  idle— the  unearned  increment  as 
it  was  called  by  some ;  but  it  arose  from 
the  money  actually  spent  upon  the  estate. 
fA  lavsfk/]  The  lateYice  President  of  the 
Council  of  Education  (Mr.  Mundella) 
laughed  at  that ;  but  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
was  so  ready  to  show  his  ignorance 
of  the  matter.  Speaking  &om  ex- 
perience, he  knew  that  if  those  who 
had  land  wanted  to  get  any  return 
at  all  from  it,  they  would  be  obliged 
constantly  to  spend  money  on  their 
estate.  He  knew  of  a  farm  which  did 
not  return  him  the  money  he  had  laid 
out  upon  it.  The  Committee  would 
perhaps  excuse  him  for  alluding  to  a 
personal  matter,  by  saying  that  he  could 
give  chapter  and  verse  to  show  that 
there  were  farms  from  which  the  owners 
were  not  receiving  a  farthing  profit. 
He  was  not  a  large  landowner,  but  he 
had  a  farm  on  which  he  was  not  re- 
ceiviDg  a  farthing  of  rent  or  anything 
for  the  money  he  had  expended  upon  it ; 
and  BO  it  was  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land.  Take  the  case  of 
the  estates  of  a  noble  Lord  in  Norfolk 
0iul  SuSoik^   the  rental  of  which  had 


been  largely  increased  by  expending 
money  on  them ;  and  therefore  it  would 
be  seen  that  the  poor  rate,  inherited 
from  the  days  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  said,  was  charged  not 
upon  the  unearned  increment,  but  upon 
the  money  actually  laid  out  upon 
farms — which  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  "Wolverhamp- 
ton was  practically  the  same  thing  for 
this  argument  as  if  the  property  had 
been  sold  and  changed  hands.  He 
hoped  he  had  made  it  somewhat 
clearer  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
there  was  some  reason  for  the  difference 
always  made  between  real  and  personal 
property  in  the  incidence  of  taxation. 
At  the  time  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  personal 
property  in  this  country  was  a  mere 
bagatelle;  but  it  had  enormously  in- 
creased ;  whereas  real  property  had  in- 
creased nothing  like  so  much  in  value, 
and  its  increase  had  been,  as  he  had 
shown,  derived  from  the  money  spent 
upon  it,  and  not  from  the  causes  ima- 
gined by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Again,  he  said  it  was  a  fallacy  to  say 
that  the  income  £rom  the  tolls  was  always 
devoted  to  pajing  off  debt ;  the  income 
of  the  roads  irom  the  old  turnpikes  was 
for  maintaining  the  roads,  and  it  was 
the  Burplas  only  that  went  to  the  pay- 
ment of  debt.  The  highways,  a  portion 
of  the  cost  of  which  had  always  been 
borne  by  the  land,  were  now  called  the 
main  roads  of  the  country,  and  were  for 
the  benefit  generally  of  landowners, 
farmers,  and  others  living  in  the  loca- 
lities, whose  locomotion  was  not  required 
to  be  so  rapid  as  that  of  the  class  he  re- 
presented. It  was  when  the  railways 
had  been  made  that  the  tolls  ceased. 
[Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb:  When  the  rail- 
ways paid.]  He  was  speaking  of  the 
turnpikes.  One  would  suppose  from  what 
had  been  said  that  the  money  that  used 
to  be  paid  for  their  carriages  went 
simply  to  pay  off  debt ;  but  he  had 
shown  that  was  not  so — ^it  went  partly 
to  maintain  the  roads;  but  after  that, 
there  was  not  sufficient  to  pay  off  debt. 
Having  been  obliged  to  differ  in  toto 
with  a  great  deal  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  had  stated,  he 
would  say  that  there  was  one  part  of 
his  speech  in  which  he  entirely  con- 
curred with  him,  and  that  was  where  he 
said  that  that  portion  of  the  community 
whom   he  described  as  the  industrial 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


159 


Wa^i  and 


{  COMMONS }  Meant^  Committee.  1 60 


middle  class  paid  a  greater  amount  of 
taxation  than  the  owners  of  property. 
That  was  perfectly  true ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  appeared 
to  have  forgotten  that  the  class  he  re- 
ferred to  were  much  more  numerous 
than  the  class  who  owned  property. 
The  amount  which  the  former  paid, 
although  greater  in  the  aggregate,  was 
spread  over  a  larger  area,  and  was  no- 
thing like  so  large  relatively  as  that 
paid  by  the  latter.  He  was  glad  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
had  referred  to  that  particular  class  as 
suffering  more  than  any  other  from 
direct  taxation — that  was  to  say,  the 
class  composed  of  professional  men, 
clerks  and  curates,  because  it  was  a 
great  pleasuxe  to  remind  the  country 
that  it  was  owing  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment that  a  considerable  conces- 
sion had  been  made  in  favour  of  that 
very  class,  either  by  taking  off  the  In- 
come Tax  altogether,  or  by  reducing  it 
considerably  on  incomes  under  £400 
a-year.  They  had  to  thank  the  Con- 
servatives for  that;  and  if  it  had  not 
been  for  them  the  class  in  question 
would  have  been  punished  as  their 
friends  had  tried  to  punish  them.  Then 
there  was  another  point  to  which  he 
would  refer.  He  had  seen  many  state- 
ments to  the  effect  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  land  of  the  country  paid  no  Land 
Tax;  but  he  pointed  out  that  nearly 
£1,000,000  had  been  redeemed.  As 
far  as  the  land  was  concerned,  no 
doubt  there  was  only  about  one-half 
of  it  under  the  Land  Tax  for  the  reason 
stated ;  but,  notwithstanding  that,  there 
were  many  who  cried  out — "  Here  is  a 
large  portion  of  the  land  paying  no 
taxation  at  all,"  and  they  called  on 
Members  of  Parliament  to  endeavour  to 
get  that  land  taxed.  All  he  could  say 
was  that  he  paid  4«.  an  acre  for  land 
taxation ;  and  the  hard  part  of  it  was 
that  when  land  was  bought,  they  could 
not  treat  the  Land  Tax  as  they  could 
treat  the  poor  rate  and  tithe — they  had 
to  buy  the  estate  nominally  free  from 
Land  Tax,  the  auctioneer  not  being 
bound  to  say  whether  there  was  any 
Land  Tax  or  not.  The  result  was  that, 
as  in  his  own  case,  land  was  bought  at  a 
price  as  if  it  were  free  from  Land  Tax, 
whereas  it  was  paid  as  a  direct  tax  by 
the  person  who  purchased  tilie  estate. 
Another  consideration,  which  was  apt  to 
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be  forgotten  when  people  were  dealing 
with  the  question  of  taxation  of  land  as 
compared  with  the  taxation  of  personal 
property,  was  this — if  a  person  had 
£50,000  left  to  him,  he  was  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  £500  or  £1,000,  which  amount 
he  could  obtain  at  once  by  simply  selling 
Stock  without  prejudicing  the  whole 
amount.  But  with  regard  to  real  pro- 
perty the  case  was  entirely  different ;  to 
raise  the  tax  upon  real  property  by 
selling  a  portion  of  it  was  like  chipping 
off  a  portion  of  a  piece  of  valuable  china 
—the  whole  suffered  by  it.  The  person 
who  had  to  pay  Succession  Duty  on  land, 
and  who  had  nothing  but  land,  would 
have  to  sell  or  mortgage  a  portion  of  his 
land  to  raise  the  money,  and  in  that  way 
persons  who  owned  land  were  punished. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
had  said  that  there  were  4,500,000 
houses  of  a  rental  of  £20  and  under — 
that  there  were  500,000  of  a  rental  of 
between  £15  and  £20.  But  he  (Mr. 
Grantham)  pointed  out  that  those  were 
the  houses  of  the  class  who  were  punished 
most.  Those  people  bought  their  houses, 
which,  at  20  years'  purchase,  would  be 
worth  £400.  But  how  could  they  pay 
Succession  Duty?  Were  they  to  sell 
their  houses?  Perhaps  houses  in  the 
district  were  a  drug  in  the  market,  and 
they  could  not  seU  them.  The  result 
would  be  that  a  man  in  that  position 
would  have  to  mortgage  his  property  to 
raise  the  duty.  But  if  that  was  the  case 
with  small  householders,  it  was,  if  pos- 
sible, still  worse  with  the  small  land- 
owners, whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  his  supporters  were  so 
anxious  to  see  increase  in  this  country. 
Take  the  case  of  a  man  who  was  left  20 
acoss  of  land ;  how  was  he  to  raise  the 
money  for  the  duty,  seeing  that  he 
wanted  every  farthing  he  could  get  for 
cultivating  the  farm  ?  He  believed  that 
all  who  went  into  this  question  honestly 
would  see  that  there  was  a  good  founda- 
tion for  the  difference  in  the  incidence  of 
taxation,  especially  as  l)etween  those 
who  inherited  a  small  amount  of  Consols, 
as  he  preferred  to  call  it,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  those  who  inherited  small 
estates  in  land.  If  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  carried  out, 
the  owners  of  real  property,  in  the  shape 
of  houses  of  £20  a-year,  would  suffer  in 
the  way  he  had  described;  and  they  would, 
moreover,  affect  the  small  landowners, 
whose  number  they  desired  to  see  iu- 
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crease.  For  his  own  part,  he  would  like 
to  see  the  number  of  small  landowners 
doubled,  because  he  believed  it  would 
be  for  the  good  of  the  country ;  but  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  for  their  own 
advantage  if  they  were  to  be  taxed  in 
the  way  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pro- 
posed. In  conclusion,  he  thanked  the 
Committee  for  the  attention  with  which 
they  had  listened  to  his  remarks,  which 
were  quite  unprepared,  and  arose  solely 
on  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
WolTerhampton ;  and  he  trusted  that 
before  the  next  Election  took  place  hon. 
Members  would  have  taken  more  trouble 
to  find  out  what  were  the  real  merits  of 
the  case. 

Mb.  Aldebman  W.  LAWEENCE 
said,  he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Grantham)  had  proved 
most  satisfactorily  to  himself — ^he  did  not 
know  whether  he  had  to  the  Committee — 
that  if  a  man  had  a  large  property  in 
land  it  would  be  difficult  for  him  to  find 
the  money  to  pay  the  tax  on  the  estate, 
because  he  wanted  the  whole  of  his 
money  and  income  to  keep  up  the  land. 
The  az^ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  applied  in  the  same  way  to 
small  properties  in  land.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence)  that  the 
Budget  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  just 
the  Budget  that  might  have  been  ex- 
pected he  would  introduce  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  thought  it  might  be  looked 
upon  as  a  provisional  Budget  of  a 
provisional  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
of  a  provisional  Government ;  and  look- 
ing at  it  in  that  light  they  would  receive 
it  without  objection,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  8o  regarded  by  the  country. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  made  an  ex- 
cuse by  saying  that  the  local  taxation  of 
the  country  had  been  improperly  levied, 
and  that,  therefore,  they  ought  at  all 
times  to  have  an  improper  Budget  to 
make  up  the  amount  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion. For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
that  when  a  blot  was  pointed  out  with 
reference  to  Imperial  taxation,  that  blot 
OQghtto  be  removed,  and  that  local  taxa- 
tion should  be  relieved  when  there  was 
an  opportunity  of  doing  so ;  but  he  con- 
tended that  when  they  were  trying 
to  remedy  any  injustice  it  was  no  an- 
swer to  say —  *  *  Oh,  we  cannot  remedy  this 
injustice  until  something  else  is  done 
with  respect  to  local  taxation."  He 
thought  that  for  a  number  of  years,  in 

TOL.  OOXOIX.    [thied  sbbibs.] 


every  Parliament,  that  principle  had  been 
carried  too  far.  They  were  always  say- 
ing— *' Before  we  can  remedy  that  evil 
we  must  alter  local  taxation,  and  before 
we  can  do  that  we  must  remedy  some- 
thing else,"  and  so  they  went  round  the 
circle.  He  thought  that  no  case  had 
been  made  out  for  allowing  real  pro- 
perty, any  more  than  leasehold  property, 
to  escape  its  just  share  of  taxation ;  and 
he  could  give  an  instance  of  injustice 
in  the  case  of  the  large  estates  in  this 
Metropolis.  There  were  large  estates, 
those  belonging  to  aristocratic  owners 
and  to  Companies,  and  to  individuals, 
let  on  long  building  leases,  on  which 
buildings  had  been  erected  and  great 
interest  created  in  connection  with  them  ; 
and  yet,  although  large  portions  of  the 
original  leases  had  expired,  the  value  of 
the  leases  was  as  great  as  before.  When 
the  owner  of  a  leasehold  house  died,  the 
property  passed  by  will  or  devolution, 
and  the  successor  would  have  to  pay  both 
Probate  and  Succession  Duty.  But  at 
the  end  of,  say,  40  years,  the  leases  would 
fall  in,  and  the  owner  of  the  freehold 
would  let  the  houses  for  terms  of  21 
years,  at  rack  rentals,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  would  thenceforward 
receive  nothing  more  from  the  devolu- 
tion of  the  leases.  He  asked  the  Com- 
mittee whether  it  was  fair  that  when 
this  leasehold  property  devolved  on  the 
ground  landlord  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer should  receive  no  further  tax 
from  it?  The  difference  between  the 
amount  paid  by  the  leaseholders  during 
their  terms  and  that  which  the  ground 
landlord    would    have    afterwards    to 

Eay  in  respect  of  the  property  would 
e  enormous.  Supposing  that  a  lease- 
hold house  and  a  freehold  house  adjoin- 
ing each  other  were  left  severally  to  two 
sons ;  the  son  who  received  the  lease- 
hold property  would  have  to  pay  Pro- 
bate Duty  on  the  full  value  of  the  house, 
and  also  Succession  Duty  according  to 
the  value  of  his  life ;  but  the  son  who 
had  the  freehold  house  would  simply 
have  to  pay  Succession  Duty.  That 
was  an  arrangement  that  was  neither 
fair  nor  equitable,  and  there  was  no- 
thing whatever  to  justify  it.  That  ques- 
tion had  been  debated  year  after  year ; 
and  although  there  was  no  answer  to 
the  argument  he  had  put  forward,  every 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  shrunk 
from  proposing  a  remedy  for  the  re- 
moval of  that  injustice.    He  admitted 
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that  the  incidence  of  local  taxation  re- 
quired re-adjustment.  The  owners  in 
tne  Metropolis  who  had  let  their  pro- 
perty on  lease  had  done  so  on  condition 
that  the  tenant  paid  all  the  taxes.  Since 
the  leases  were  granted  taxation  had 
risen  to  a  large  amount ;  but  the  owners 
of  the  property  did  not  contribute  one 
farthing  towards  it — the  occupiers  had  to 
pay  the  whole.  He  maintained  that  that 
was  strictly  unfair,  because  very  often 
the  occupiers  had  to  pay  taxation  for 
the  improvements  of  the  neighbourhood, 
owing  to  which  improvements  they 
would,  at  the  termination  of  their 
leases,  be  required  to  pay  additional 
rent  for  renewals.  He  was  rather  sur- 
prised, although  he  did  not  regret,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  although  he  had 
struck  out  the  payment  to  the  full 
amount  of  Probate  Duty  on  freehold 
property  in  the  manner  suggested  by 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
had  adopted  that  part  of  his  Predecessor's 
Budget  which  had  reference  to  the  tax- 
ing of  corporate  property.  When  the 
proposal  was  made  by  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  he  (Mr.  Al- 
derman Lawrence),  as  the  Representa- 
tive of  many  who  had  to  do  with 
corporate  property — Livery  Companies 
and  others — said  that  corporate  bodies 
never  objected  to  have  their  property 
taxed  in  lieu  of  Succession  Duties. 
While  adopting  that  part  of  the 
Budget  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers),  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  let  slip  the  question 
of  the  devolution  of  freehold  property 
both  in  houses  and  land.  He  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence)  thought  that  the 
very  levying  of  a  tax  upon  corporate 
property  would  be  a  lever  to  be  used  for 
iDringing  freehold  property  to  pay  its 
fair  share  of  taxation  when  it  devolved 
by  death.  It  was  very  ingenious  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Grantham)  to 
argue  that  there  was  a  large  number  of 
houses  in  the  country  so  small  that  it 
was  impossible  for  anyone  succeeding  to 
them  to  pay  anything  in  the  way  of 
Devolution  Duty.  But  those  houses,  or 
the  great  majority  of  them,  were  lease- 
hold, and  were  owned  by  the  large 
landed  proprietors.  Whoever  succeeded, 
the  houses  had  to  pay  Probate  Duty 
upon  the  full  value,  whatever  it  might 

.  Mr,  Alierman  W,  Zawrence 


be.  « It  was  not  his  wish  to  detain  the 
Committee  longer  on  this  question.  It 
was  a  large  question,  and  one  which 
was  much  better  understood  in  the 
country  than  it  was  formerly.  He 
was  convinced  the  people  would  soon 
be  found  asking  why  freehold  house 
property  and  freehold  land  property 
should  escape  the  taxation  when  they 
devolved  by  death  any  more  than 
leasehold  property.  The  only  reason 
why  it  had  escaped  taxation  so  long  was 
that  those  who  were  chiefly  interested 
in  that  description  of  property  had  great 
power  and  influence  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  He  did  not  anticipate  that 
the  Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  meet  with  any  opposi- 
tion. He  had  considered  it  his  duty  to 
make  those  remarks,  holding,  as  he  did, 
the  opinion  that  great  injustice  was  done 
by  the  manner  in  which  leasehold  pro- 
perty was  treated  in  comparison  with 
freehold  property. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  the  Commit- 
tee were  indebted  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  for  firing  off  his 
torpedo,  which,  although  entirely  unex- 

Eected,  had  been  very  successful.  The 
on.  Gentleman  was  essentially  fair ;  he 
would  not  put  before  the  Committee 
any. figures  or  statements  which  he  did 
not  feel  he  was  thoroughly  justified  in 
putting  forward ;  and  if  anyone  was  in 
a  position  to  show  him  that  he  had 
made  statements  which  were  not  to  be 
supported,  he  would  withdraw  from  the 
position  he  had  taken  up.  Now,  he 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  had  entirely  omitted  to  take 
notice  of  that  which  exhibited  a  large 
amount  of  taxation  on  real  property  as 
compared  with  personalty.  The  first 
thing  the  hon.  Gentleman  omitted  to 
notice  was  that  the  Income  Tax  was 
levied  on  the  gross  rental  in  all  cases  of 
real  property,  that  gross  rental  by  no 
means  representing  the  net  rental,  but 
being  a  sum  largely  in  excess  of  it.  To 
entirely  omit  such  a  fact  as  that  could 
not  be  considered  a  fair  proceeding, 
unless,  as  he  had  no  doubt,  it  was  in 
this  case  an  accidental  omission.  The 
hon.  Member  would  see  that  in  estimat- 
ing the  difference  of  the  burdens  which 
fell  on  real  property  as  compared  with 
personal  property  he  would  arrive  at  an 
entirely  fallacious  conclusion,  unless  he 
noticed    the   injury    which    was    done 
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directly  to  real  property  by  the  levying 
of  the  Income  Tax  on  the  gross  value. 
Agaio,  it  was  constantly  said  that 
houses  must  be  provided  for  the  labour- 
ing classes.  He  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  had  taken  the 
slightest  trouble  to  ascertain  what  was 
the  amount  spent  by  landlords  in  erect- 
ing labourers'  cottages?  How  many 
thousands  and  tens  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds  were  spent  in  that 
way,  and  with  what  result  ?  Landlords 
took  money  from  the  funds,  or  from 
yaiious  investments  in  stocks  or  shares, 
where  it  was  liable  to  no  rating,  to  em- 
ploy it  in  the  fulfilment  of  what  they 
were  told  was  one  of  their  highest 
duties,  and  then  it  became  liable  to 
rating.  Was  it  fair  to  omit  such  a  fact 
when  a  comparison  was  being  made 
between  the  taxation  on  real  and  per- 
sonal property?  Then  they  were  told 
that  it  was  well  that  the  number  of 
independent  owners  of  land  should  be 
increased  ;  that  they  should  resuscitate 
Uiat  great  and  independent  race  which 
he  regretted  had  so  much  disappeared 
— the  yeoman  farmers.  But  how  was 
the  yeoman  farmer  to  continue  to  exist, 
even  if  they  were  to  bring  him  into 
possession  by  unnatural  aud  artificial 
means,  in  the  face  of  a  severe,  an  unfair, 
and  a  crushing  burden  of  taxation? 
There  was  another  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  which 
ought  to  be  met,  and  it  was  that  the 
burden  of  the  poor  rate  was  imposed  on 
land  so  long  ago  that  it  was  now  no  burden 
at  all.  What  did  that  argument  lead 
to  ?  The  burden  of  the  highway  rate 
had  been  imposed  for  a  certain  number 
of  years.  If  the  owners  of  the  land 
could  manage  to  pay  their  proportion  of 
the  rate  for  a  century,  was  it  to  be  said 
that  the  rate  was  no  longer  a  burden  on 
the  land?  The  education  rate  was 
recently  imposed.  If  it  remained  as  a 
burden  on  the  land  for  50  or  100  years, 
and  land  was  bought  and  sold  subject 
to  it,  was  it  to  be  said  it  was  no  burden 
at  all  ?  There  had  been  a  charge  for 
police  on  the  land  for  a  generation, 
and  land  had  been  bought  and  sold 
subject  to  it.  Was  it  to  be  con- 
tended for  a  moment  that  because 
land  had  changed  hands  within  the  last 
20  years,  subject  to  the  burden  of  pro- 
viding a  large  portion  of  the  expenses 
of  the  police,  the  police  rate  was  no  bur- 
den on  the  Iftnd  ?    The  argument  of  the 


hon.  Gentleman  was  completely  value- 
leas.  The  fact  that  they  had  a  right  to 
look  at  was  whether  property,  be  it  real, 
be  it  personal,  be  it  industrial,  be  it 
what  it  might,  paid  its  full  and  fair 
share  of  taxation?  What  he  claimed 
for  real  property  was  that  it  should  be 
treated  on  an  equality  with  income  de- 
rived from  personalty.  He  and  aU 
those  who  had  been  associated  together 
on  the  local  taxation  question  for  many 
years  past  demanded  this,  and  nothing 
more  than  this — that  the  burden  of 
taxation,  be  it  on  real  property — houses 
or  land — or  on  personalty,  be  it  for  local 
purposes  or  for  Imperial  purposes,  should 
DO  levied  with  absolute  fairness  and  ab- 
solute equality;  then,  and  then  only, 
they  would  have  no  cause  of  complaint. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  addressed 
the  Committee  (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence) 
said  that,  in  regard  to  the  grievances  to 
which  he  alluded,  he  was  always  put  off 
by  being  told — **0h,  we  cannot  remedy 
this  until  something  else  is  done."  That 
was  the  very  answer  which  was  always 
given  to  him  (Mr.  Paget)  and  his 
Friends.  The  House  had  again  and 
again  recognized  by  vote  that  the  bur- 
den of  local  taxation  was  such  as  to  de- 
mand immediate  attention.  How  was 
it  that  it  had  never  come  to  pass  that 
effect  was  given  to  the  Eesolution  of  the 
House  ?  It  was  because  they  had  always 
been  put  off  by  the  cry — **  Wait  for  your 
county  government ;  wait  for  your  local 
reforms;  wait  till  these  things  take 
place,  and  then  a  financial  remedy  will 
be  afforded  you."  But  they  had  waited 
in  vain  too  long.  It  would  not  do  to  let 
it  go  forth  that  there  was  anything  ap- 
proaching a  shadow  of  truth  in  the  state- 
ment that  land  escaped  its  fair  burdens. 
It  might  be  that  land  escaped  certain 
Imperial  burdens ;  but  then  it  was  doubly 
taxed  locally.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  said  that 
the  larger  the  amount  raised  by  local 
loans  the  better.  Those  words  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  astonished  him,  because 
he  knew  the  extent  to  which  local  loans 
had  increased.  When  he  remembered 
that  vast  sums  of  debt  were  being  in- 
curred by  Local  Authorities,  it  was  too 
much  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  larger  the  amount  raised  in  that 
way  the  better.  He  was  afraid  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  in  his  mind  the  borough 
of  Wolverhampton.  He  (Mr.  Paget) 
recollected  hearing  in  that  House  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  speak  in  terms  of 
approbation  of  a  loan  of  £600,000 
which  had  been  signed  that  day  with  the 
borough  of  "Wolverhampton.  What  had 
been  the  result  ?  They  had  made  "Wol- 
verhampton a  desert.  [Mr.  H.H.  Fowleb  : 
No !]  The  hon.  Member  might  say  no ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Paget)  had  a  personal  ac- 
quaintance with  Wolverhampton.  He 
went  there  a  short  time  ago  to  find  acres 
of  land  lying  deserted  by  the  magnificent 
scheme  to  which  the  loan  of  £600,000 
had  been  applied.  The  rates  of  Wol- 
verhampton had  been  raised  to  such  a 
pitch  that  the  place  had  been  mined. 
[Mr.  H.  H.  FowiiEH :  No  !]  It  was  his 
(Mr.  Paget's)  misfortune  to  have  an  in- 
timate acquaintance  with  the  town;  it 
was  his  misfortune  to  be  the  possessor 
of  a  few  acres  of  land  in  the  neighbour- 
hood; it  was  his  misfortune  to  know 
that  the  rates  had  been  raised  to  such 
an  extent  that  they  formed  such  a  burden 
that  many  places  in  the  vicinity  were  in- 
creasing in  population  with  a  rapidity 
for  which  Wolverhampton  would  look 
in  vain.  He  admitted  that  there  was 
much  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  local  re- 
forms, and  in  many  of  them  he  heartily 
concurred  ;  but  when  it  was  said  that 
the  larger  the  amount  of  local  loans 
raised  the  better,  he 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  completely  misunder- 
stood him.  What  he  had  said  was  that 
the  more  loans  were  granted  the  greater 
was  the  corresponding  profit  to  the 
Exchequer. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  was  sorry 
if  he  had  misunderstood  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  took  down  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's words,  and  thought  he  was  placing 
a  fair  interpretation  upon  them.  They 
had,  however,  to  thank  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  bringing  the  qi^estion  before  the 
Committee.  They  wanted  daylight  to 
be  thrown  upon  it.  They  wanted  the 
whole  truth  m  that  matter  to  be  told. 
If  it  could  be  justly  proved  that  there 
was  any  class  of  property  which  did  not 
bear  its  fair  share  of  the  burdens  of  the 
country,  he  did  not  care  what  happened 
as  long  as  the  injustice  was  removed. 
If  the  result  of  the  investigation  was  to 
put  more  taxation  on  land,  good  and 
well ;  but  let  the  investigation  be  com- 
plete. Do  not  let  them  have  recrimina- 
tions— **  Tou  are  not  taxed,  and  you  are 

Mr.  M.  H.  Paget 


not  taxed."  The  owners  of  land  had 
nothing  to  lose  by  a  thorough  inquiry 
and  by  a  plain  statement  of  the  facts. 
He  wished  that  the  whole  truth  should 
be  put  clearly  before  the  nation  at  large, 
so  that  every  man  might  know  how  the 
matter  stood.  He  asked  for  nothing, 
demanded  nothing,  but  absolute  justice, 
absolute  fairness,  absolute  equality  of 
taxation  for  all  classes  of  property  ia 
respect  of  Imperial  and  local  matters. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
wished  to  detain  the  Committee  by  mak- 
ing a  few  remarks  which  meant  prac- 
tically a  Notice  of  opposition  to  one  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Budget — 
an  opposition  which  he  was  sufficiently 
impartial  to  give  Notice  of  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  in- 
troduced his  scheme.  His  confidence  in 
the  personal  sense  of  justice  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  was  severely  shaken  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  adoption  of 
the  proposal  of  his  Predecessor  with  re- 
ference to  corporate  land.  He  doubted 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
of  the  gross  scandal  he  had  sanctioned 
by  his  adoption  of  that  proposal.  Take, 
for  example,  one  case  of  the  injustioe 
which  would  be  permitted.  There  were 
some  500,000  acres  of  the  very  best  land 
in  the  country  belonging  to  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  and  to  the  Col- 
leges of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  Under 
the  Income  Tax  Acts  those  lands  were 
exempted  from  Income  Tax;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  himself  a  land- 
owner, and  surrounded  by  landowners 
paying  Income  and  Succession  Duty, 
now  proposed  to  the  House  of  Commons 
to  confirm,  not  the  exemption  that 
existed,  but  to  confer  a  statutory  ex- 
emption upon  those  and  other  corporate 
lands.  He  (Mr.  Arnold)  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  that  was  a  scandalous 
proposal.  What  did  it  amount  to  ?  The 
late  Prime  Minister  had  described  the 
exemption  as  a  grant.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer proposed  to  take  out  of  every  poor 
man's  pocket  a  certain  sum  of  money  in 
order  that  he  might  make  a  grant  to  the 
richest  Church  Corporation  and  the 
richest  Universities  in  the  whole  world. 
He  ventured  to  make  that  observation 
because  he  heard  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders) ask  the  Chancellor  o|  the  Exch^- 
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quer  when  he  proposed  to  take  the 
second  reading  of  the  Budget  Bill.  He 
presumed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  introduce  a  new  measure,  and 
allow  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Pontefract  to  drop. 
On  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  he 
should  condemn  the  exemption  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
posed to  the  House,  unless,  indeed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  reflection, 
himself  suggested  the  repeal  of  the 
scandalous  exemption  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  give  to  corporate  and  other 
lands. 

Mb.  GEEQOEY  said,  he  would  not 
refer  to  the  burdens  on  real  property, 
which  had  been  ably  stated  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  preceded  him ;  but 
he  would  point  out  that  there  was  a  very 
lai^e  class  of  personal  property  in  the 
country  which  passed  from  hand  to  hand, 
and  which  entirely  escaped  duty.  There 
was  an  immense  number  of  houses  in 
the  country  all  well  furnished.  The 
furniture  was  property,  yet  it  paid  no 
duty  on  transfer.  On  pictures  no  duty 
was  paid.  There  was  a  large  amount 
of  property  in  plate,  jewels,  and  other 
similar  articles,  and  yet  no  duty  was 
paid  on  its  transfer.  There  were  other 
classes  of  property,  too,  of  a  commer- 
cial character,  which  did  not  pay  any 
duty.  Take  the  goodwill  of  a  business, 
which  on  transfer  produced  a  large  sum 
of  money.  That  was  property  of  a  valu- 
able character ;  but  he  was  not  aware  it 
paid  any  duty.  Stock-in-trade  too  was 
property,  but  it  was  not  subjected  to 
duty.  The  number  of  financial  trans- 
actions which  went  on  from  day  to  day 
in  the  City  of  London  which  escaped 
taxation  was  almost  incredible.  He 
did  not  think,  therefore,  that  in  deal- 
ing with  the  two  classes  of  property 
these  considerations  ought  to  be  lost 
sight  of.  The  question  of  the  Succes- 
sion Duty  on  land  was  a  very  tech- 
nical one.  It  was  a  fact  that  there 
was  a  considerable  hardship  in  respect 
of  the  Succession  Duty  in  consequence 
of  the  terms  used  in  the  Act.  Cases 
were  constantly  occurring  in  which  pro- 
perty was  liable  to  the  10  per  cent  duty 
on  account  of  the  use  of  the  words 
"predecessor  in  title,"  whereas  it  would 
only  be  liable  to  the  1  per  cent  duty  if 
other  words  were  employed.  With  re- 
spect to  the  aasessment  of  the  Succession 
Duty  on  the  life  interest,  it  should  be 


observed  that  it  was  levied  upon  pro- 
perty which  was  permanent  in  its  nature, 
and  which  was,  as  it  were,  always  under 
the  hand  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ;  whereas  personalty  on  which 
dues  had  once  been  paid  might  be  car- 
ried out  of  the  country,  or  otherwise 
disposed  of  in  such  a  manner  as  never 
again  to  become  liable  to  duty  here. 

Mr.  FEANCIS  BUXTON  said,  he 
had  to  apologize  for  troubling  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  he  wished  to  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  the  clear 
statement  he  had  made  under  somewhat 
difficult  and  painful  conditions.  The 
proposals  themselves  were  at  least 
simple,  and,  he  thought,  on  some 
points,  deserved  the  congratulations  of 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House.  In  the  first  place, 
he  would  venture  to  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  his  proposal 
to  make  an  alteration  in  the  Budget 
proposals  as  brought  in  a  couple  of 
months  ago  in  that  he  was  not  going 
to  anticipate  the  Sinking  Fund  of  next 
year.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  principle  of  anticipating  the  Sinking 
Fund  and  the  paying  off  of  a  part  of  the 
National  Debt  was  a  somewhat  dan- 
gerous one;  and  he  was  well  satisfied  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought 
right  to  make  an  alteration  in  that  re- 
spect. In  other  respects  he  saw  that 
**  coming  events  cast  their  shadows  be- 
fore." There  was  in  the  Budget  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
very  dark  shadow  in  many  respects. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that,  whilst 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  described  the  late  Budget 
as  a  £100,000,000  one,  they  should 
describe  the  present  proposals  as  a 
100,000,000  Vote  Budget.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  was,  to  some 
extent,  a  popularity  Budget.  The  effect 
of  the  proposals  before  the  Committee 
was  that  the  Treasury  should  have 
power  to  issue  £4,000,000  of  Treasury 
Bills  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
moment.  The  late  Government  had 
given  them  good  hopes  that  £2,000,000 
of  the  £11,000,000  would  not  really  be 
required  ;  but  now  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  came 
down  and  asked  them  to  pass  a  Budget 
with  a  deficit  of  £4,000,000 ;  and,  so 
far  as  he  (Mr.  Buxton)  could  under- 
stand it,  he  did  not  hold  out  any  hope 
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that  any  part  of  that  £4,000,000 
would  not  be  spent.  It  was  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  Committee  should  be 
called  on  to  pass  such  a  Budget  as  this, 
and  he  would  venture  to  offer  his 
humble  protest  against  such  a  system  of 
finance.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  had  done  his  best  to  carry 
out  a  principle  which  he  admitted  was  a 
sound  one —namely,  that  on  this  occa- 
sion, when  there  was  a  special  require- 
ment for  the  financial  demands  of  the 
country,  some  indirect  taxation  should 
have  been  put  on  as  well  as  direct  taxa- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
found,  however,  after  very  careful  search, 
that  there  was  no  article  on  which  he 
oould  put  indirect  taxation  except  tea  if 
he  gave  up  beer  and  spirits.  That  con- 
clusion showed,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
wisdom  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  having  ventured,  just  be- 
fore the  General  Election,  to  propose  in- 
direct taxation  on  beer  and  spirits.  The 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  no 
doubt,  admit,  had  spoken  somewhat  in 
favour  of  a  duty  on  tea;  but  he  had 
said  that  such  a  tax  would  be  too  un- 
popular for  even  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  to  propose  on  such  an  occa- 
sion as  this— just  on  the  eve  of  a  General 
Election.  It  was  to  be  regretted  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
endeavoured  to  make  this  a  popularity 
Budget  to  such  an  extent  as  not  to  raise 
any  money  by  indirect  taxation,  whilst 
there  was  such  a  large  increase  in  di- 
rect taxation.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  going  to  put  IJrf.  on  the  In- 
come Tax,  and  was  about  to  do  that  with- 
out any  indirect  taxation;  and  would 
there  not  be  some  justification  required 
for  an  Hd,  Income  Tax  if,  at  the  end  of 
the  year,  they  found  there  was  to  be  a 
"  great  change  in  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  country  ?  "  An  inquiry  was 
to  be  held  into  the  causes  of  the  depres- 
sion in  trade,  and  in  regard  to  the  mea- 
sures to  be  adopted  to  put  an  end  to  that 
depression;  and  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin)  sitting  on 
the  Front  Ministerial  Bench  he  could 
easily  imagine  that  that  inquiry  was 
only  to  have  one  result,  and  that  they 
would  see  a  bold  return  to  putting  pro- 
tective duties  on  foreign  imported  arti- 
cles.   Why,  if  that  were  really  to  come 
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to  pass — if  they  were  really  to  see  this 
great  change  in  the  fiscal  arrangements 
of  the  country,  surely  the  Income  Tax 
payers  could  reasonably  complain  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
had  just  come  into  power  at  a  little  more 
than  a  week's  notice,  had,  by  his  Budget 
arrangement,  ventured  to  maintain  the 
Inoome  Tax  at  the  abnormally  high, 
figure  of  8rf.  They  would  surely  com- 
plain that  .he  ought  to  have  waited  a 
little  longer,  until  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiry had  become  known.  They  would 
surely  say  that  he  need  not  have  levied 
that  large  amount  upon  them  at  that 
time.  He  (Mr.  Buxton)  must  ask  pardon 
of  the  Committee  for  having  detained  it 
on  that  occasion  ;  but  he  felt  that  with, 
the  large  deficit  they  were  asked  to 
carry  on  for  the  next  two  years — a  prin- 
ciple which  he  hoped  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber, at  least  on  that  Tthe  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House,  would  most  heartily 
condemn  —  some  protest  was  necessary 
from  him.  He  thanked  the  Committee 
for  having  listened  to  him. 

Mb.  ECROYD  said,  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Andover  (Mr.  Francis  Buxton)  had  en- 
tirely left  out  of  view,  in  the  remarks 
he  had  just  addressed  to  the  Committee, 
the  fact  that  the  arrangements  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  simply 
those  which  remained  of  the  recent  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Childers),  and  which  had 
not  been  condemned  by  a  vote  of  the 
House.  He,  for  one,  could  not  admit 
that  that  condemnation  had  proceeded 
only  from  the  action  of  Gentlemen  who 
now  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side.  The 
fcause  of  the  failure  of  the  Budget  of  the 
late  Government  was  the  deliberate  re- 
fusal of  the  ordinary  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  support  it.  The 
condemnation  which  had  been  passed  on 
it  had  been  the  condemnation  of  a  large 
body  of  the  Liberal  Party,  who  must, 
accordingly,  be  held  responsible  for  the 
disappearance  from  the  Budget  of  those 
particular  proposals  which  were  con- 
demned by  that  vote.  For  his  own  part, 
he  heartily  rejoiced  that  in  a  state  of 
affairs  almost  unparalleled — quite  un- 
paralleled in  the  present  generation — in 
which  an  enormous  and  sudden  increase 
of  expenditure  for  great  national  pur- 
poses had  been  called  for  at  a  moment 
when  trade,  agriculture,  and  industry 
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were  all  profoundly  depressed — the  coun- 
try should  be  spared  an  oppressive  in- 
crease of  taxation.  The  means  by  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  provide 
for  this  immense  and  sudden  deficiency 
were  means  peculiarly  appropriate  in  the 
present  condition  of  things.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  borrow  by 
Exchequer  Bills.  Well,  it  unfortu- 
nately happened  that  the  trade  of  the 
country  was  in  so  stagnant  and  miserable 
a  condition  that  the  money  which  ought 
to  be  employed  in  it  was  lying,  to  a 
large  extent,  idle  and  unoccupied ; 
and  thus  the  very  circumstances  that 
rendered  the  country  unusually  unable 
to  bear  an  addition  to  the  ordinary 
burden  of  taxation  enabled  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  borrow  money 
at  an  extraordinarily  low  rate  of  interest. 
He  thought  no  more  complete  justifica- 
tion of  such  arrangements  as  those  now 
proposed  could  be  conceived.  He  would 
not  attempt  to  enter  into  the  question 
introduced  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  "Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler),  which  seemed  altogether 
foreign  to  the  subject  in  hand.  This 
was  not  the  proper  occasion  for  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  great  question  of  local 
taxation.  That  speech  was,  he  con- 
ceiyed,  directed  not  to  the  Business  of 
the  House,  but  rather  to  the  purposes 
of  the  coming  General  Election.  But 
the  charge  of  acting  with  a  view  to  the 
coming  General  Election  could  hardly 
be  laid  at  the  door  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  connection  with  the 
proposals  he  had  submitted.  They  were 
arrangements  of  an  entirely  provisional 
character,  and  they  were  merely  made 
from  the  pressing  circumstances  of  the 
year.  It  was  clear  it  would  have  been 
utterly  impossible  to  pass  a  Budget  of 
complete,  new,  and  necessarily  compli- 
cated arrangements  in  the  month  of 
July.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Andovor  had  spoken  of  the  pro- 
posed inquiry  into  the  existing  depres- 
sion of  trade  and  industry.  The  hon. 
Member  assumed  that  that  inquiry  was 
likely  to  lead  to  a  complete  alteration  in 
the  system  of  taxation  in  this  country. 
If  it  did  so,  it  could  only  be  in  conse- 
quence of  the  facts  brought  out  by  the 
inquiry  being  of  such  a  character  as  to 
lead  the  g^reat  majority  of  the  country  to 
deare  a  change  in  the  fiscal  system,  and 
to  consider  Buoh  a  change  just  and  ne- 


cessary under  the  circumstances.  He 
(Mr.  Ecroyd)  should  not  attempt  to  pre- 
judge that  question.  That  might  be  the 
result  of  the  inquiry,  or  it  might  not ; 
but,  at  least,  the  investigation  would 
bring  to  light  a  great  deal  that  was 
now  hidden  from  them,  and  would  enable 
the  public  to  form  a  much  sounder 
judgment  upon  those  questions  in  the 
future  than  they  had  been  able  to  form 
in  the  past.  He  was  firmly  convinced 
that  that  inquiry,  if  fearlessly  and 
honestly  conducted,  would  bring  to  light 
a  great  deal  of  information  not  only  in 
regard  to  fiscal  questions,  but  in  regard 
to  other  matters  connected  with  com- 
mercial and  industrial  affairs  that 
awaited  settlement ;  and  he  rejoiced 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
had  the  wisdom  and  the  courage  to  in- 
stitute that  inquiry  at  the  present  time. 
He  believed  it  would  meet  with  the 
general  approval  of  the  people  of  this 
country ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  knew  it 
would  cause  a  feeling  of  the  deepest 
joy  and  satisfaction  in  the  hearts  of 
hundreds  of  thousands,  if  not  millions, 
of  the  labouring  classes.  The  objec- 
tions which  could  be  taken  to  such  an 
inquiry  were  apparently  set  forth  in  an 
Amendment  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W. 
Fowler)had  placed  on  the  Notice  Paper 
of  the  House.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Ecroyd)  that  the  objection  grounded  on 
the  possibility  of  raising  expectations 
which  could  not  be  fulfilled  was  one  of 
the  most  empty  that  could  be  imagined. 
It  was  as  if,  in  the  case  of  serious 
disease  having  attacked  some  member 
of  a  family,  and  a  proposal  having  been 
made  to  call  in  physicians,  in  order  to 
ascertEiin  the  nature  of  the  disease,  some 
friend  of  the  family  should  say — **  Do  not 
inquire  closely  into  the  nature  of  this 
disease  or  its  symptoms,  lest  you  should 
raise  expectations  of  a  cure  that  will 
probably  be  disappointed."  That  was 
not  sound  advice,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  would  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
He  was  sorry  to  detain  the^  Committee 
at  so  much  length ;  but  there  was  one 
other  question  he  should  like  to  make 
a  remark  upon.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  had  spoken  of  the  fact 
that  the  industries  of  this  country  were 
overtaxed.  He  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  admitted 
it  to  the  fullest  extent.  He  believed 
the  industries  of  this  country  were  over- 
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taxed  and  overburdened  in  the  strenuous 
struggle  they  had  to  maintain  with  fo- 
reign oountries  under  most  unjust  and 
unequal  conditions;  and  there  was  no 
burden  more  grievous  than  the  special 
taxation  levied  for  local  purposes  on 
land  and  buildings,  whicb  were  the  great 
bases  of  all  their  industries.  That  heavy 
and  increasing  taxation  of  land  and  build- 
ings and  the  dwellings  of  the  workers 
was  a  matter  that  would  certainly  have 
to  be  inquired  into  with  a  view  of  re- 
lieving their  industries.  In  agreeing, 
therefore,  with  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  that 
the  industries  of  the  country  were  over- 
taxed, he  dissented  from  the  view  that 
they  should  be  relieved  by  increasing 
the  burdens  on  land  and  buildings.  He 
would  rather  say  that  the  cure  was  to 
be  found  in  bringing  under  the  scope 
of  taxation  the  enormous  amount  of 
capital  held  in  this  country  invested  in 
foreign  land  and  buildings,  and  foreign 
manufactories  and  works,  the  products 
of  which  were  brought  here,  duty  free, 
to  compete  with  our  own  industries.  He 
believed  that  in  this  would  be  found  the 
chief  remedy  for  the  over-taxation  of 
their  industries.  Belief  would  be  secured 
in  a  two-fold  sense.  They  would  re- 
lieve their  own  industries  from  an  unjust 
burden,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  impose 
it  on  the  shoulders  of  those  who  in  aU 
fairness  ought  to  bear  a  share  of 
it.  That  would  be  an  inevitable  ele- 
ment in  the  future  re-arrangement  of 
fiscal  matters  in  this  country.  But,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
had  said,  all  those  matters  were  to  be 
remitted  to  the  verdict  of  the  constituen- 
cies. To  that  verdict  he  (Mr.  Ecroyd) 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  ap- 
peal with  great  confidence,  for  he  had 
shown  a  sympathy  and  consideration  for 
the  suffering  industries  of  the  nation 
which  had  been  rare  of  late  years,  and 
which  would  be  highly  appreciated  by 
the  people. 

Mb.  M*LAREN  said,  there  was  one 
object  which  the  Committee  had  to  pro- 
vide for,  and  that  had  been  frequently 
alluded  to — namely,  the  subventions  to 
local  taxation.  That  was  not  the  op- 
portunity to  discuss  that  question  ;  but 
they  must  take  it  as  a  fact,  in  their 
general  financial  discussion,  that  that 
item  was  a  growing  one  in  the  annual 
Estimates.      They  were  adding,  from 
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time  to  time,  on  the  Motion  of  one  Party 
or  the  other,  to  that  large  and  important 
item  in  aid  of  the  local  rates.  Whether 
or  not  it  was  a  right  thing  to  be  done, 
it  was  certain  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
time  to  provide,  in  some  equitable  way, 
for  the  payment  of  those  subventions. 
Though  they  had  been  increasing  year 
by  year,  the  taxpayer  looked  into  the 
burdens,  and  never  found  that  there  was 
any  attempt  made  to  adjust  the  bur- 
dens put  on  the  land  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses, and  bring  them  into  harmony 
with  the  burdens  put  upon  personal 
property.  Year  after  year  the  assimi- 
lation of  Succession  Duties  and  Legacy 
Duties  had  been  spoken  of.  The  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  forward  by  the 
present  Leader  of  tiie  Opposition  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  who  had  admitted  that  it 
was  a  most  important  question  ;  and  yet, 
on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election,  both 
Parties  were  compelled  to  say — **We 
have  come  forward  every  year  to  re- 
duce the  burdens  on  land,  and  yet  we 
have  never  had  the  courage  to  make  the 
land  pay  the  same  taxes  as  personal  pro- 
perty." There  was,  as  he  himself  could 
testify,  a  strong  feeling  in  the  country 
against  the  injustice  of  that  state  of 
things.  Ordinary  occupiers  had  to  pay 
heavy  rates,  and  they  found  that  al- 
though Parliament  came  forward,  year 
after  year,  with  payments  in  aid  of 
rates,  they  never  had  to  pay  any  less. 
For  instance,  the  lessees  of  the  land  held 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
knew  that  when  they  died  their  succes- 
sors would  have  to  pay  sums  varying  in 
amount;  but,  whatever  the  amount  might 
be,  it  was  unjustly  in  excess  of  what 
was  paid  by  the  owners  of  the  ground 
rents.  A  great  deal  had  been  done  to 
attempt  to  show  that  that  was  not  a  real 
injustice  ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Gh*ant- 
ham)  had  especially  distinguished  him- 
self by  drawing  what  he  (Mr.  M'Laren) 
considered  most  fallacious  conclusions 
from  facts  admitted.  The  average 
amount  of  money  paid  in  Succession 
Duty  was  1 J  per  cent,  whereas  on  per- 
sonal property  they  never  got  below  3 
per  cent,  and  they  often  went  up  to  9, 
10,  and  12  per  cent.  They  on  the  Libe- 
ral side  of  the  House  were  frequently 
twitted  with  not  being  alive  to  the  claims 
of -the  local  taxpayer.  He  would  suggest 
that  if  the  parties  who  held  that  opinion 
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would  come  forward  witli  some  bold 
proposal  for  equalizing,  as  far  as  they 
could,  the  national  tribute  which  land 
and  personalty  had  to  pay,  they  would 
come  with  a  much  better  grace  and  re- 
ceive a  larger  share  of  support  on  this 
subject  in  the  House.  There  was  a 
question  of  principle  behind  it ;  but  still 
&ey  could,  some  of  them,  go  before 
their  oonstituents  and  say  that  an  at- 
tempt was  being  made  by  some  Party  in 
the  State  to  remedy  the  grievance.  He 
was  sorry  that  this  Budget  would  have 
to  go  to  the  country  practically  without 
discussion  on  its  merits ;  but  he  thought 
that  before  the  Tax  Bill  went  through 
its  several  stages  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below  him 
(Mr.  Childers)  to  show  the  fallaciousness 
and  weakness  upon  which  it  was  based. 
It  was  not  a  right  thing  that  they,  on 
the  eve  of  the  Dissolution,  should  silently 
allow  a  Budget  to  pass  which  was  one 
of  the  most  improvident  and  spendthrift 
which  had  ever  been  brought  before  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  had  been 
one  point  in  recent  arguments  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  now  said 
he  was  unable  to  substantiate.  That 
close,  careful  examination  he  lately  gave 
to  the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  went  for  nothing.  The  late 
Government  had  been  turned  out  on 
certain  statements  and  financial  criti- 
cisms ;  and  yet,  when  they  came  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Successor 
whether  he  had  adopted  the  very  con- 
clusions on  which  he  threw  out  the  late 
Administration,  he  said  he  was  unable 
to  do  so.  A  great  deal  of  interest  had 
been  taken  in  the  country  a  month  ago 
in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  duty  on  tea  should  be 
raised  as  well  as  on  spirits  and  beer.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  had  made  himself  con- 
spicuous in  that  House  and  elsewhere  in 
demanding  an  increased  duty  on  sugar. 
The  country  believed  that  something  of 
that  kind  would  be  introduced  into  the 
Budget ;  and  yet  the  House  of  Commons 
was  now  told  that  no  statesman,  either 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  would  have  the 
courage  to  do  that.  There  could  be  no 
greater  or  more  crushing  condemnation 
oi  the  manner  in  which  the  Government 
had  come  into  Office  than  the  speech  of 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman  that  night. 


He  (Mr.  M*Laren)  hoped  the  coimtry 
would  take  notice  of  this — that  the  Go- 
vernment had  come  into  Office  on  pre- 
tences and  arguments  that  they  were 
not  able  to  substantiate.  He  hoped  that 
in  the  course  of  the  Autumn  they  would 
have  on  the  part  of  the  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party  a  pledge  that  they  would 
undertake  the  thorough-going  reform  of 
what  were  called  the  Death  Duties,  and 
a  proper  adjustment  of  taxation  between 
real  and  personal  property. 

Mr.  HABEIS  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  McLaren)  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  complained  that 
real  property  was  lightly  taxed,  whilst 
unjustly  heavy  burdens  were  imposed 
upon  personal  property.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Harris)  happened  to  be  an  owner  of 
both  kinds  of  property,  and  he  found 
that  the  burdens  on  his  real  property 
were  very  real  indeed — in  fact,  he  paid 
at  least  10  times  as  much  in  the  form  of 
various  burdens  on  his  land  for  national 
purposes  as  he  paid  on  his  personal  pro- 
perty. Moreover,  worse  than  that,  when 
applied  to  land  used  for  productive  pur- 
poses, it  all  came  out  of  industrial  pur- 
suits, because,  as  an  agriculturist,  he  was 
competing  on  most  unequal  terms  with 
agriculturists  abroad,  who  had  immense 
advantages  over  him.  He  was  com- 
peting with  the  owners  of  virgin  soil, 
and  men  who  took  advantage  of  all  the 
native  resources  of  the  soil,  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  exhaustion  ;  whilst  it  was  a 
source  of  considerable  expenditure  to 
him  to  renew  artificially  the  recuperative 
energies  of  the  land.  Moreover,  as  a 
large  employer  of  agricultural  labour,  he 
ought  to  be  relieved,  in  some  degree, 
from  contributing  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  poor.  The  real  burdens  of  taxation 
of  all  kinds  imposed  on  agricultural  land 
must  fall  on  the  industry  of  farming  in 
this  country.  The  burdens  on  agri- 
culture, he  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  were,  therefore,  very 
real  indeed,  and  stood  very  much  in  the 
way  of  the  prosperity  of  this  most  useful 
industry.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  he  under- 
stood, had  in  his  speech  admitted  that 
the  ta^xes  fell  very  heavily  on  the  in- 
dustries of  the  country.  He  (Mr.  Harris) 
could  bear  out  the  hon.  Member  so  far  as 
farming  was  concerned.  He  thought  the 
agriculturist  ought  to  stand  in  a  very 
different  position  to  any  other  producer, 
seeing   the  immense   national  import- 
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ance  of  our  home  supply  of  food. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think 
that  the  landowners  had  bought  their 
lands  with  all  the  burdens  on  them ;  but 
that  was  not  the  case.  When  most  of 
them  bought  their  land  it  stood  in  a  very 
different  position  to  that  it  occupied  to- 
day. Its  produce  was  protected ;  con- 
sequently the  owners  and  occupiers 
received  most  of  those  charges  again  in 
the  price  they  obtained  for  the  produce. 
Before  the  English  yeoman  farmer 
could  take  anything  for  himself,  he  had 
to  maintain  the  Church  of  England  and 
the  poor  of  the  country  to  a  very  large 
extent.  He  was  a  large  employer  of 
labour,  and  he  (Mr.  Harris)  maintained 
that  if  anyone  ought  to  be  to  a  large 
extent  freed  from  the  poor  rate  it  was 
the  farmers.  Instead  of  that,  the  rate 
was  levied  upon  the  assessed  value, 
which  was  often  more  than  the  net 
rental;  and  he  had  to  pay,  perhaps,  10 
times  as  much  as  the  nearest  tradesman, 
who  was  very  likely  doing  a  more  pro- 
fitable business,  and  who  occupied  a 
house  and  small  buildings.  The  trades- 
man would  be  assessed  for  his  house 
and  small  buildings  at  one-tenth  the 
amount  the  farming  class  had  to  pay  on 
their  business  premises.  Why  was  he, 
a  farmer,  to  pay  police  rates  in  excess  of 
others  who  had  movable  property  which 
could  far  more  easily  be  stolen  ?  Police 
rates  ought  to  be  raised  from  people 
who  owned  diamonds  and  valuable 
things  which  were  portable,  and  the 
agricultural  land  ought  to  be  relieved 
to  a  corresponding  extent.  Suppose 
that  the  distress  in  the  country  be- 
came much  greater  than  at  present. 
Suppose  that  the  labouring  classes  be- 
came so  poor  that  they  rose  against  the 
property  of  the  country,  what  descrip- 
tion of  property  would  they  take  first  ? 
Would  it  be  personal  property  or  land  ? 
Of  course,  they  would  first  seize  per- 
sonal property ;  and  so  far  as  personal 
property  was  concerned  it  was  impossible, 
at  present,  to  say  that  it  bore  any  bur- 
dens at  all.  They  could  not  say  whether 
the  Income  Tax  even  was  paid  on  the 
actual  income  or  not;  whereas  upon  land 
it  was  a  simple  process  to  levy  it  upon 
the  gross  rental,  without  any  reference 
to  the  annual  outlay  necessary,  and  which 
ought  to  be  first  deducted  therefrom. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  land  at  present 
was  not  producing  anything  like  the 
sums  which  appeared  in  the  Board  of 

Mr,  Mam's 


Trade  Eetums.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  actual  amount  of  rental  in  England 
and  Wales  exceeded  £30,000,000,  al- 
though the  Board  of  Trade  Beturns 
fixed  it  as  high  as  £48,000,000.  There 
was  a  vast  amount  of  land  which  was 
worth  nothing  at  all,  and  would  not  pay 
for  expending  money  upon  it  in  improve- 
ments. As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  im- 
provements often  cost  a  lot  more  than 
the  land  was  worth ;  and,  therefore,  in 
putting  taxes  upon  the  land,  they 
Were  really  placing  them  upon  the  im- 
provements. He  considered  it  most 
unfair  to  tax  the  agricultural  land,  and 
by  that  means  prevent  the  farmers  and 
owners  of  land  in  this  country  from 
competing  with  the  farmers  and  owners 
of  land  abroad.  The  farmer  ought  to 
be  taxed  on  nothing  beyond  the  value 
of  his  house,  and  then  he  would  pay 
quite  as  much  as  other  people.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  imagined  it  to  be  a 
fine  thing  to  have  all  this  food  coming 
into  the  country  from  abroad,  and,  no 
doubt,  it  was  a  good  thing  for  the  poor 
to  have  cheap  food ;  but  it  would  be  far 
more  satisfactory  still  if  the  English, 
farmer  had  the  opportunity  of  pro- 
ducing it.  The  more  taxes  they  placed 
upon  an  industry  like  farming,  the 
less  able  the  farmers  were  to  compete 
with  foreigners.  He  thought  that  real 
property,  such  as  agricultural  land, 
ought  to  be  treated  as  industrial  pro- 
perty. If  the  burdens  on  the  land  fell 
upon  the  landlord,  he  was  unable  to  do 
what  he  ought  to  do  for  the  tenant,  and 
if  they  fell  on  the  tenant  he  could  not 
compete  with  the  foreigner;  whereas  if 
they  fell  on  the  man  who  farmed  his 
own  land,  how  could  he  possibly  compete 
with  the  virgin  soils  of  foreign  countries? 
There  never  was  a  time  in  the  history 
of  England  when  agricultural  land  re- 
quired more  doing  to  it  in  the  shape  of 
improvements,  all  over  the  country,  than 
now.  But  they  found  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  going  all  over 
the  coimtry  and  making  speeches  about 
the  extra  burdens  which  ought  to  be 
put  upon  it,  and  the  ransom  due  from 
it.  How,  under  such  circumstances, 
could  they  expect  the  landlords  to  do 
anything  for  their  tenants,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  there  never  was 
a  time  when  the  tenant  farmers  wanted 
more  doing  for  them?  The  landlords 
desired  to  lay  out  money  in  improve- 
ments ;  but  they  were  afraid  to  do  so. 
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He  (Mr.  Harris)  during  the  last  15  years 
had  laid  out  more  money  in  agricultural 
improvements  than  his  estate  was  origi- 
nally worth ;  but  for  every  extra  £  1 00 
he  laid  out,  he  had  a  fear  as  to  what  the 
result  would  be.  He  knew  very  well 
that  it  was  not  a  question  of  taking  £  1 00 
out  of  Consols,  and  losing  the  3  per  cent 
interest  which  he  would  otherwise  get 
upon  it ;  but  it  was  a  question  of  the 
rates  that  would  be  placed  upon  the  land 
afterwards.  It,  therefore,  became  simply 
a  question  of  a  reduction  of  capital, 
and  bow  could  improvementa  in  farming 
be  expected  if  they  were  continually 
putting  heavier  burdens  on  the  soil, 
which  was  the  raw  material  which  the 
farmer  used,  just  as  much  as  cotton  was 
the  raw  material  which  the  manufacturer 
used?  He  was  willing  to  admit  that 
there  ought  to  be  one  rule  in  regard  to 
the  succession  of  property ;  but  they  must 
oppose  anything  extra  in  the  shape  of 
a  burden  being  put  upon  the  land,  whe- 
ther a  Death  Duty  or  anything  else, 
until  the  g^evances  of  which  the  agri- 
cultural interest  complained  had  boon 
removed.  All  the  burdens  which  now 
lay  on  land  had  been  put  upon  it  under 
totally  different  principles  from  those 
which  now  existed ;  and  when  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws  took  place  those  bur- 
dens ought  to  have  been  removed  at  the 
same  time.  When  farms  were  put  up  in 
the  market,  they  found  no  bidder  for 
them.  There  were  at  that  moment 
farms  in  Essex,  Suffolk,  and  Norfolk, 
which  were  let  simply  upon  the  terms 
that  the  tenant  should  pay  the  ordi- 
nary outgoings,  but  that  he  should 
actually  pay  no  rent  at  all.  He  saw  no 
probability  of  grain  or  wheat  going  up 
in  price.  He  was  afraid  it  was  much 
more  likely  to  go  down ;  and  yet,  under 
such  circumstances  and  at  such  a  time, 
it  was  proposed  to  increase  the  burdens. 
It  seemed  to  him  utterly  absurd  and 
ridiculous  to  propose  such  a  thing,  and 
he  was  glad  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  put  his  foot  down  in 
the  interests  of  that  which  would  be 
found  to  be  the  staple  interest  of  the 
country,  when  all  other  industrial  inte- 
rests were  gone. 

Geneeal  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
was  understood  to  say  that  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
had  indicated  that  it  was  highly  probable 
the  present  Government  would  be  in 
Office  when  the  next  Budget  was  brought 


before  the  House,  he  would  express  a 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  turn  his  attention  to  the  heavy 
duties  now  levied  on  gold  and  silver 
plate,  and  to  the  interference  with  free 
trade  by  hall  marking,  and  would  see 
his  way  to  abolishing  those  duties.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  these  interferences 
impeded  trade,  and  thereby  diminished 
the  demand  for  skilled  workmen.  It  would 
be  found  that  two  or  three  days'  employ- 
ments in  the  week  were  very  general. 
The  result  was  that  the  fine  hand  work  of 
gold  and  silver  manufacturers  was  less 
advanced  than  it  would  be  if  the  artizan 
directed  all  his  time  to  the  art.  The 
tax  yielded  but  little  to  the  Treasury, 
though  the  rate  of  taxation  was  heavy, 
being  at  least  30  per  cent  on  the  value 
of  the  metals  used.  A  Select  Committee 
had  already  reported  in  favour  of  the  abo- 
lition of  duties,  and  during  the  last  four 
years  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  in  favour  of  abolition.  The 
prevailing  cause  had  been  the  fear  of  a 
heavy  drawback  being  demanded  by 
the  holders  of  stocks.  That  fear  ought 
not  to  prevent  abolition,  seeing  that  one 
year's  income,  say  £70,000,  would  suflBce 
to  repay  the  duties  levied  for  one  year's 
stock 

SirGEORGECAMPBELL  remarked, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  that  he  had  the  task  of  providing 
a  sum  of  money  equivalent  to  that 
which  would  have  been  produced  if 
the  proposal  of  the  late  Government 
for  imposing  increased  duties  upon 
spirits  and  beer  had  been  adopted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  it  by 
the  simple  process  of  not  finding  the 
money  at  all,  but  borrowing.  Although 
he  (Sir  George  Campbell)  thought  it  was 
bad  finance  not  to  provide  for  the  expen- 
diture of  the  year,  he  was  afraid  that  the 
course  which  had  been  taken  could  not 
be  avoided  in  the  present  instance ;  and, 
therefore,  he  would  say  no  more  upon  the 
subject.  But  they  had  now  reached  the 
enormous  expenditure  of  £100,000,000, 
and  had  got  to  find  £9,850,000  upon 
a  Vote  of  Credit;  and  he  wanted  to 
know  what  the  Government  were  spend- 
ing their  money  upon  ?  In  regard  both 
to  the  Army  and  Navy  expenditure, 
he  wished  to  know  how  the  money 
was  going  ?  In  particular  he  desired 
to  know  what  the  Soudan  War,  which 
was  estimated  to  the  3 1st  of  March 
last  to  cost  £1,600,000,  had  really  oost,^ 
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because  they  bad  already  been  told 
that  the  Estimate  would  have  to  be  ex- 
tended to  £4,500,000;  although,  at  a 
subsequent  period,  they  were  informed 
by  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  as 
the  war  in  the  Soudan  had  been  aban- 
doned that  expenditure  would  be  very 
materially  diminished.  It  did  seem 
somewhat  extraordinary  that  during  the 
whole  of  last  year  the  war  expenditure 
should  have  been  £1,600,000,  and  for 
this  year  should  have  been  increased  to 
£4,500,000,  when  the  Force  was  return- 
ing from  Khartoum.  Was  it  proposed 
that  they  were  now  to  expend  that  large 
amount  of  money  after  the  decision  which 
had  been  come  to  for  the  withdrawal  of 
the  troops?  He  wanted  to  make  the 
matter  perfectly  clear  to  the  country 
what  the  real  expenditure  of  the  Soudan 
War  was,  and  he  wished  to  distinguish 
between  the  Soudan  War  proper,  and 
the  expenditure  now  going  on  for  the 
maintenance  of  something  like  20,000 
troops  in  Lower  Egypt.  He  did  not 
know  whether  he  made  himself  per- 
fectly dear;  but  what  he  wished  to 
have  was  the  total  cost  of  the  war  ex- 
penditure in  the  Soudan  proper  until 
the  withdrawal  of  the  troops,  and  what 
the  expenditure  was  which  was  being 
incurred  in  maintaining  their  troops  in 
Lower  Egypt.  He  desired  to  learn  what 
the  military  expenditure  was  which  was 
included  in  this  large  sum  of  money, 
and  what  other  kind  of  expenditure  was 
also  incurred  under  the  head  of  military 
expenditure.  There  were  one  or  two 
other  points  upon  which  he  would  like 
to  say  a  word  before  he  sat  down.  He 
had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  say  that  he  did  not  propose  to  prose- 
cute the  proposals  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  the  Wine  Duties. 
Was  that  so  or  not  ?  [The  Ohanoellob 
of  the  Exchequer:  Yes.]  Then  he 
would  express  his  great  pleasure  that 
the  Government  had  arrived  at  that  de- 
cision. He  thought  it  was  monstrous  that 
while  whisky  was  paying  lOs,  a  gallon, 
port  and  sherry  should  only  pay  1«.  a 
gallon.  He  did  not  propose  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  the  taxation  upon  pro- 
perty, which  had  occupied  the  greater 
part  of  the  evening.  He  thought  the 
Committee  were  greatly  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  fcr  bringing  the  subject 
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forward.  He  did  not  intend  to  discuss 
the  question  of  taxation  as  affecting 
real  and  personal  property,  because  all 
must  admit  that  that  was  a  very  difficult 
question  indeed.  But  he  entirely  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  Member  that  pro- 
perty in  general  was  not  sufficiently 
taxed,  and  that  there  was  good  ground 
for  imposing  further  taxation  upon  it, 
and  remitting  a  portion  of  that  which, 
fell  upon  industry,  except  where  it  was 
imposed  upon  articles  of  an  injurious 
nature.  Ho  hoped  that,  whatever  the 
ultimate  measures  taken  might  be,  this 
would  be  borne  in  mind.  For  his  own 
part,  it  did  seem  to  him  that  property 
was  very  insufficiently  taxed,  and  that 
the  labour  and  industry  of  the  people 
were  very  much  overtaxed.  He  thought 
it  was  quite  right  to  abandon  any  at- 
tempt to  increase  indirect  taxation.  The 
incidence  should  be  adjusted ;  but,  that 
done,  he  thought  the  country  ought  tho- 
roughly to  understand  that  if  they  went 
to  war  the  people  must  pay  for  it.  What 
he  should  like  to  see  was  more  activity 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  in  pre- 
venting war ;  and  they  would  be  mate- 
rially aided  in  effecting  that  object  if  the 
people  were  made  to  feel  the  pinch  of 
war. 

SiK  WILLIAM  H ARCOUET :  I  only 
rise  to  make  a  single  remark  on  two 
very  striking  subjects  to  which  we 
have  listened  to  night.  We  have  heard 
the  voice  of  Protection  very  plainly 
enunciated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Harris).  The 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  has  given 
us  a  very  instructive  commentary  on  the 
real  object  of  the  Commission  of  Inquiry 
that  has  been  suggested.  We  have 
been  told  that  there  is  no  doubt  what 
its  end  will  bo,  and  its  object  would 
appear  to  be  to  establish  a  proper  basis 
for  the  restoration  of  the  protective  sys- 
tem. I  gathered  that  distinctly  from 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston.  But  the  hon.  Member  for 
Poole  has  also  made  a  very  able  speech, 
from  his  point  of  view,  with  reference  to 
the  agricultural  interest,  and  has  spoken 
of  the  distress  of  that  interest.  Now, 
the  existence  of  that  distress  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  deny,  and  I  regret  it  as 
much  as  the  hon.  Member  does ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  is,  happily,  a  compara- 
tively youDg  man,  and  he  looks  on  agri- 
cultural distress  as  a  new  thing  in  the 
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trade  of  this  country.  For  myself,  I  have 
not  a  personal  recoUeotion  of  the  state 
of  things  which  existed  in  this  country 
50  years  ago,  when  Protection  was  in 
full  force ;  but  I  know  that  at  that  time 
the  depression  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest was  as  great — ^nay,  greater — than 
it  is  now.  [**No!"J  Yes;  I  have 
read  the  Reports  of  Commissions.  You 
talk  of  Commissions  now  to  inquire  into 
the  distress  of  the  agricultural  interest ; 
but  go  back  and  read  the  Reports  of 
Commissions  on  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  interest  between  the  years 
1832  and  1837.  This  House  was  then 
perpetually  appointing  Committees, 
and  Commissions  of  Inquiry  were  fre- 
quently issued  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  agricultural  interest ;  and  if  hon. 
Members  will  read  the  Reports  and 
statements  of  these  Committees  and 
Oommissions  as  to  the  condition  of  agri- 
culture when  Protection  was  in  full  force, 
they  will  find  that  the  condition  of  that 
interest,  under  the  full  force  of  protective 
duties,  was  far  worse  than  anything  that 
exists  at  present.  You  talk  of  the  price 
of  wheat.  As  to  the  price  of  wheat,  I 
venture  to  say  if  you  wiU  go  back  to  the 
time  of  which  I  speak  you  will  find  that 
about  the  year  1835,  and  a  year  or  two 
before  or  after  that  period,  the  price  of 
wheat  was  about  the  same  as  it  is  now. 
["No!"]  Yes;  it  was  about  33*.  or 
34«.  a-qoarter;  and  that  was  in  the 
palmy  days  of  Protection.  That  is  not 
all,  because  the  ]price  of  meat  then  was 
not  half  of  Tvhat  it  is  now.  Therefore,  I 
say  that  if  you  take  the  question  of 
prices,  or  the  result  of  those  prices,  you 
will  find  that  there  was,  at  that  time,  a 
condition  of  things  at  least  as  bad,  I 
venture  to  say,  as  anything  we  have 
now.  I  remember  that  when  these  same 
questions  were  raised  some  eight  or  ten 
years  ago,  when  I  represented  Oxford, 
I  found  occasion  to  allude  to  them  ;  and 
I  recollect  that  Mr.  Henley,  a  great 
authority  on  those  subjects  in  this 
House,  said — **  You  are  perfectly  right ; 
we  now  know  nothing  at  all  compatible 
with  the  condition  of  things  in  1835." 
Mr.  Henley  added — "I  recollect  the 
time  when  in  Oxfordshire" — Oxford- 
shire is  now,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  one  of 
the  most  distressed  counties  in  England 
— *'all  round  me  there  was  farm  after 
farm  out  of  cultivation,  because  they 
could  not  aflPord  to  pay  rates."  Now,  I 
am  not  usin^  the  language  of  contro- 


versy, but  am  rather  referring  to  these 
things  as  matters  which  may  afford 
some  consolation  to  the  agricultural 
interest,  because,  if  we  can  look  back 
to  periods  when  the  disease  has  been 
quite  as  sorious  as  it  is  now,  and 
was  followed  by  recovery,  why  may  we 
not  expect  to  realize  the  same  experience 
again  ?  I  see  that  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  shakes  his  head  and  is  deter- 
mined to  despair ;  but  I  would  recom- 
mend the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  think 
that  Free  Trade  is  always  to  cause  low 
prices  for  agricultural  produce  ;  and  not 
to  think  that  Protection  can  always  be 
the  remedy  for  them;  for  there  is  no 
doubt  whatever  that  throughout  the 
world — although  it  is  a  difficult  thing  to 
explain,  and  I  know  of  no  economist 
who  can  pretend  to  explain  it — there 
has  been  a  universal  wave  of  depression. 
But  does  it  exist  in  England  alone  ? 
Let  us  go  to  America,  about  the  most 
Protectionist  country  in  the  world,  and 
we  shall  find  trade  more  depressed  than 
it  is  here.  Look  at  the  iron  trade  of 
America,  the  corn  trade,  and  all  the  in- 
dustries that  are  protected  to  the  highest 
possible  degree  in  America,  and  where 
do  we  hear  such  loud  complaints  of  de- 
pression ?  It  is  a  remarkable  circum- 
stance, and  I  do  not  pretend  to  give  any 
explanation  of  it;  but  it  is  an  entire 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  depression 
of  trade  which  exists,  whether  in  our 
textile  industries,  our  iron  trade,  our 
com  trade,  or  our  agricultural  interest 
generally,  is  a  thing  peculiar  to  this 
country.  We  know  perfectly  well  that 
it  prevails  universally  in  every  country 
in  the  world.  I  only  venture  to  make 
these  remarks  after  the  Protectionist 
speeches  we  have  heard  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr. 
Harris). 

Mr.  ECROYD  denied  having  said  a 
single  word  that  could  be  construed  into 
advocating  Protection.  He  was  abso- 
lutely opposed  to  it. 

Sir  WILLLA.M  HAROOURT :  Then 
my  ears  must  have  deceived  me,  and  I 
am  glad  to  hear  the  denial,  for  I  was 
afraid  that  his  abilities  had  been  enlisted 
in  that  cause.  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  he  denied  that  those  taxes  shotdd 
be  raised  from  the  foreigner ;  but  if  I  am 
mistaken  I  am  glad  to  be  corrected.  But 
I  do  not  think  that  I  placed  a  wrong  in- 
terpretation upon  the  remarks  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Harris),  or 
that  I  misrepresent  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
when  I  say  that  he  sometimes  advocates 
a  58.  duty  on  corn.  It  is  thought  that  a 
1*.  duty  on  com  here  or  there  under  the 
influence  of  Protection  will  repair  the 
agricultural  distress  which  now  exists. 
I  can  only  hope  that  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, which  recovered  from  the  very 
serious  depression  of  50  years  ago,  will 
recover  again  without  having  recourse 
to  quack  remedies,  which  people  are 
very  apt  to  administer  to  themselves 
when  suflfering. 

Mr.  STOEER  remarked  that  they 
were  forestalling,  in  a  discussion  upon 
the  Budget,  a  question  which  would 
probably  come  on  for  discussion  later  in 
the  Session,  when  the  whole  subject 
would  have  to  be  considered.  There 
was  certainly  no  time  for  entering  into 
it  fully  on  the  present  occasion.  At  the 
same  time,  he  entirely  refused  the  syin- 
pathy  and  comfort  which  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroourt)  offered  to  them,  and 
which  he  seemed  to  think  the  agricul- 
tural interest  was  so  much  in  need  of. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  knew 
that  agricultural  distress  was  existing  at 
the  present  moment,  and  he  deplored  it 
as  much  as  anyone;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  said  that  things  had  been  as 
bad  before  as  they  were  now;  and, 
therefore,  they  were  likely  to  recover 
again  as  they  had  done  in  times  past. 
He  (Mr.  Storer)  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  this  fact — that  things 
might  have  been  bad  in  the  past  so  far 
as  the  agricultural  interest  was  con- 
cerned ;  but  it  was  doubtful  whether  the 
price  of  com  had  ever  been  so  low  as  it 
was  now  for  100  years  past.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  con- 
sider the  subject  a  little  more  carefully, 
and  to  go  into  it  a  little  more  deeply ; 
and  he  would  find  that  when  prices  were 
low  formerly  it  was  due  to  a  succession 
of  good  seasons  when  there  had  been 
good  harvests.  Having  farmed  for  50 
years  himself,  he  knew  that  to  be  a  fact. 
It  was  quite  true  that  when  there  had 
been  a  famine  in  the  country  corn  had 
been  at  a  very  high  price ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  take  those  facts 
into  consideration.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  set  up  theories  without  taking 
into    consideration    the    fallacies   they 
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preached,  or  what  the  condition  of  affairs 
formerly  was.  In  olden  times  they  were 
not  subjected  to  the  competition  of  the 
whole  world ;  but  they  occupied  a  very 
different  position  now.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  if  Sir  Eobert  Peel  and  Mr. 
Cobden  were  living  now  they  would  be 
Protectionists.  He  had  in  his  possession 
some  of  the  prize  essays  issued  by  the 
Anti-Corn  Law  League  in  favour  of 
Free  Trade  in  1846.  He  had  read  them 
very  carefully,  and  in  every  one  of  them 
the  main  point  was  that  if  they  led  the 
way  in  the  adoption  of  Free  Trade  every 
country  in  the  world  would  follow  their 
example  ;  and  yet,  after  40  years  of  that 
experiment,  where  were  they?  Not 
only  every  farmer,  but  every  man  con- 
nected with  trade  and  business  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  particularly  with 
the  com  trade,  knew  perfectly  well  what 
was  the  cause  of  the  low  price  of  com 
in  the  country.  They  were  told  by  a 
great  authority  they  did  not  often  see  in 
the  House  now — the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright) — 
that  all  they  wanted  was  a  good  season, 
that  they  had  had  a  succession  of  bad 
seasons ;  but  the  moment  the  sun  began 
to  shine,  and  they  had  a  good  Eeason, 
everything  would  come  right  again,  and 
they  would  have  fair  prices.  But  what 
occurred  last  year,  when  they  had  the 
finest  season  they  had  had  for  years  ? 
Why,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  one  of 
the  worst  for  the  farmers.  In  regard 
to  the  immediate  subject  before  the 
Committee  he  desired  to  say  a  word  upon 
it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  ppposite  appeared 
to  be  the  advocates  of  labour;  but 
they  forgot  that  in  placing  taxation 
upon  land  they  were  putting  it  upon 
the  raw  material — ^land  was  the  raw 
material  of  agriculture,  just  as  cotton 
was  the  raw  material  of  calico,  and  iron 
the  raw  material  of  machinery.  If  they 
were  to  tax  the  land  further,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Harris) 
had  ably  pointed  out,  they  would  render 
the  farmers  still  more  unable  than  they 
would  otherwise  be  to  compete  with 
the  farmers  abroad.  All  that  showed 
the  fallacy  of  the  arguments  of  hon. 
Members  opposite ;  but  hon.  Members, 
no  doubt,  insisted  upon  them  with  a 
view  of  influencing  the  next  General 
Election.  The  agricultural  labourers, 
however,  fully  understood  those  things. 
They  knew  the  fallacy  of  the  Free  Trade 
views  which  had  produced  so  serious  a 
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fall  in  their  wages,  and  they  knew  that 
agriculture  was  year  by  year  departing 
from  the  country — that  year  by  year 
more  land  was  taken  away  from  the 
plough  and  laid  down  in  grass.  There- 
fore, the  depression  was  brought  to  bear 
not  only  on  the  farmer  and  occupier, 
but  on  the  labourers  themselves.  The 
result  was  that  meetings  were  being 
held  to  consider  the  necessity  of  the 
State-aided  emigration  of  those  who 
ought  to  be  employed  on  the  land  ;  and 
some  hon.  G-entlemen  proposed  to  divide 
the  land  into  small  holdings  and  estab- 
lish peasant  proprietorship,  which  would 
make  them  merely  a  great  nation  of 
paupers,  who  would  be  obliged,  in  the 
long  run,  to  protect  themselves  against 
competition  from  America  and  other 
countries.  The  first  cry  they  would 
have  from  the  labourer  would  be  that 
which  had  proceeded  from  France — 
namely,  that  they  should  protect  them- 
selves from  the  labourers  of  other  coun- 
tries. All  those  were  matters  which 
ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration, 
and  ought  to  influence  the  public 
at  the  next  General  Election.  He 
trusted  that  they  would  receive  careful 
attention,  and  that  the  people  would 
not  be  led  away  by  delusive  statements 
such  as  those  they  had  heard  that  night. 
Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  re- 
cognized the  fact  that  this  was  only  a 
makeshift  Budget,  and  he  thought  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  entided  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  leave 
the  preparation  of  a  new  Budget  until 
next  year.  Still,  the  Conservative  Party 
had  before  them  a  magnificent  enter- 
tainment, in  which  they  were  called 
upon  to  swallow  every  profession,  every 
pledge,  every  principle,  and  every  pro- 
test in  which  they  had  been  indulging 
for  the  last  five  or  six  years.  In  regard 
to  the  Budget  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers),  it  was 
objected  that  so  much  of  the  burden  of 
the  increased  taxation  was  to  fall  upon 
real  property.  But  what  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Michael 
BQcks-Beach)  done  ?  He  had  maintained 
the  objectionable  provisions  of  the  Budget 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  had  not 
had  the  courage  to  put  upon  labour  and 
the  industrial  classes  of  the  country  that 
share  of  the  increased  burden  which 
was  more  than  ever  necessary  if  the 
working  classes  were  to  have  a  monopoly 
of  political  power  in  the  future.    He 


could  only  say,  in  regard  to  the  enor- 
mous sum  they  were  called  upon  to 
meet,  that  he  thought  it  would  have 
been,  in  the  long  run,  more  honest  and 
more  courageous  to  have  found  the 
means  this  year  of  meeting  this  extra- 
ordinary expenditure.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  no  right  to  say  that  their 
present  obligations  were  incurred  by  the 
late  Government,  because  the  fact  was 
that  in  the  most  criminal  part  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  late  Government 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  had 
participated.  They  had  fully  shared  in 
the  extravagance  which  had  been  dis- 
played in  connection  with  Egypt,  South 
Africa,  and  Afghanistan.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  what  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  maintained,  and  it 
was  the  only  matter  upon  which  they 
raised  an  objection,  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  made  sufficient  pro- 
vision, that  the  Army  and  Navy  were 
too  small,  and  that  more  money  ought 
to  be  squandered  upon  them.  It  was, 
therefore,  impossible  for  them  to  appear 
at  the  next  General  Election  and  say 
that  the  responsibility  rested  with  the 
Liberal  and  not  with  the  Conservative 
Party.  He  was  free  to  confess  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  failed  in  cou- 
rage in  submitting  a  Budget  in  which 
both  ends  could  be  made  to  meet.  It 
was  a  remarkable  thing  that  the  present 
House  of  Commons  would  at  one  mo- 
ment indulge  in  enterprize  which  in- 
volved such  an  enormous  and  extrava- 
gant outlay  of  money,  and  yet  were 
constantly,  at  intervals,  treating  the 
country  to  jeremiads  about  the  depres- 
sion of  agriculture,  asserting  that  the 
landlords  were  ruined,  that  all  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country  was  in  a  miserable 
condition,  when,  forsooth,  the  recollec- 
tion of  this  state  of  things  did  not  damp 
the  ardour  of  their  enthusiasm  whenever 
the  question  was  the  squandering  of  the 
public  money.  The  question  as  to  whe-i 
ther  they  might  not  resort  to  Protection 
had  been  again  raised  that  night ;  and 
it  had  been  suggested  that,  perhaps 
next  year,  when  they  knew  something 
more  of  the  fiscal  condition  of  the  coun- 
try, it  might  be  possible  to  place  addi- 
tional burdens  upon  some  articles  of 
import,  so  that  the  taxation  might  fall 
on  the  right  shoulders.  But  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  next  Parliament 
would  look  ^t  the  matter  from  a  very 
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different  standpoint.  The  fact  was  that, 
although  the  suffering  was  universal, 
the  outcry  came  from  a  small  class,  and 
that,  too,  the  wealthiest  and  most  in- 
fluential class  in  the  country.  Com- 
merce was  equally  depressed  with  agri- 
culture. Those  who  had  property  locked 
up  in  their  industries  knew  that  the  de- 
pression had  been  quite  equal  to  that 
which  had  fallen  upon  land.  He  wanted 
to  know,  then,  why  the  cry  should  only 
oome  from  one  quarter  ?  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  came  from  the  idle  class  alone 
— from  that  class  which,  in  the  past, 
had  enjoyed  a  monopoly  of  political 
power  in  both  Houses,  and  a  position 
such  as  no  other  class  in  the  world  had 
ever  occupied.  The  result  had  been  that 
they  had  been  pampered,  privileged, 
and  extravagant ;  and  now,  when  they 
were  returning  to  a  more  natural  condi- 
tion of  things,  they  began  to  make  the 
House  and  the  country  ring  with  their 
complaints  of  the  suffering  which  had 
fallen  upon  them.  He  could  feel  for 
any  depression,  loss,  and  suffering  which 
came  upon  any  class ;  but  he  ventured 
to  tell  the  landlord  class  of  this  country 
that  land  would  not  go  out  of  cultivation 
so  long  as  rent  accrued  to  landlords,  and 
rents  must  be  foregone  if  they  could  not 
be  borne,  if  the  farmer  was  to  live  on 
the  results  of  his  industry.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Harris)  had  put 
his  own  case,  but  it  was  an  exceptional 
one.  The  hon.  Member  appeared  in  the 
double  character  of  landlord  and  farmer, 
and  he  had  mixed  up  the  two.  He  had 
put  the  case  in  such  a  way  as  to  give 
the  Committee  to  understand  that  the 
farmer  would  have  to  bear  the  burden 
of  these  increased  rates;  but  he  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  contended  .that  whatever 
burdens  feU  upon  the  farmer  must  go 
towards  the  reduction  of  the  rent  whioh 
the  landlord  received,  just  as  the  land- 
lords of  the  country  nad  to  bear  the 
burden  of  an  Established  Church.  Bur- 
dens must  diminish  rent,  both  ecclesi- 
astical and  lay.  The  tithe  was  a  per- 
manent charge,  and  all  the  farmers 
must  know  that  the  rent  of  the  lay 
landlord  must  shrink  more  and  more 
before  any  relief  would  come  to  them  in 
an  abatement  of  the  amoimt  of  tithe. 
He  hoped  the  country  would  take  to 
heart  the  lessons  of  the  last  few  years. 
He  confessed  that  he  was  amazed  at  the 
cowardice  which  had  been  manifested  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  by 
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the  House.  The  country  had  been  in- 
volved in  millions  of  expenditure  for 
such  fanciful  objects  as  ike  possession 
of  the  territory  of  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan. Surely  if  they  were  to  take 
up  this  Imperial  position — if  they  were 
bent  upon  setting  everything  right  in 
every  part  of  the  world,  they  should 
show  that  they  had  the  courage  to  meet 
the  expense  of  it.  They  ought  not  to 
begin  in  a  cowardly  spirit  by  piling  up 
debits  and  setting  aside  Sinking  Funds. 
He  did  not  regret  the  latter  step.  He 
believed  it  to  be  appropriate  enough 
that  the  National  Debt  should  be  re- 
duced whenever  there  was  a  surplus 
from  the  increased  taxation  levied  on. 
the  people  of  the  country.  But  it  was 
monstrous  to  pretend  to  reduce  the 
National  Debt,  and  then  add  to  the 
taxation  of  the  country  year  by  year  at 
a  period  of  imiversal  suffering  and  de* 
pression.  The  lesson  to  be  learned 
from  what  was  now  taking  place  was 
that  they  should  mind  their  own  affairs 
more  completely.  He  believed  that  the 
country  would  impress  upon  those  who 
would  be  elected  in  the  next  Parliament 
the  absolute  necessity  of  acting  in  a  very 
different  spirit  in  regard  to  these  foreign 
enterprizes.  He  believed  that  there  was 
a  wide-spread  feeling  among  all  the 
industrial  classes  of  the  country  that 
they  had  no  necessity  to  seek  for  more 
territory,  or  to  enter  into  undertakings 
that  were  likely  to  involve  loss  of  life 
and  treasure  to  this  coimtry.  He  re- 
joiced that  this  dilemma  had  arisen,  and 
that  this  check  had  been  given  to  both 
Governments.  He  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  he  was  reconciled  to  the  loss  of 
power  by  the  late  Government,  when  he 
recollected  the  supreme  folly  of  which 
they  had  been  guilty  when  indulging  in 
the  enterprizes  to  which  he  had  referred. 
He  ventured  to  warn  the  present  Go- 
vernment that  if  anything  happened  to 
them  in  consequence  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  late  Government,  it  would 
be  due  to  the  brave  words  they  had  used 
when  sitting  on  that  side  of  tiie  House, 
and  when  they  did  not  feel  the  responsi- 
bility of  Office.  Now  that  they  were  in 
power  they  felt  no  more  desire  to  be 
brave  than  their  Predecessors  had  been. 
He  would  only  tell  them  that  unless 
they  wished  to  find  themselves  annihi- 
lated as  a  political  Party  they  must  lay  it 
to  heart  that  the  working  classes  of  the 
country   would  not   tolerate    that  the 
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supreme  interests  of  the  people  should 
be  trifled  with  in  the  future  as  they 
had  been  for  so  many  years  in  the 
past. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken  said  that 
this  matter  had  nothing  to  do  with  land 
going  out  of  cultivation;  but  nothing 
that  the  House  could  do  would  prevent 
the  owners  of  land  ceasing  to  cultivate 
arable  land  or  turning  it  to  that  which 
was  the  most  profitable  use.  What  was 
the  experience  the  farmer  was  now  gain- 
ing ?  It  was  that  he  could  not  cultivate 
the  land  without  incurring  great  loss. 
When  land  was  turned  into  pasture,  about 
£1  per  acre  for  labour  would  be  saved ; 
the  result  being  that  the  surplus  agri- 
cultural labour  flooded  the  towns.  What 
was  now  going  on  he  believed  would  go 
on  to  a  much  greater  extent  in  the  fu- 
ture, and  the  result  would  inevitably  be 
a  large  diminution  in  the  agricultural 
population  of  the  rural  districts.  He 
had  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  say  that  the  large 
towns  were  being  crowded  by  the  in- 
flux of  rural  labour.  If  so,  it  was  this 
fact  that  had  caused  it.  He  altogether 
disagreed  with  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(SirWilliam  Harcourt)  as  to  prices.  There 
was  evidently  something  wrong  in  the 
conclusions  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle? 
man  had  formed.  If  his  (Mr.  BiddelPs) 
memory  was  right,  the  price  of  wheat 
had  not  been  so  low  for  100  years  as  it 
was  now.  Wheat-growing  did  not  pay, 
therefore  one-fourth  of  the  arable  land 
was  no  longer  of  that  crop  as  formerly, 
but  was  allowed  to  remain  in  artificial 
grass.  The  low  price  of  com  pro- 
duced by  an  abundant  home  harvest, 
was  a  very  diflerent  thing  from  a  low 
price  of  com  produced  by  importation 
from  abroad.  It  was  the  importation 
from  other  countries  which  ran  down 
prices.  It  was  most  delusive  for  hon. 
Gentilemen  opposite  to  contend  that  the 
low  price  of  com  was  indicative  of  pros- 
perity and  gain  to  the  country.  Had 
they  ever  had  such  universal  depression 
in  the  whole  country  as  they  had  now  ? 
They  seemed  to  forget  that  a  great  part 
of  the  population  were  producers ;  they 
fo^ot  their  interests  as  producers,  and 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  looking  at 
them  only  as  consumers.  He  advised 
the  Oommittee  to  bear  in  mind  the 
maxim,  he  thought,  of  Adam  Smith — 
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**Takf^  care  of  the  producer,  and  the 
consumer  will  take  care  of  himRelf." 

TheOHANOELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Bbach)  :  I 
hope  that,  at  any  rate,  I  may  draw  this 
favourable  conclusion  from  the  discus- 
sion which  has  taken  place — that  hon. 
Members  have  not  found  very  much  to 
object  to  in  the  proposals  which  I  have 
laid  before  the  Committee.    The  debate 
has  certainly  been  one  of  the  most  dis- 
cursive that  I  have  ever  heard  in  this 
House.     It  has  ranged  over  questions 
of  Protection  and  Free  Trade,  the  re- 
spective burdens  of  real  and  personal 
property,    the    Succession    Duties,  and 
even,  I  think,   the    hon.   Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth)    could  not 
keep  away  from  his  old  friend  the  Es- 
tablished   Church.     I    hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  excuse  me  if  I  decline  to  go 
into  all  these  topics.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)   was  good   enough 
to  allude  to  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  the  depressed    condition  of 
trade  and    industry.     He    stated  that 
our    intention,   in    proposing   that  in- 
quiry, was  to  establish  a  proper  basis  for 
a  return  to  the  Protective  system.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  entirely  repudiate  any 
such  interpretation  of  our  proposal.     I 
was  glad    to    notice,   however,   in  the 
latter  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks,    that  he  practically    enrolled 
himself  among  the  supporters  of  such 
an  inquiry ;  because,  although  he  gave 
such  a  description  of  it  as  I  have  quoted, 
and  informed  the  Committee  that  there 
had  been  in  times  past,  as  we  all  know, 
great  depression  in  trade  and  agricul- 
ture in  this  country,   yet  he  admitted 
very  ft'ankly  that  there  was  at  this  time 
a  universal  wave  of  depression  which  no 
economist  could  explain.     Surely,  that 
being  so,  I  may  fairly  count  on  his  sup- 
port to  our  proposal  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  the  causes  of  that  depression 
which  no  economist  can  explain.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  was  the  first  to  deviate, 
if  I   may  so  call  it,   from  the  subject 
which  I  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committee.      He  delivered  a    speech, 
with  all  the  ability  which  we  know  he 
possesses,  on  the  question  of  the  Suc- 
cession Duties  and  the  relative  burdens 
on  real  and  personal  property.    Now, 
it  occurs  to  me  that  if — as  we  some- 
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times  hear— it  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  late  Government  to  have  prolonged 
the  debate  upon  the  Amendment  which 
I  ventured  to  move  upon  the  Budget  of 
their  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it 
was  a  pity  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  was  not 
delivered  upon  that  occasion.  I  do  not 
intend  to  enter  into  all  these  topics, 
and  only  desire  to  answer  some  of  the 
questions  which  have  been  asked  me 
with  reference  to  the  proposal  which 
I  have  made  this  evening.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kincardineshire  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  has  asked  me  whether  I  would 
undertake  to  consider  the  question  of 
abolishing  the  duty  on  gold  and  silver 
plate  ?  I  should  be  glad  to  consider  the 
question  of  abolishing  any  duties  at  all ; 
but  I  must  say  that  I  have  never  felt 
any  great  sympathy  with  those  who  wish 
to  do  away  with  the  particular  duty 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member,  because 
it  certainly  appears  to  me  to  be  a  duty 
upon  a  very  great  luxury,  whatever 
effect  it  may  have  upon  the  particular 
trade  engaged  in  the  production  of  gold 
and  silver  plate.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Childers)  asked  me  whe- 
ther it  was  my  intention  to  abandon  the 
proposal  which  was  contained  in  his 
Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue  Bill  for 
enabling  the  Treasury  to  raise  the  limit 
of  the  first-class  wines  to  30  degress  ?  I 
may  say  that  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
proceed  with  that  proposal,  which,  I  may 
add,  was  made  at  the  time  when  the  late 
Government  had  every  cause  to  antici- 
pate that  they  would  obtain  certain  com- 
mercial advantages  from  Spain.  That 
proposal  may  or  may  not  have  been 
warranted  on  various  grounds;  but  I 
do  not  think,  imder  present  circum- 
stances, that  it  would  be  a  very  wise 
one  to  adopt.  I  am  as  anxious  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  be  to  estab- 
lish better  commercial  relations  with 
Spain,  and  the  best  efforts  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  be  devoted  to  that  end ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  that  end 
would  be  furthered  if  now  I  were  to 
take  power  to  do  that  which  the  right 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  take 
power  to  do  in  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Session.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
asks  me  whether  I  have  made  any  allow- 
ance, in  calculating  the  deficit,  for  the 
abandonment  of  the  6d,  telegram  system  ? 
I  did  not  make  any  allowance  for  that 
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at  all,  and  for  this  reason — that  the  Bill 
is  still  before  the  House ;  and  from  what 
passed  the  other  night  the  House  is 
aware  that  the  question,  whether  it  can 
or  cannot  be  proceeded  with,  is  still 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  may  venture  to  say.  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury,  that  I  cannot 
agree  to  any  proposals  which  may  in- 
volve a  larger  charge  than  the  Bill 
proposes.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  (Mr.  Arnold)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  town  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  W. 
Fowler)  made  some  observations  upon 
the  exemption  of  Corporations  from 
Income  Tax.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge,  I  think,  alluded  to  the  ex- 
emption of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners. That  is  a  matter  which  I  do 
not  think  I  can  enter  into  now  ;  but  this 
observation  occurs  to  me  in  regard  to  it 
— that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
and  Bodies  of  that  kind  are  practically 
Trustees  of  property,  the  receipts  from 
which  they  hand  over  to  certain  persons 
in  return  for  duties  performed,  those 
persons  paying  Income  Tax  upon  the 
revenues  they  thus  obtain.  That,  there- 
fore, would  be  a  reason  for  the  existence 
for  what  at  first  sight  might  appear  to  be 
an  anomaly.  I  do  not  quite  understand 
the  argimient  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  on  the  question  of 
the  exemption  from  taxation  of  Corporate 
property ;  but  I  will  postpone  any  re- 
marks that  I  may  have  to  make  upon 
that  subject  until  a  later  stage  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  think  that  any  exemp- 
tion is  conferred  on  Corporate  property 
beyond  what  it  now  enjoys.  The  only 
other  point  I  will  now  notice  is  that 
mentioned  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  as  to  what  day 
I  propose  for  taking  the  second  reading 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill.  If  the  Committee  will  consent — 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  quite  in  Order 
for  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  to  read  the 
necessary  Resolutions  after  this  Resolu- 
tion has  been  voted — I  might  then  ob- 
tain leave  to  introduce  the  Bill.  In  that 
case,  I  should  propose  to  take  the  second 
reading  on  Thursday  next,  which  wotdd 
afford  time  for  the  consideration  it  re- 
quires. I  have  only  now  to  thank  the 
Committee  for  their  kindness  to  me  this 
evening. 

Resolution  agreed  t§;  to  be  reported 
To-morrow, 
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Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Ist,  dth,  6th,  12th,  and  14th  Eesolu- 
tione  [Ist  May]  read. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  there- 
upon by  Sir  Aethtje  Otway,  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  ExOHEQxnEE,  and  Sir 
Henhy  Holland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[BiU  223.] 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[Bill  169.] 

{Mr.  H.  M,  FoicUr,) 

SECOND   BEADING.    [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [22nd  May], ''  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  E. 
AfiSHBTON  Cross)  :  I  wish,  at  the  outset, 
ta  state  the  attitude  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government,  with  regard  to  this 
measure,  in  order  that  there  may  be 
no  mistake  on  the  subject.  The  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Bill  has  been  before 
the  country  for  some  time.  In  1881  and 
in  1882  the  House  of  Lords  had  a  Com- 
mittee, which  investigated  the  matter 
at  very  considerable  length  and  made  a 
most  valuable  Beport,  which  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing,  and  to  which  I  need 
not,  therefore,  refer  at  any  length.  It 
will  be  sufficient  to  say  that  no  one  who 
has  read  the  Beport  and  the  evidence 
can  have  any  doubt  that  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  is  absolutely  necessary.  If  there  is 
anybody  in  the  House,  and  I  think  there 
can  scarcely  be  anyone,  who  has  not  read 
that  Beport  and  evidence,  then  his  opi- 
nion on  the  matter  can  be  of  little  worth. 
Beyond  that  Beport  there  is  evidence 
certainly  in  my  possession,  and  no  doubt 
in  the  possession  of  many  others,  in  re- 
lation to  questions  which  have,  from 
time  to  time,  come  forward,  equally 
showing  the  necessity  for  a  Bill  of  this 
character.  The  Bill  before  the  House 
establishes  no  new  principle,  but  merely 
extends  the  existing  law.  I  believe  that 
no  question  is  really  raised  so  far  as  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  concerned,  and 
the  only  question  is  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  the  provisions  shall  be  carried 
out  in  detail.     All  the  main  questions 
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are  questions  for  Committee,  and  not  for 
lengthened  debate  on  the  second  read- 
ing. A  Bill  on  the  subject  was  brought 
into  the  House  of  Lords  in  1883,  and 
again  in  1884,  and  the  late  Government 
introduced  and  passed  this  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1885.  No  one  can 
say  that  the  question  has  been  ap- 
proached in  a  hurried  manner.  The 
country  has  had  ample  opportunity,  not 
only  of  gaining  necessary  information, 
but  of  forming  its  opinion  upon  it.  I 
hope  the  House  will  agree  that  the  in- 
formation is  sufficient  to  warrant  us  in 
reading  this  Bill  a  £econd  time  even  if 
there  were  to  be  no  discussion  on  the 
second  reading.  The  whole  subject  is 
thoroughly  ripe  for  legislation,  and, 
therefore,  I,  as  Secretary  of  State,  will 
offer  the  greatest  facilities  in  my  power 
for  proceeding  with  the  Bill.  We  have 
not  only  put  the  Government  star  upon 
it,  but,  as  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  see,  we  have  taken  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  the  question  before 
the  House.  And  we  hope  to  give  it  such 
precedence  as  may  assure  its  passing. 
In  Committee  it  is  probable  that  some 
alterations  may  be  made  ;  but  I  will  not 
go  into  detail  on  that  subject.  I  will 
only  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood)  whether, 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  it  is  wise 
or  necessary  to  move  the  Amendment  he 
has  put  on  the  Paper.  When  I  first 
read  the  Amendment  I  was  somewhat 
puzzled  to  see  what  was  its  connection 
with  the  present  question.  The  Amend- 
ment relates,  no  doubt,  to  certain  Acts, 
which,  though  not  repealed,  are  for  all 
practical  purposes  in  abeyance,  and  a 
pledge  has  been  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  this  state  of  things  will  not  be 
disturbed  until  the  House  has  an  oppor- 
tunity of  again  considering  the  subject ; 
therefore  I  fail  to  see  what  the  House 
or  the  country  can  gain  from  a  discus- 
sion of  those  Acts  of  Parliament  at  pre- 
sent. As  I  am  anxious  that  the  Bill 
should  pass,  I  will  say  no  more,  and  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  give  it  a 
second  reading  without  a  great  deal  of 
discussion.  When  we  come  to  details, 
hon.  Members  will  be  able  to  express 
their  opinions.  There  is  a  great  amount 
of  public  opinion  in  its  support.  From 
what  I  found  at  the  Home  Office,  I  do 
not  believe  that  public  opinion  would 
be  satisfied  unless  the  Bill  is  not  only 
read  a  second  time,  but  even  passed;  it 
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might  be  with  some  alterations,  but  at 
all  events  passed  into  law. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD,  in  rising  to  move 
as  an  Amendment — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  repres- 
sive legislation  of  the  kind  is  not  calculated  to 
effect  the  purpose  of  improving  public  morals, 
and,  if  passed  into  Law  while  the  Contagious 
Diseases  Acts  1866— 1869  remain  on  the  statute 
book,  notwithstanding  the  Government  was 
pledged  to  their  repeal,  would  subject  the  Legis- 
lature  to  well-deserved  imputation  of  insincerity 
and  inconsistency,'* 

said,  he  held  that  repressive  legislation 
in  these  matters  was  useless,  or,  at  all 
events,  likely  to  produce  much  more  mis- 
chief than  the  benevolence  of  those  who 
advocated  such  legislation  led  them  to 
suppose.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  the  Bill  with  an  innocence 
which  might  be  assumed  or  which  might 
be  real;  but  if  he  looked  deeper  he  would 
see  that  this  was  a  most  objectionable 
Bill  in  almost  every  one  of  its  features. 
What  did  the  good  people  who  asked  for 
such  measures  know  about  the  law? 
They  heard  that  females  could  part  with 
their  honour  at  a  certain  age,  and  there- 
upon they  became  wild,  forgetful  that 
there  were  such  things  as  trumped-up 
stories  and  extortion.  It  had  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  been  attempted  to  raise 
the  age  of  consent  to  14  ;  but  the  late  Mr. 
Bussell  Gurney,  a  Judge  of  enormous  ex- 
perience and  of  the  calmest  judicial  tem- 
perament, opposed  the  step,  and  1 3  was 
fixed  as  the  age.  Who  supported  him  on 
that  occasion  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  and  now  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department.  He  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
appealed  to  him  to  confirm  him.  What 
had  happened  since  to  make  the  House 
change  the  view  which  it  then  took  ?  In 
the  Report  of  the  House  of  Lords  there 
was  nothing  with  which  those  who  had 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  were  not  already  well  ac- 
quainted. The  real  means  of  insuring 
the  improvement  in  morals  which  they 
all  desired  to  see  was  by  the  elevation 
of  the  population,  and  by  providing  them 
with  constant  employment.  Legislation 
such  as  this  would  be  no  more  successful 
than  legislation  aiming  at  the  suppres- 
sion of  any  other  vice — ^f  or  instance,  that 
of  drinking.  One  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  to  encourage  the  corruption  of  the 
police.  Another  would  be  to  re-intro- 
duce the  practice  of  the  compulsory  exa- 
mination of  women,  who  would  be  sent 
to  gaol  for  accosting  in  the  streets,  and 
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who  would  there  be  under  the  control 
of  the  Governor  and  surgeon.  This 
Bill  was  in  these  respects  a  substitute 
for  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts, 
which  had  been  condemned  by  the 
House.  The  ex-Home  Secretary  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  he  ventured  to  say, 
supported  the  clauses  as  to  solicitation 
with  that  view.  Was  this  legislation  in 
other  respects  necessary  ?  Why,  accord- 
ing to  the  present  law — 24  &  25  Vict, 
c.  100,  s.  49 — the  offence  of  procuring  a 
girl  under  the  age  of  21  by  false  pre- 
tences was  punishable  by  imprisonment 
for  two  years.  But  had  any  success 
attended  this  provision  of  the  law  ? 
Had  there  been  a  single  prosecution 
under  it?  It  was  ineffective  and  use- 
less, and  the  contemplated  legislation 
would  not  be  more  successful.  He  had 
seen  it  stated  that  a  child  under  14  could 
be  lured  from  her  home  by  fraudulent 
pretences,  and  detained  against  the  wish 
of  her  parents,  and  that  the  police  were 
powerless  to  interfere.  This  was  an 
error,  as  under  24  &  26  Viet,  c.  100, 
s.  56,  which  made  the  enticement,  &c,, 
of  a  child  under  14  a  felony,  a  ma- 
gistrate could  undoubtedly  under  the 
existing  law  issue  a  search-warrant,  and, 
armed  with  it,  the  police,  if  need  be, 
could  break  into  the  house  where  the 
child  was  detained.  He  was  convinced 
that  this  legislation  was  not  the  means 
by  which  this  evil  of  juvenile  prostitu- 
tion was  to  be  put  down.  He  thought 
that  no  addition  should  be  made  to  the 
Criminal  Law  unless  it  could  be  conclu- 
sively shown  that  it  was  necessary  and 
likely  to  effect  its  object.  The  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill  were  rather  calculated 
to  increase  the  evil  than  diminish  it,  for 
it  would  place  young  men  and  boys  in 
the  power  of  designing  girls,  and  would 
be  a  mostpowerfiu  weapon  for  extortion. 
They  did  not  know  the  business  they 
were  attempting  to  legislate  upon.  Then, 
he  contended,  that  if  they  were  going  to 
protect  young  persons  by  legislation, 
they  should  extend  that  protection  to 
boys  as  well  as  to  girls.  But  the  mo- 
ment they  set  up  a  State  protection  of 
virtue  they  would  do  a  great  deal  to- 
wards diminishing  the  care  which  the 
possessors  of  it  were  bound  themselves 
to  exert.  Another  most  unwise  and  cruel 
clause  was  that  which  made  it  an  offence 
punishable  with  two  years' imprisonment 
to  harbour  girls  under  1 5  years  of  age 
for  immoral  purposes.    The  consequence 
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would  be  that  these  poor  girls  would  be 
hunted  and  chased  about  by  the  police, 
and  would  with  difficulty  find  where  to 
lay  their  heads.  They  would  be  at  the 
mercy  of  their  landlords  and  landladies, 
who  would  naturally  charge  increased 
rents,  to  reimburse  themselves  for  the 
risks  run,  and  at  the  mercy  of  the  police, 
whose  good  will  would  often  have  to  be 
bought  to  avert  arrest  or  expulsion. 
The  police  would  have  the  opportunity 
of  levying  blackmail  from  these  poor 
creatures.  Then,  as  to  solicitation,  the 
Metropolitan  police  magistrates  had 
made  it  an  invariable  rule  to  require 
someone  to  complain  of  being  solicited; 
but  this  was  to  be  altered  and  the  pro- 
secution was  to  be  left  entirely  to  police- 
men, though  it  was  true  that  more  than 
one  was  necessary.  A  magistrate  in 
Liverpool  took  on  himself,  sometime  ago, 
to  disregard  the  wholesome  practice  of 
the  London  magistrates,  and  to  punish 
women  for  solicitation  on  the  mere  state- 
ment of  a  policeman,  and  he  sent  num- 
bers of  poor  women  to  gaol  for  the 
offence.  When  he  found  this  ineffectual 
he  lengthened  the  terms  of  imprison- 
ment, so  that  they  might  have  their  hair 
cut  oflF.  Such  cruelty  and  hardship 
always  attended  legislation  of  the  kind. 
He  would  only  add  that  the  clumsiness 
and  absurdity  of  the  Bill  were  only 
equalled  by  the  folly  of  the  views  of 
those  who  were  responsible  for  its  in- 
ception. Some  of  the  provisions  embodied 
in  it  were  rendered  simply  childish  by  the 
absurd  regulations  which  the  clauses  con- 
tained. Some  merely  enacted  what  was 
already  law.  The  Home  Secretary  had  ap- 
pealed to  them  ;  but  he  could  not  expect 
that  the  House  would  forego  lengthened 
discussion  on  eo  important  a  matter. 
The  way  to  remedy  the  evil  was  to  adopt 
means  for  obviating  prostitution.  The 
present  Bill  would  simply  fall  heavily 
upon  a  poor  prostitute.  They  were 
going  to  raise  every  man's  hand  against 
her ;  and  to  that,  as  he  had  shown,  would 
be  added  the  power  of  the  policeman, 
who  would  have  every  temptation  to  do 
so,  to  levy  black  mail  in  any  quantity 
upon  those  unfortunate  creatures.  Many 
attempts  in  past  times  had  failed,  whose 
object,  like  this,  was  to  repress  immo- 
rality. There  was  the  old  Puritan  law 
against  incontinence,  for  which  death 
was  the  penalty  for  the  second  offence. 
That  law  was  not  carried  out ;  but  the 
spirit  of  repression  provoked  the  period 


of  dissoluteness  which  marked  the  Re- 
storation. In  Berlin,  a  few  years  since, 
the  authorities  tried  by  police  laws  to 
abolish  prostitution.  Worse  evils  fol- 
lowed ;  so  prostitution  was  allowed, 
though  relegated  to  one  quarter  of  the 
city.  Was  Berlin  more  virtuous  than 
London?  The  Middlesex  magistrates, 
some  years  ago,  closed  the  Argyll  Booms, 
and  what  was  the  result?  Disorderly 
scenes  increased  in  the  streets,  which 
had  hitherto  been  quiet.  He,  therefore, 
earnestly  hoped  that  hon.  Members 
would  not  allow  themselves  to  be  made 
parties  to  legislation  of  this  kind,  which 
might  be  productive  of  great  cruelty, 
and  which  could  do  no  good  whatever. 
He  begged  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Will  any  hon. 
Member  second  the  Amendment  ?  [  Cries 
o/'*No,  noI"l 

[The  Amendment,  not  being  seconded, 
was  not  put.] 

Mr.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  he 
thought  the  House  would  give  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  full  credit  for  earnestness 
and  sincerity,  though  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  support  his  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  had  put 
the  question  before  them  that  evening 
in  a  most  perfunctory  manner.  It  would 
have  been  more  satisfactory  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  explained  in  what 
points  the  present  law  was  found  want- 
ing. Every  disorderly  house  was  by  the 
existing  law  illegal,  and  the  proprietor 
of  it  was  liable  to  prosecution.  Was 
that  law  in  force  now  ?  If  so,  why  was 
it  not  enforced?  Or  had  the  police 
power  to  choose  whom  they  should 
prosecute  and  whom  they  should  over- 
look ?  If  the  existing  law  meant  any- 
thing at  all  why  was  it  not  enforced ; 
for  if  it  were  not  enforced,  the  passing 
of  another  law  would  only  prove  a  multi- 
plication of  paper  laws.  He  thought 
that  the  House  was  much  indebted  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stock- 
port for  the  courageous  way  in  which  he 
had  addressed  himself  to  this  question. 
It  was  of  great  importance  that  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  should  not  be  hurried 
through,  because  they  were  dealing  with 
the  liberty  of  the  subject.  He  main- 
tained that  it  was  not  enough  to  mul- 
tiply what  he  termed  Statute  Book 
crimes;  they  must  provide  for  the  just 
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enforcement  of  the  law  which  they  were 
called  upon  to  sanction. 

Mr.  BEOABHURST  said,  that  the 
outspoken  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  deserved 
the  earnest  consideration  of  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  was  not  prepared 
to  say  but  what  a  great  part  of  the  Bill 
might  be  useful  and  might  do  a  great 
deal  of  good,  and  might  in  some  cases 
accomplish  its  object ;  but  even  in  that 
respect  there  was  room  for  considerable 
and  honest  doubt.  However,  in  agree- 
ing to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
he  thought  it  would  be  the  duty  of  hon. 
Members  to  discuss  the  subject  at  some- 
what greater  length  than  appeared  to 
be  the  original  intention.  With  regard 
to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  he  singled  out 
Clause  9  as  one  to  which  he  could  not 
agree  in  any  circumstances  whatever. 
He  felt  that  if  that  clause  was  to  be 
encuited  dangers  might  possibly  arise 
out  of  it  which  would  make  life  in  large 
cities  really  intolerable,  if  not  dan- 
gerous, to  persons  whose  duties  kept 
them  out  late  at  night.  He  even  doubted, 
under  such  legislation  as  this,  whether 
it  would  be  safe  for  hon.  Members  to 
walk  to  their  homes  at  night.  He  had 
frequent  occasion  himself  to  walk  home 
from  the  House  after  midnight,  and  his 
journey  thence  did  not  pass  through 
what  was  usually  termed  a  fashionable 
neighbourhood.  In  the  course  of  his 
walks  he  met  many  persons  of  the  lower 
orders,  and  with  all  honesty  and  sin- 
cerity he  believed  that  if  this  clause 
were  enacted,  it  would  make  it  abso- 
lutely dangerous  for  him  to  walk  home 
at  I  or  2  in  the  morning.  However 
efficient  and  impartial  the  police,  as  a 
rule,  might  be  in  the  discharge  of 
their  ordinary  duties,  they  were  not 
exactly  the  body  to  be  intrusted  with 
such  extraordinary  powers  as  were  given 
them  in  this  Bill.  They  were,  in 
fact,  placing  in  the  hands  of  the 
ordinary  policeman  the  future  cha- 
racter, prosperity,  and  even  happiness 
of  any  man  whom  he  might  think  it 
proper  to  arrest.  He  maintained  that, 
no  matter  what  might  be  the  strength 
of  opinion  in  favour  of  legislation  of 
this  kind,  the  House  of  Conmions,  as 
the  guardian  of  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  should  not  pass  a  measure  of 
this  character  without  the  gravest  con- 
sideration. As  to  the  object  aimed  at 
by  the  Bill,  he  was  second  to  no  man  iu 
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his  desire  to  see  crime  of  whatever 
character  adequately  punished,  and  the 
innocence  of  childhood  carefully  and 
rigidly  protected.  In  doing  so,  how- 
ever, they  must  be  careful  that  more 
harm  than  good  was  not  done  by  such 
legislation.  He  had  sat  for  the  past 
two  years  with  the  present  Home  Secre- 
tary on  a  Commission  to  investigate  the 
oondition  of  the  poor  in  the  Metropolis 
and  other  large  towns  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say,  after  the  ex- 
perience he  had  gained  on  that  Body, 
whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  greater 
part  of  this  Social  evil  which  they  all 
deplored — that  part  which  made  inno- 
cent childhood  a  marketable  commodity 
— whether  it  was  possible  to  stop  thu 
state  of  things  so  long  as  we  herded 
together  whol^  families  in  a  manner 
worse  than  the  beasts  of  the  field?  It 
was  known  that  in  Loudon  and  other 
large  cities  one  and  even  two  families 
frequently  occupied  one. room,  in  addi- 
tion to  lodgers ;  and  this  being  so,  how 
was  it  possible  for  them  to  cultivate  that 
innocence  in  childhood  of  tender  years 
which  existed  in  children  brought  up 
under  healthier  and  purer  conditions  of 
life?  This  legislation  was  to  a  great 
extent  a  mere  mockery,  if  not  a  snare, 
so  long  as  they  refrained  from  going  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  They  must  provide 
dwellings  fit  for  human  beings  to  live 
in,  with  a  chance  of  growing  up  pure 
and  moral.  The  poverty  and  wretched 
surroundings  of  the  people  in  our  larg^ 
towns  was  the  great  cause  of  immorality. 
There  were  few  women  who  chose  an 
immoral  life  from  mere  choice.  They 
were  diven  to  it  by  force  of  circum- 
stances ;  many  of  the  poor  wretches  who 
tramped  our  streets  at  night  were  driven 
to  such  a  life  by  the  hard  treatment 
they  had  received  at  the  hands  of  a 
merciless  world.  Let  anyone  stand  on 
Westminster,  Waterloo,  Blackfriars,  or 
London  Bridges  any  morning  and  watch 
the  continuous  stream  of  girls  crossing 
from  the  Southern  side  of  the  river  to 
the  City  and  the  West  End  to  labour  \.o 
their  utmost  capacity  for  a  mere  pittance 
insufficient  to  maintain  them  in  the 
decencies  of  life.  Very  many  of  them 
were  poorly  clad  and  hungry,  and  he 
asked  if  was  within  human  nature  to 
expect  that  those  poor  wretches  should 
withstand  the  temptations  which  wealth 
ofTercci  to  them  on  their  return  journey 
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iQ  the  evening  ?  If  they  fell,  as  iin- 
doabtedly  they  did  in  such  circum- 
gtances,  he  appealed  to  the  House  to 
say  whether  they  were  not  rather  sub- 
jects for  pity  than  for  condemnation. 
He  contended  that  they  were  subjects 
for  pity,  and  they  should  endeavour  by 
all  the  means  in  their  power,  by  legisla- 
tion, if  it  could  efifect  the  object,  and  by 
indiyidual  work  and  exertion,  to  bring 
about  a  better  social  and  material  con- 
dition among  the  poor  labouring  people 
of  this  country.  This  was  the  true 
coarse  which  they  ought  to  pursue  in 
order  to  avert  the  evil  which  they  were 
endeavouring  by  such  legislation  as  this 
to  eradicate.  A  public  journal  had  just 
been  investigating  the  extent  to  which 
the  crimes  prevailed  which  the  Bill  was 
intended  to  prevent.  He  would  hesitate 
to  condemn  the  course  pursued  by  that 
newspaper.  A  man  who  cleaned  out  a 
cesspool  must  expect  to  be  contaminated 
and  avoided  by  those  who  would  other- 
wise be  glad  to  associate  with  him  ;  and 
the  man  who  held  up  to  public  scorn 
the  existing  hideous  state  of  things 
deserved  well  of  the  nation.  It  was 
better  to  trace  the  evil  to  its  source  than 
to  attempt  to  deal  with  its  results.  But 
he  much  feared  that  the  Bill,  though 
framed  with  the  best  intentions  and 
from  the  purest  motives,  would  miss  its 
mark  and  fail  of  effecting  the  good 
which  they  all  desired  it  to  bring  about. 
Me.  WAETON  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  eccentric  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  was  discussed  before  the  real 
scope  of  the  Bill  had  been  dealt  with. 
He  was  thoroughly  opposed  to  the  Bill, 
root  and  branch,  and  regretted  that  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  been  induced 
to  allow  it  to  proceed  as  a  non-contentious 
matter.  Even  the  late  Home  Secretary 
had  admitted  that  he  did  not  approve  all 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The  Timee, 
on  the  8th  of  August,  1883,  speaking  of 
the  Bill  of  that  year,  which  was  very 
similar  to  the  present,  said  that  it  was 
not  of  a  character  to  inspire  confidence 
in  the  legislative  capacity  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  furnished  an  example  of 
warning  rather  than  a  subject  for  imita- 
tion. In  fact,  it  was  such  a  Bill  as 
might  be  expected  to  meet  the  approval 
of  a  Church  CJongress.  That  was  the 
opinion  of  The  Timet.  Then  the  late 
Home  Secretary  had  said  that  he  re- 
gretted   the    omission    of   the  clauses 


which  dealt  with  brothels  and  the  fre- 
quenting of  the  streets  for  immoral 
purposes.  He  was  then  justified  in 
saying  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  wholly  approve  the  Bill. 
As  the  present  Home  Secretary  had 
on  a  former  occasion,  when  he  was 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross,  supported  an 
Amendment  to  lower  the  age  of  con- 
sent from  14  to  13,  it  was  inconsistent 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  support 
this  Bill  which  raised  it  to  15.  It  was 
almost  impossible  for  a  man  against 
whom  a  charge  was  made  of  the  cha- 
racter contemplated  by  the  clauses  of 
this  Bill  to  obtain  justice  from  a  jury  or 
even  from  a  Judge.  Prosecutions  were 
got  up  by  Societies  pretending  to  be 
formed  for  the  protection  of  young  girls, 
which  boasted  that  they  never  failed  to 
obtain  a  conviction.  No  man,  however 
innocent  and  respectable,  was  safe  from 
such  organizations.  In  conclusion,  he 
would  ask  who  was  the  wretched 
draughtsman  who  put  this  tissue  of 
nonsense  together  ?  It  was  a  measure 
that  would  open  the  door  to  unlimited 
extortion,  and  which  took  the  false  step 
of  confusing  the  distinction  between  vice 
and  crime.  Experience  showed  that  we 
must  tolerate  vice  until  it  became  crime. 
When  a  house  became  a  nuisance,  let 
the  neighbours  take  proceedings;  but 
let  there  be  no  interference  until  there 
was  a  breach  of  public  order  or  a  crime 
was  committed. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  MOELEY  said,  that 
the  thanks  of  that  House  and  of  the 
country  were  due  to  the  Government  for 
having  announced  their  intention  to 
carry  this  Bill  this  Session.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
evidently  felt  deeply  every  word  which 
he  had  used  with  regard  to  this  measure. 
He  was  no  advocate  for  an  undue  inter- 
ference with  the  liberty  of  the  subject ; 
but  we  were  surrounded  by  scenes,  both 
in  London  and  in  our  large  towns,  which 
were  a  disgrace  to  a  Clmstian  country, 
and  which  we  were  bound,  if  possible, 
to  put  an  end  to.  He  could  not  avoid, 
on  this  occasion,  referring  to  certain 
statements  which  had  appeared  in  a 
London  newspaper,  and  which  were  un- 
justifiable on  any  other  assumption  than 
that  they  were  true.  In  his  opinion, 
not  an  hour  should  be  lost  in  investigat- 
ing the  truth  or  the  falsehood  of  those 
statements,  which  would  be  read  through  - 
out  England,  whatever  might  be  done  to 
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prevent  their  circulation.  He  thought 
that  those  statements,  if  true,  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  carrying  this  Bill;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  to  be  feared 
that  the  measure  would  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent be  ineffective  to  deal  with  the  tre- 
mendous state  of  affairs  set  forth  in 
•  those  statements.  The  writer  of  the 
articles  in  question  was  unknown  to  him ; 
but  he  knew  enough  of  the  editor  of 
that  paper  to  be  satisfied  that  he  was 
utterly  incapable  of  publishing  the  state- 
ments in  question  for  any  other  than  a 
pure  motive,  and  he  attached  immense 
value  to  the  probable  effect  of  those 
statements  upon  the  public  of  England 
in  dealing  with  a  state  of  things  which 
was  unbearable.  His  name  had  been 
mentioned  in  one  of  the  articles,  and  he 
desired  to  state  that  he  would  willingly 
undertake,  with  any  two  of  the  other 
gentlemen  whose  names  were  also  given, 
to  make  an  investigation  of  some  of  the 
statements ;  and  if  they  proved  true,  he 
should  be  glad  to  put  his  name  to  the 
Beport,  so  as  to  stimulate  public  opinion. 
He  had  spoken  these  few  words  with  a 
desire  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  if  he  would  allow  him 
to  call  him  so,  in  dealing  with  one  of  the 
greatest  evils  of  the  time.  He  was  glad 
of  this  opportunity  to  express  his  per- 
sonal thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  for  having  declared  his  determina- 
tion to  pass  this  measure  into  law  during 
the  present  Session. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  confessed 
that  he  entirely  agreed  with  those 
who  believed  that  Parliament  would 
fail  in  attempting  to  put  down  this 
vice  by  passing  harsh  and  cruel  laws 
with  regard  to  the  poor  women  who 
were  the  subjects  of  this  Bill.  He 
was  very  glad  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  this  Bill,  and 
he  was  in  favour  of  the  second  reading 
of  the  measure.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
had  said  that  they  ought  to  keep  up 
the  distinction  between  vice  and  crime ; 
but,  in  his  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster's)  view,* 
they  ought  to  make  that  criminal  in 
future  which  was  not  now  criminal 
under  the  existing  law.  In  the  first 
place,  they  ought  to  make  it  a  criminal 
offence  to  trade  in  and  export  girls  and 
young  women  abroad  for  immoral  pur- 
poses. He  understood  that  there  was 
no  law  that  could  prevent  that  trade 

Mr,  8amufl  MorUy 


being  carried  on  at  the  present  moment, 
and  in  that  case  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  law  ought  to  be  amended.  Another 
reason  that  he  had  for  supporting  this 
measure  was  that  it  would  afford  pro- 
tection to  children.  He  was  aware  that 
many  of  these  poor  children  were  in 
such  a  state  of  misery  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  restrain  them  from  becoming 
victims  of  vice,  and  that  it  would  be 
eK)arcely  possible  to  protect  them  effi- 
ciently. But  there  were  others  who 
were  not  in  that  state,  yet  who  were  in 
danger  of  being  made  the  victims  of 
vice,  and  were  incapable  of  protecting 
themselves;  and  these  girls,  at  all 
events,  ought  to  be  protected  by  law. 
The  law  ought  to  step  in  in  such  cases 
and  make  it  dangerous  for  anybody  to 
take  advantage  of  their  youth  and  inex* 
perience  for  wicked  purposes,  and  so  to 
condemn  them  to  a  life  of  absolute 
misery.  This  Bill  would  do  something 
to  protect  these  girls,  because  men  would 
be  very  careful  when  they  found  that 
they  were  in  danger  of  the  law.  The 
only  objection  that  had  been  raised  to  the 
measure  was  that  men  might  be  induced 
to  yield  to  the  temptations  of  these  poor 
children,  who  might  use  the  powers  of 
this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
money.  Well,  let  men  take  that  risk. 
If  that  House  by  passing  that  measure 
could  give  protection  to  these  unfortunate 
g^rls  and  women,  he  did  not  think  that 
hon.  Members  ought  to  grudge  the  time 
necessary  for  passing  this  Bill  even  at 
this  late  period  of  the  Session. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTONrose  to 
address  the  House,  when 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  rose 
to  Order,  on  the  ground  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  already  addressed  the 
House  on  the  question. 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  not  entitled  to  address  the 
House,  as  he  had  already  spoken  on  the 
question. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  he 
wished  that  it  shoidd  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  this  was  not  a  Bill  for  penal 
legislation  directed  against  the  poor 
helpless  girls  in  question,  but  for  their 
protection.  He  thought,  indeed,  that 
the  House  was  called  upon  to  take  even 
stronger  measures,  and  would  be  justi- 
fied in  appointing  a  Judicial  Commis- 
sion to  search  this  matter  to  the  bottom. 
In  his  opinion,  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  ago  withiu  which  absolute 
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protection  was  extended  to  young  girls 
should  be  raised  from  12  to  16. 

Mm.  ackers  obserred,  that  he  had 
not  read  the  newspaper  which  bad  been 
referred  to,  as  he  understood  that  it 
was  objected  to  as  not  a  proper  paper 
to  be  read.  Had  he  known  that  it 
would  form  the  subject  of  debate  in 
that  House,  he  should  haye  deemed 
it  his  duty,  however  disagreeable,  to 
read  every  word  the  paper  contained, 
in  order  to  see  what  reason  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  for  saying  that  mere  state- 
ments in  a  newspaper  were  facts,  and 
established  the  existence  of  crime.  He 
had,  however,  read  what  was  given  in 
evidence  before  the  House  of  Lords* 
Oommittee,  and  the  Beport  of  that  Com- 
mittee, lie  ventured  to  say,  did  not 
bear  out  a  siogle  argument  that  had 
been  used  in  favour  of  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  House  should  pass  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  without  further  dis- 
cussion, for  if  they  did  not  it  might  be 
Uiought  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  less  desirous  than  the  House  of 
Lords  and  the  cotmtry  that  a  stop  should 
be  put  to  these  nefarious  practices. 
There  was,  however,  so  much  in  the 
Bill  of  a  contentious  character,  and  so 
much  that  would,  in  his  opinion,  make 
bad  worse,  that  in  giving  his  support 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he 
must  expressly  reserve  to  himself  the 
liberty  to  oppose  some  of  the  clauses. 
He  hoped  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
burked  in  discussion,  as  it  was  before. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  this  was  a 
subject  which  appealed  to  all  classes, 
which  was  ripe  for  discussion,  and  which 
would  be  more  and  more  impressed  upon 
the  attention  of  the  country.  They 
ought  not,  then,  to  shrink  to  do  what 
should  be  done  by  the  Legislature  to 
remove  the  evil  which  undoubtedly  ex- 
isted, while  at  the  same  time  avoiding 
harried  legislation,  which  they  would 
afterwards  be  sorry  for. 

Mb.  PICTON  remarked  that,  until 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
rose,  there  had  been  almost  complete 
unanimity  as  to  the  existence  of  the 
evils  which  this  Bill  was  designed  to 
prevent,  and  for  which,  as  the  law 
stood,  there  was  absolutely  no  remedy. 

Ma.  AO££KS  wished  to  correct  the 
impression  which  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  entertain,  that  he  had  denied 
that  thcro  were  evils  to  be  remedied. 


On  the  contrary,  he  had  expressly  ad- 
mitted that  legislation  was  required, 
while  guarding  himself  from  giving  his 
support  to  the  Bill  in  its  entirety. 

Mb.  PICTON  said,  he  was  exceedingly 
glad  that  he  had  mistaken  the  hon. 
Member,  for  now  he  could  say  that  not 
a  single  hon.  Member  had  denied  that  a 
wrong  existed  for  which  a  remedy  was 
required.  The  newspaper,  the  con- 
demnation of  which  had  been  somewhat 
exaggerated,  showed  conclusively  that 
there  were  wrongs  for  which  no  adequate 
remedy  was  provided,  and  that  some- 
thing was  required  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  magistrates  and  Judges  to  the 
seriousness  of  these  offences.  As  the 
law  stood  at  the  present  time,  wicked 
women  who  induced  young  children  to 
leave  their  homes  could  not  be  punished. 
If  a  parent  discovered  that  his  child 
had  been  trapped  to  a  certain  house  in 
a  certain  street,  he  had  no  power  to  re- 
cover instant  possession  of  the  child,  but 
was  obliged  to  sue  out  his  writ  of  habeas 
eorpui  at  an  expense  which  was  ruinous 
to  him,  and  before  the  writ  could  be 
executed  all  the  mischief  was  done.  That 
was  the  position  of  poor  men  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  it  was  a  wrong  for  which 
a  remedy  was  urgently  required.  Al- 
though he  thought  that  legislation  was 
necessary  in  the  face  of  the  great  crying 
evil,  he  did  not  see  that  all  the  provi- 
sions in  the  present  Bill  were  necessary. 
In  fact,  after  the  first  eight  clauses,  he 
did  not  see  that  there  was  any  value 
in  it. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
EiOHARD  Webstek)  Said,  that  notwith- 
standing the  criticisms  on  the  Bill,  it 
appeared  to  be  conceded  that  there  was 
a  very  substantial  evil  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  one  with  which  every  man  who  had 
the  cause  of  humanity  and  morality  at 
heart  ought  to  do  his  best  to  grapple  as 
effectually  as  possible.  He  thought  there 
were  certainly  two  or  three  important 
points  in  the  Bill  which  were  worthy  of 
further  discussion,  and  he,  therefore, 
trusted  it  would  be  read  a  second  time. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hopwood)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Roxburgh  (Mr.  A.  R.  D.  Elliot) 
appeared  to  think  that  the  Bill  would 
not  do  very  much  good,  and  the  former 
thought  that  the  evil  should  be  left  to 
be  met  by  better  education  and  other 
means ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  one 
or  two  of  the  matters  dealt  with  in  the 
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principal  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  not 
such  as  would  be  dealt  with  by  educa- 
tion. If  one  thing  bad  been  estab- 
lished, it  was  that  there  had  been  going 
on  for  some  time,  and  to  a  large  extent, 
a  disgusting  trade  in  young  girls,  not 
only  in  England,  but  also  for  the  pur- 
pose of  sending  them  abroad ;  and  that 
alone  was  sufficient  ground  for  legisla- 
tion. He  was  in  no  way  responsible  for 
the  drafting  of  the  Bill,  and,  no  doubt, 
there  were  clauses  in  it  which  required 
careful  consideration  ;  but  he  would  re- 
spectfully submit  that  they  ought  rather 
to  be  discussed  in  Committee.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Bill  would  done  good ; 
at  any  rate  it  would  do  no  harm,  and 
he  believed  there  were  amply  sufficient 
grounds  to  justify  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  proceeding  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
make  any  remarks  on  the  second  read- 
ing, as  he  should,  of  course,  support  it. 
Both  the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  said  the  Bill  would 
have  to  be  carefully  considered  in  Com- 
mittee, and  he  would,  therefore,  ask 
whether  either  of  them  would  give  some 
indication  as  to  the  direction  in  which 
it  would  be  altered  ?  The  Home  Secre- 
tary might  possibly  be  able  to  remove 
the  objections  entertained  by  some  hon. 
Members  to  the  Bill. 

The  SECEETARY  said,  that  there 
were  some  parts  of  the  Bill  which  were 
complicated  and  some  as  to  which  he 
had  doubts ;  and  in  his  opinion  it  was 
very  likely  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  pass  the  whole  of  the  measure 
this  Session.  After  the  second  reading 
he  proposed  to  put  the  Bill  down  for  the 
Committee  stage  on  Tuesday,  hoping 
by  that  time  to  be  able  to  state  to  the 
House  what  were  the  amendments 
which  the  Government  thought  ought 
to  be  made  in  its  provisions. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesday  next. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

Resolutions  [8th  July]  reported. 

Resolutions  1  to  3  agreed  to, 

(4.)  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,639,300, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Ex- 
penses of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards  at 
Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course 

The  Attorney  General 


of  payment  daring  the  vear  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1886." 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  that, 
having  been  unfortunately  absent  from 
the  House  jesterdaj,  he  desired  now  to 
make  a  few  observations  in  connection 
with  those  Estimates.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  had  been  asked  to  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Reports 
of  the  captains  as  to  the  behaviour  of 
their  ships ;  but  he  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  very  guarded  and 
cautious  in  reference  to  what  he  pub- 
lished as  to  that  subject.  When  the  right 
hon.Member  for  Pontef  ract  (Mr.Ohilders ) 
was  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  great 
pressure  was  put  upon  him  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Reports  of  the 
captains  of  the  various  ships  which  had 
been  out.  No  procedure  could,  he 
thought,  be  more  fatal  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  Service  than  that,  because 
they  would  have  the  captains  writing 
their  Reports,  not  for  the  Admiralty 
itself,  but  virtually  for  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  there  would  then  be 
some  temptation  to  officers  to  colour 
their  Reports  so  as  to  meet  the  popular 
eye.  Turning  to  another  question  that- 
had  been  raised,  he  thought  that  what- 
ever arguments  there  might  be  in  favour 
of  a  change  in  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
on  the  accession  to  Office  of  a  new  Go- 
vernment, those  arguments  did  not  hold 
good  in  regard  to  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy,  Admiral  Brandreth.  Again,  be 
shoidd  like  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  for  some  information  as  to 
the  position  of  Mr.  Rendel,  who  was  put 
into  the  Board  about  two  years  ago  with 
a  tremendous  flourish  of  trumpets.  At 
that  time  it  was  held  out  as  a  matter  for 
national  congratulation  that  they  had  at 
last  on  the  Board,  in  the  person  of  Mr. 
Rendel,  a  man  of  practical  and  profes- 
sional experience,  and  they  were  led  to 
expect  that  a  new  era  was  about  to  open 
in  consequence.  But  they  were  told 
now  that  Mr.  Rendel  was  leaving  the 
Board.  In  1868  Hobart  Pasha  was  en- 
gaged in  the  Turkish  Service  without 
the  slighest  remuneration,  and  was 
thereupon  removed  from  the  Admiralty. 
In  1874,  when  the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt 
was  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Hobart 
Pasha  was  reinstated  in  the  English 
Navy  at  the  express  desire  of  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Derby,  who  was  then  Foreign 
Secretary 
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Mb.  SPEATTEB  interposed,  and  said, 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  in  Order  in 
raising  that  question  on  the  Vote  now 
under  discussion. 

The  FIE8T  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton),  with 
reference  to  the  Report  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  alluded  to,  said,  it  was  neces- 
saiy  to  exercise  great  care  and  discri- 
mination as  to  the  documents  laid  before 
the  House.  Although  the  noble  Lord's 
questions  respecting  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  were  not  quite 
germane  to  this  Vote,  bethought  it  right 
to  reply  to  them.  The  Controller  was 
placed  on  the  Board  some  time  ago,  and 
his  appointment,  which  was  to  last  for 
five  years,  was  supposed  to  be  inde- 
pendent of  other  changes  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Board.  He  must  adhere 
to  that  rule,  and  consequently  Admiral 
Brandreth  would  continue  at  the  Board. 
Mr.  Rendel  was  placed  on  the  Board  by 
his  Predecessor.  In  his  capacity  as  a 
civil  member  of  the  Board  he  did  great 
service ;  but  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
be  absent  from  England  during  a  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  year,  and  he 
therefore  felt  it  his  duty  to  resign  the 
position  which  he  recently  held.  But, 
in  a  friendly  communication  addressed 
to  himself,  Mr.  Rendel  said  he  should 
always  be  glad  to  place  his  services  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Admiralty  in  regard 
to  any  questions  on  which  they  might 
think  fit  to  consult  him.  His  noble 
Friend  must  not  assume  that  Party 
politics  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
constitution  of  the  present  Board.  Li 
point  of  fact,  he  was  not  acquainted 
with  the  political  opinions  of  any  of 
their  professional  advisers,  and  he  had 
been  fortunate  enough  to  secure  the 
services  of  Admiral  Hood,  Admiral 
Hoskins,  and  Captain  Codrington,  who 
conld  speak  with  as  much  experience  as 
any  three  men  in  Her  Majesty's  Naval 
Service. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  5  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed 
to. 

(U.)  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £830,400, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defmy  the  Ex- 
pense of  Half-Pay,  Reserved,  and  Retired  Pay 
to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  which 
vill  come  in  course  o{  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 
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LoBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
wished  to  refer  to  the  reinstatement  of 
Hobart  Pasha  on  the  Retired  List. 
Hobart  Pasha  had  rendered  eminent 
services  to  this  country.  In  1868,  vrhen 
a  captain,  he  entered  the  Service  of  the 
Porte,  whereupon  he  had  to  resign  his 
position  in  the  English  Fleet.  In  1874 
he  was  reinstated  at  the  request  of  the 
Earl  of  Derby,  on  account  of  his  distin- 
guished services  to  his  country ;  but  in 
1877,  he  having  again  joined  the  Turkish 
Fleet,  he  was  once  more  struck  off  the 
English  Navy  list,  on  account  of  the 
breaking  out  of  the  Russo-Turkish  War, 
because  England  could  not  retain  the 
services  of  an  officer  who  was  serving 
with  a  country  at  war  with  one  of  her 
Allies.  He  had,  however,  recently  left 
the  Turkish  'Service,  and,  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  Earl  Granville  and  Lord 
Northbrook,  he  had  been  reinstated; 
and  the  practice  of  reinstating  men  in 
his  position  at  the  request  of  the  Foreign 
Office  was  by  no  means  new,  unusual, 
or  unprecedented.  There  were  prece- 
dents for  this  course  in  the  case  of  Sir 
Charles  Napier  and  Admiral  Sartorius. 
From  his  knowledge  of  Hobart  Pasha's 
career,  he  could  say  that,  no  matter 
what  uniform  the  Admiral  wore,  he  was 
always  most  anxious  to  do  everything 
he  could  to  promote  the  interests  of 
England,  and  to  serve  her  in  every  way. 
Having  been  the  first  instrument  to  re- 
move him  from  the  Navy,  and  having 
watched  his  career,  he  desired  to  say 
that  he  thought  Admiral  Hobart  de- 
served well  of  his  country,  and  was 
worthy  of  the  retired  allowance  which 
he  had  obtained  by  reinstatement. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  surprised  that  they  had  been  told 
nothing  with  regard  to  the  reinstatement 
of  Hobart  Pasha ;  no  reason  whatever 
had  been  given  for  it.  The  more  he 
looked  at  this  case  the  less  he  liked  it. 
He  expressed  an  earnest  hope  that 
before  the  Vote  was  passed  some  expla- 
nation should  be  forthcoming  from  either 
of  the  Front  Benches;  and  with  the 
object  of  obtaining  that  explanation  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced 
by  £280,  being  the  amount  of  the  pay 
that  would  be  received  by  Admiral 
Hobart  Pasha  for  280  days. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
**  £830,400,"     in     order     to     insert 
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'*£880,120,"— (iStr  George  CampheU,)--' 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  '£830,400' 
stand  part  of  the  said  Resolution." 

The  first  LORD  said,  that  the 
understanding  yesterday  was  that  the 
Vote  should  be  brought  on  for  discus- 
sion ;  but  he  had  nothing  more  to  say 
than  he  said  yesterday.  Hobart  Pasha 
was  reinstated  by  an  Order  in  Council 
before  the  present  Oovemment  came 
into  Office;  and  that  was  done  after 
consideration  by  two  leading  Members 
of  the  late  Government,  Lord  Granville 
and  Lord  Northbrook.  If  the  hon. 
Member  moved  for  the  production  of 
the  Papers  that  had  passed  on  the  sub- 
ject between  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Foreign  Office  he  should  have  no  objec- 
tion ;  but  they  did  not  state  much  more 
than  that  application  had  been  made. 
The  fact  was  that  Hobart  Pasha  was  in 
the  receipt  of  £1  a-day  in  1877.  But, 
in  consequence  of  the  war  between 
Russia  and  Turkey,  he,  being  in  the 
employment  of  Turkey,  was  struck  off 
the  Navy  List.  There  was  no  question 
that  if  Turkey  had  been  at  the  time  our 
Ally  in  war  Hobart  Pasha  would  have 
retained  his  rank  as  Admiral  in  our 
Navy.  He  had  recently  left  the  Turkish 
Service ;  and  therefore  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  after  consultation  with 
the  Foreign  Secretary,  thought  there 
was  no  reason  why  he  should  not  be 
restored  to  the  position  he  held  in  1877, 
and  he  would  draw  no  more  pay  than 
he  did  in  1877.  When  two  statesmen 
of  great  experience,  after  fully  consider- 
ing* the  circumstances  of  the  case,  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  Hobart 
Pasha  ought  to  be  reinstated,  if  the 
House  were  to  override  that  decision 
it  would  be  a  great  slur  on  the  gallant 
officer ;  and  therefore  he  hoped  that 
tiie  House  would  support  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  asking  them  not  to  over- 
throw the  conclusion  at  which  Lord 
Granville  and  Lord  Northbrook  had 
arrived. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  said,  that  after  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  he  really  thought  the 
House  would  be  glad  to  be  placed  in 
possession  of  further  information  on  the 
subject.  As  he  understood  the  noble 
Lord,  it  appeared  that  the  gallant  Ad- 
miral, when  we  were  likely  to  go  to  war 
with  Turkey,  preferred  to  give  up  his 
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commission  in  the  British  Navy.  [  Cries 
of  **  No,  no  !  "]  That  was  what  he  un- 
derstood the  noble  Lord  to  say. 

The  first  LORD  said,  he  was 
afraid  the  hon.  Member's  history  was 
a  little  at  fault.  What  he  said  was, 
that  it  was  in  1877  that  Hobart  Pasha's 
name  was  removed  from  the  Navy  List. 
We  were  not  at  all  likely  to  go  to  war 
with  Turkey  at  that  time. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  said;  he  begged  to 
apologize  if  he  were  a  little  wrong ;  but 
without  reference  to  the  date  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  to  say  that  we  were 
near  a  war  with  Turkey.  [  (  Vt>«  of  *'  No, 
no ! "]  Then  he  had  misunderstood  the 
noble  Lord. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  would 
speak  with  every  respect  of  Hobart 
Pasha  and  the  services  he  had  rendered  ; 
but  in  his  opinion  there  was  a  good 
deal  in  what  had  been  said  by,  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  George  Campbell).  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  ambiguity  in  the 
matter;  but  the  responsibility  rested 
altogether  with  the  late  Government. 
Last  night  he  had  challenged  the  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine) 
sitting  on  the  Bench  opposite,  and  he 
told  them  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
the  matter.  The  noble  Lord  now  told 
them  that  Hobart  Pasha  had  left  the 
Turkish  Service.  Hobart  Pasha,  how- 
ever, with  whom  he  was  intimately  ac- 
quainted, had  gave  him  to  understand, 
only  a  fortnight  ago,  that  he  was  still  in 
the  Turkish  Service,  if  he  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  was  not  much  mistaken.  The 
noble  Lord  to-night  said  that  the  ser- 
vices of  Hobart  Pasha  had  been  very 
distinguished  to  this  country.  What 
were  his  services  to  this  country.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  ho  had  never  been  a  Vice 
Admiral,he  had  never  l)een  even  a  captain 
in  the  Service  of  the  Queen.  The  last 
command  he  held  in  this  Service  was  as 
Commander  of  the  Fox/iound  in  the  years 
1861  to  1863,  and  what  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  determined  to  do  therefore, 
and  what  the  present  Government  were 
going  to  sanction,  was  to  make  Com- 
mander Hobart  Pasha  a  Vice  Admiral 
per  salium  and  give  him  the  position  and 
pay  of  a  retired  Vice  Admiral. 

The  ►SECRETARY  UP  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  asked  if  he 
might  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  one  moment?  The  matter  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  present  Government.  The 
reinstatement  was  done  by  an  Order  in 
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Council  under  the  late  Government,  and 
the  present  Government  had  no  power 
in  the  matter  whatever. 

8iB  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  quite 
understood  that,  and  he  had  said  over 
and  over  again  that  the  held  the  late 
Government  responsible,  and  he  wished 
to  enter  his  earnest  protest  against  the 
step  they  had  taken.  He  thought,  and 
he  maintained,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  ought  certainly  to  give  them 
some  explanation  on  the  matter,  be- 
cause there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that 
some  correspondence  had  taken  place  on 
the  subject.  He  did  not  think  that  any 
Foreign  Secretary  should  deal  with  such 
matters  as  this,  whioh  solely  affected  the 
Admiralty. 

Ma.  OATNE  said,  he  could  do  nothing 
farther  than  repeat  what  he  had  said 
yesterday,  and  which  was  very  little. 
If  he  were  still  at  the  Admiralty,  or  had 
access  to  the  Admiralty  Papers,  he 
would  be  able  to  discover  what  had 
taken  place  between  Lord  Northbrook 
and  Lord  Granville,  who,  he  believed, 
were  jointly  responsible  for  this  grant. 
These  matters  did  not  come  before  the 
(Sfil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  however, 
and  he  had  not  seen  the  Papers  on  the 
subject.  He  had  not  had  time  to  con- 
sult Lord  Granville  or  Lord  Northbrook, 
and,  consequently,  he  did  not  know  the 
motives  which  had  induced  them  to  recom- 
mend that  a  pension  should  be  granted 
to  Hobart  Pasha.  If  hon.  Members 
wished  any  further  information,  they 
had  better  have  a  Question  put  to  the 
late  Foreign  Secretary  in  the  other 
House,  who,  no  doubt,  would  be  able 
to  say  what  reason  the  Foreign  Office 
had  for  pressing  the  claim.  He  was 
sorry  he  could  give  no  further  informa- 
tion. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  said,  he  would  not 
venture  to  state  that  the  reasons  were 
not  quite  snfficent  to  warrant  such  a 
pension  being  given  to  Hobart  Pasha. 
His  services  as  Commander  might  have 
warranted  such  a  thing ;  but  he  thought 
they  ought  to  have  some  evidence  that 
it  was  so.  It  ought  to  be  clearly  proved, 
moreover,  that  he  was  no  longer  in  the 
Service  of  the  Turkish  Government.  If 
the  hon.  Member  carried  his  point  to 
a  division,  he  (Mr.  Ramsay)  woiild  vote 
against  the  pension. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  wanted 
to  know  how  this  pension  came  into  the 


present  Estimates  at  all  ?  He  under- 
stood it  was  only  granted  on  the  24th 
of  June,  and  he  should  therefore  like  to 
know  how  it  came  into  these  Estimates  ? 
It  might  come  into  a  Supplementaiy 
Estimate  this  year,  or  the  ordinary  Esti- 
mates next  year ;  but  he  could  not  see 
how  the  pension  could  be  affected  by 
the  reduction  of  this  Vote. 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Ritchie)  said,  it  was  ex- 
plained yesterday  that  it  was  clear  that 
no  provision  was  made  in  the  present 
Estimates  for  any  pension  to  Hobart 
Pasha.  The  Estimates  had  been  pre- 
pared a  long-time  before  the  decision  to 
reinstate  Hobart  Pasha  was  arrived  at. 
There  had  been  some  attempt  made  to 
saddle  the  present  Government  with 
part  of  the  responsibility  of  this  Vote. 
{Cries  of  •*  No,  no !  "]  Well,  the  last 
speaker  had  held  them  responsible  for 
endeavouring  to  press  on  the  Oom« 
mittee  the  Vote  for  Hobart  Pasha's 
pension. 

Me.  RAMSAY  pointed  out  that  what 
he  did  say  was  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  responsible  for  pressing  on  in 
Committee  the  Vote  which  contained 
the  pension.  What  he  contended  was, 
not  that  they  were  responsible  for  the 
granting  of  the  pension  or  the  pension 
itself,  but  that  they  were  responsible 
for  pressing  the  House  now  to  pass  the 
Vote. 

The  SECRETARY  said,  what  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  was  that  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  pres* 
sing  this  reinstatement  on  the  House. 
Now,  what  was  the  proposal  before  the 
House?  It  was  that  they  should 
reduce  this  Vote  by  the  amount  of 
Hobart  Pasha's  pension.  There  might 
be  a  surplus  on  this  Vote  which  would 
be  sufficient  for  the  whole  or  partial 
payment  of  the  pension;  but  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  know  that  this  would 
be  so.  Therefore,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  stop  the  pension  out  of 
that  Vote.  The  sole  purpose  of  the 
Admiralty  had  been  to  allow  the  dis- 
cussion on  this  Vote.  The  real  facts 
of  the  case  were  these.  Admiral  Hobart 
Pasha,  having  been  reinstated  by  the 
late  Government,  would  the  present 
Government  be  justified  in  inflicting 
such  an  indignity  upon  that  gallant 
officer  as  to  again  remove  his  name? 
While  the  Govemmei^t  had  taken  no 
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part  in  the  original  reinstatement  of 
Hobart  Pasha,  they  were  not  prepared 
to  take  upon  themselves  the  responsi- 
bility of  advising  Her  Majesty  to  once 
more  remove  his  name. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  financial  view  of  the  ques- 
tion which  had  just  been  presented  to 
the  House  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Eitohie).  It  was,  of  course, 
true  that  the  pension  was  not  included 
in  this  Vote  when  the  Estimate  was 
settled ;  but  it  was  chargeable  upon  it, 
and  a  surplus  might  be  available  for 
it.  Even  if  there  was  not  sufficient 
surplus  from  this  Vote,  they  would  be 
able  to  make  use  of  a  surplus  in  any 
other  of  the  Army  Votes  to  make  up  the 
pension,  so  that  the  question  of  paying 
the  pension  could  be  legitimately  raised 
on  this  Vote.  It  had  been  said,  how- 
ever, quite  truly,  that  the  present  Qo- 
vernment  had  not  reinstated  Hobart 
Pasha ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  was 
hard  to  ask  the  House  either  to  ratify 
the  Vote  or  refuse  it.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  they  could  not  ask  him  to  undo 
what  had  been  done.  That  was  true ;  but 
the  fact  was  that  they  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  matter.  The  proper 
course,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  to  ad- 
journ the  discussion  until  they  could  get 
some  information  on  the  subject  from 
some  Member  of  the  Foreign  Office  or 
of  the  late  G-overnment.  He,  therefore, 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  in  order  to  give  time  for  some 
Member  connected  with  the  Foreign 
Office  under  the  late  Government  to  be 
present  to  give  some  explanation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 
— {JUr.  Courtney.) 

The  FIEST  LORD  said,  he  would 
not  object  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Oourtney). 
He  had  stated  to  the  House  all  that  he 
knew  upon  the  subject;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  know  that 
his  information  was  very  accurate.  It 
was  possibly  the  right  course  to  pursue 
to  reduce  a  Vote  because  they  believed 
somebody  had  been  unreasonably  granted 
a  pension  by  an  Order  in  Council.  There- 
fore, it  might  be  as  well  to  adjourn  the 
debate. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  produce  the  Correspond- 
ence? 

Mr,  Ritchie 


The  FIEST  LOED  said,  there  was 
no  Correspondence  that  he  knew  of. 
He  had  no  information  with  regard 
to  it. 

LoED  HENEY  LENNOX  wanted  to 
know  for  what  purpose  they  were  going 
to  postpone  the  matter,  after  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  had  stated  he  had  no  further 
information  to  give?  What  day  did 
they  intend  to  postpone  it  to  ? 

Mb.  ILLINGWOBTH  said,  he  con- 
sidered  that  there  was  a  very  important 
principle  involved.  They  did  not  know 
what  the  pension  was  for,  nor  whether 
the  man  was  entitled  to  it,  except  that 
he  had  occupied  an  inferior  position  in 
the  English  Service.  It  would  be  a 
grave  scandal  if,  when  the  country  was 
already  burdened  with  a  large  number 
of  pensioners,  they  should  vote  him  a 
pension  as  a  Vice  Admiral  in  our  Ser- 
vice.   

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks- Beach) 
said,  their  object  in  agreeing  to  post- 
pone the  Vote  was  to  enable  some 
Member  of  the  late  Government  to  be 
present  to  explain  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  reinstatement  of  Ad- 
miral Hobart  was  made.  The  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  not  on  account 
of  anything  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  done,  or  for  which  they 
were  responsible.  All  they  had  to  do 
was  to  take  up  the  Vote  and  pass  it. 
What  they  felt  was,  that  when  this  Vote 
came  on  again,  that  some  Member  of 
the  late  Government,  who  was  cognizant 
of  the  circumstances,  should  come  for- 
ward and  explain  matters.  If  no  fur- 
ther explanation  was  forthcoming,  how- 
ever, then  they  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  further  postpone  the  ques- 
tion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Subsequent  Eesolutions  agreed  to. 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  OF  AUSTRALASIA 

[Lorda]  BILL.--[Bill  166.] 

(Colon$l  Stanley.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Stanley): 
Sir,  the  Bill  I  iiave  the  honour  to  ask 
the  House  to  read  a  second  time  is  one 
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which,  as  the  House  is  probably  aware, 
was  introduced  in  **  another  place  "  by 
my  noble  [Relative  and  Predecessor  in 
Office.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into 
any  discussion  of  controversial  matter ; 
for  having  in  view  the  time  of  year  in 
which  we  approacb  the  subject,  the 
House  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to  suggest 
that  if  the  second  reading  is  taken  to- 
night, we  should  take  the  Committee 
stage  of  tbe  Bill  at  such  a  time  as  will 
give  a  fair  opportunity  for  discussion. 
I  think  that  course  would  be  rather  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House.  Hon. 
Members  will  see  that  this  is  merely  an 
enabling  Bill  based  upon  certain  Eeso- 
lutions  adopted  by  the  Colonies  after 
considerable  discussion,  and  after  the 
subject  had  been  thoroughly  threshed 
out.  It  was  in  pursuance  of  the  Beso- 
lution  of  1 883  that  my  noble  Eelative 
introduced  this  Bill,  which  gives  power 
to  the  Colonies  to  form  a  Federal  Council 
for  certain  purposes,  which  purposes, 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Imperial 
Legislature,  would  be  ultra  vires.  I 
think  there  is  practically  no  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
and  although  I  must  admit  that  con- 
siderable discussion  may  hereafter  arise 
as  to  one  clause,  I  would  ask  the  House 
to  postpone  that  discussion  until  the 
Committee  stage,  one  of  the  reasons 
for  that  course  being  that  certain  Pa- 
pers are  not  yet  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members.  I  may  mention  that 
one  document  which  reached  me  to-day 
on  coming  down  to  the  House  contains 
information  which,  I  think,  the-  House 
should  be  possessed  of  before  going 
into  this  question.  Without  further  re- 
marks, therefore,  I  make  this  appeal 
on  the  understanding  that  a  fair  op- 
portunity will  be  given  for  discussion 
on  the  Bill  on  going  into  Committee.  In 
these  circumstances,  I  propose  to  name 
this  day  week  for  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee,  by  which  time  I  will 
do  my  beet  to  have  the  Papers  printed 
and  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
^me,"—{Colonel  Stanley.) 

SiBGEOEaE  CAMPBELL  said,  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  should  not 
object  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
although  he  had  a  mtice  on  the  Paper 


with  respect  to  the  Bill.  He  doubted, 
however,  that  it  could  be  said  that  this 
Bill  was  wanted,  or  was  approved  by 
some  of  the  Colonies.  There  was  one 
clause  in  the  Bill  of  which  he  certainly 
very  much  disapproved ;  but  he  under- 
stood from  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  the 
House  would  be  free  to  discuss  the 
clauses,  and  accept  or  reject  them  as  they 
thought  fit. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  was  not  likely  to 
improve  the  state  of  things  in  the  Colo- 
nies, where  questions  sometimes  arose 
even  graver  than  those,  he  would  not 
say  between  England  and  Scotland,  but 
between  England  and  Ireland.  The 
Bill  might  be  an  admirable  measure  as 
far  as  it  went,  but  he  believed  it  was 
brought  in  without  any  distinct  desire 
on  the  part  of  some  of  the  Colonies.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  have  a  Federation 
of  the  Colonies ;  but  it  was  when  any  of 
the  States  desired  to  leave  the  Federa- 
tion that  the  crux  would  come.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said 
that  this  was  merely  an  enablii^g  Bill ; 
but  if  the  time  should  come  when  some 
of  the  States  wanted  to  secede  there 
would  then,  perhaps,  arise  a  state  of 
civil  war,  and  that  he  regarded  as  the 
worst  thing  in  connection  with  a  Bill  of 
this  character.  Of  course,  he  did  not 
say  that  the  BiU  would  lead  to  that ;  but 
having  regard  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
the  Colonies,  the  immense  distances 
between  them,  uncovered  by  railways  as 
in  the  United  States,  he  scarcely  believed 
that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  could  be  a 
success.  He  thought  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  take  a  high  stand- 
point in  the  matter.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and 
he  sincerely  hoped  that  the  measure 
would  be  successful. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  his  objection  to 
the  Bill  was  that  it  was  permissive  only, 
and  he  regarded  the  time  spent  upon  it 
as  time  wasted.  Unless  the  Gt)vemment 
were  prepared  with  some  well-considered 
plan,  he  thought  it  would  be  very  much 
better  that  they  should  not  enter  into 
legislation  of  this  sort. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thurtday  next. 
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LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

{Mr.  CMmpbell'Banmrman,  Mr.  Solieitor  0$n$ral 

for  Ireland,) 

[bill  68.]    8ECoia>  readiko. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  opposite  to 
the  title  of  this  Bill  he  found  a  hlock 
by  their  distinguished  Friend  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton).  The  Government  having  made 
great  progress  to-night,  he  thought  the 
time  had  arrived  when  some  pressure 
should  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Tomlin- 
son)  to  induce  them  not  to  blook  Bills 
on  the  Order  Book. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  Bill,  he  should 
withdraw  his  opposition. 

Second  Beading  (^ifrr^  till  To-morrow. 

POLICE  BILL.— [Bill  113.] 

(Mr,  Eenry  S,  FowUr,  Secretary  Sir  Willimn 

Harcourtj  The  Lord  Advocate y  Mr.  Mihbert.) 

SECOND  BEADINQ.      BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing be  discharged." 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  that  be- 
fore the  Order  was  discharged  he  would 
like,  as  he  had  the  honour  of  introducing 
the  Bill  to  the  House,  to  express  his 
regret  that  the  Government  had  not 
seen  their  way  to  include  it  in  the  non- 
contentious  list  of  measures.  The  Bill 
had  received  the  approval  of  both  Par- 
ties in  the  House,  and  the  only  possible 
contentious  clause  was  that  relating  to 
Government  contribution,  and  that  could 
only  come  into  operation  when  the 
county  and  borough  funds  became  abso- 
lutely insolvent. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  dUoharged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 

BILL.— [Bill  196.] 

{Mr.  MundellCf  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan^  Lord 

Richard  Qronvenor.) 
SECOND   READINa.      BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing be  discharged." 


SirCHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  and  his  hon.  Friends  would  offer  no 
opposition  to  the  discharge  of  this 
Order,  although  they  must  express  their 
extreme  regret  that  the  Government 
could  not  proceed  with  the  measure. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

[Mr.  Waugh,  Mr,  George  Eotcard,  Mr,  Stafford 

Howard f  Mr,  Ainsworth,  Mr,  Ferguson,) 

[bill  26.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Lord,  admitting  or  enrolling 
a  tenant  after  3 1st  December,  1885,  to 
give  notice  of  enfranchisement,  and  in 
default  land  not  to  be  subject  to  fines, 
&c.). 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Plrogress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again ;  and  he  wished 
to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  to 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Waugh)  not  to 
proceed  further  with  the  Bill.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Bill  would  make  a  com- 
plete revolution  in  the  land  system  so 
far  as  copyholds  were  concerned  ;  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years  it  would  entirely 
destroy  the  copyhold  system  throughout 
the  country.  Under  such  circumstances, 
it  would  be  the  height  of  folly  to  at- 
tempt to  cany  the  Bill  this  Session. 
Contentious  matter  was  involved  in  al- 
most every  clause ;  and,  besides,  if  the 
great  questions  referring  to  minerals 
were  to  be  decided  in  the  light  of 
Amendments  which  had  been  placed  on 
the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cricklade  (Mr.  Story- 
Maskelyne),  the  possession]  of  mineral 
property  would  be  transferred  from  one 
class  of  the  commimity  to  another.  He, 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  House  would 
consider  this  as  one  of  those  measures 
which  might  very  well  be  left  over  for 
the  consideration  of  the  new  Parliament. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  J.  JT. 
Lowther,) 

Mr.  waugh  said,  he  was  sorry  he 
could  not  accede  to  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member.  The  Bill  did  not 
introduce  any  new  matter  at  all,  but 
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simply  carried  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Select  Committee^  and  it  did  so  in 
the  most  gentle  maimer  possible.  The 
Bill  had  been  read  a  second  time  several 
times  this  Parliament,  and  it  had  been 
before  a  Select  Committee  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eutland  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther)  was  a  Member.  It  was  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Committee,  and 
had  now  reached  the  Committee  stage 
in  the  House.  He  hoped  tlie  Committee 
would  consent  to  proceed  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HALSEY  said,  he  would  join  in 
the  appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Lowther)  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oockermouth  (Mr.  Waugh)  not  to  pro- 
ceed further  with  the  BiU.  It  was  per- 
fectly true,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
that  the  Bill  had  passed  its  second  read- 
ing, and  had  now  got  into  Committee ; 
but  it  passed  the  second  reading  on  the 
night  Parliament  re-assembled  after  the 
Christmas  Eecess.  No  one  anticipated 
it  would  come  on ;  indeed,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Waugh)  was  engaged  else- 
where, and  someone  else  had  to  move 
the  second  rending.  The  same  thing 
took  place  with  regard  to  getting  the 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  a  few  days  ago. 
The  Bill  came  on  during  the  Ministerial 
crisis,  a  time  when,  as  a  rule,  Business 
was  not  taken.  The  Bill  would  make 
important  changes.  He  supposed  he 
must  not  go  into  the  merits  of  the  mea- 
sure on  the  Motion  to  report  Progress  ; 
and  therefore  he  would  content  himself 
by  saying  that  as  they  had  seen  several 
important  Bills  withdrawn,  and  as  it  was 
understood  that  the  Session  was  to  be 
wound  up  as  quickly  as  possible,  it 
seemed  monstrous  that  a  Bill  like  this, 
involving  the  whole  principle  of  copy- 
hold property,  should  be  proceeded  with. 
He,  therefore,  trusted  the  Committee 
would  consent  to  report  Progress. 

Mr,  STORY  -  MASKELYNE  said, 
he  had  put  down  several  important 
Amendments  to  the  Bill ;  but  he  did  not 
think  they  ought  to  be  discussed  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
given  so  much  attention  to  the  subject, 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Somerset 
(Mr.  Elton).  He  (Mr.  Story-Maske- 
lyne),  therefore,  begged  to  support  the 
proposal  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Rutland 
(ifr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  would  go  to  a  divi- 
sion, because  it  would  then  be  seen  that 
nearly  every  Member  who  objected  to 

yOL.  OCXOIX.    [thied  seeies.] 


the  Bill  had  spoken  in  the  present  de- 
bate. 

Mh.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  if  they 
were  to  have  a  division  on  the  question 
of  reporting  Progress,  they  ought  to 
know  exactly  in  what  position  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  placed  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  (Mr. 
Waugh)  had  said  that  this  Bill  was 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  that 
that  Committee  considered  its  provisions 
very  carefully.  He  ( Mr.  Tomlin  son )  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill  which  was  read  a 
second  time  was  the  Bill  which  came 
from  the  Select  Committee  ;  but  that,  if 
the  Amendments  which  had  been  sug- 
gested were  introduced,  its  character 
would  be  considerably  changed.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  the  Committee  was 
intended  to  sit  on  the  Bill  as  a  Court  of 
Appeal  from  the  Select  Committee  to 
which  the  measure  was  referred  ?  If  they 
were  to  sit  in  such  a  character,  he  did 
not  think  they  ought  to  continue  the  dis- 
cussion in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Somerset 
(Mr.  Elton).  He  understood  that  the  opi- 
nion of  his  hon.  Friend  was  that  the  Bill 
which  passed  the  Select  Committee  would 
prove  a  satisfactory  measure  ;  but  that, 
if  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper  were 
adopted,  provisions  would  be  introduced 
which  were  inconsistent  with  his  view, 
and  inconsistent,  he  (Mr.  Tomlinson) 
thought,  with  the  view  of  the  majority 
of  the  Select  Committee.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Waugh) 
was  ready  to  treat  the  Bill  on  the  lines 
on  which  the  Select  Committee  treated 
it,  objection  need  not  be  raised  to  pro- 
ceeding now  with  the  discussion. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  agreed 
that  it  would  be  extremely  unwise  for 
this  Committee  to  reconstruct  the  Bill 
after  it  had  passed  a  Select  Committee. 
He  supported  the  Bill  on  the  assump- 
tion that  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  were  strictly  carried  out,  and 
that  the  House  were  to  accept  the  Bill 
as  it  was  passed  by  the  Select  Commit- 
tee. But  that  was  a  different  question 
to  that  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Rutland  (Mr.  J.  W.  Low- 
ther), because  he  had  endeavoured  to 
get  rid  of  the  Bill  altogether.  He  com- 
mended to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the 
consideration  that  this  was  a  great  re- 
form in  the  real  property  law  of  the 
country,  a  reform  which  had  been  advo- 
cated on  every  platform  throughout  the 
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length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  a  reform 
which  was  advocated  by  men  totally  irre- 
spective of  politics.  The  Motion  that 
the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair  was  made 
by  one  of  the  staunchest  supporters  of  the 
Government,  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  who,  in  making 
the  proposition,  said  the  Bill  would 
effect  a  most  desirable  and  salutary 
reform.  To  get  rid  of  the  Bill  altogether 
after  it  had  passed  the  ordeal  of  a  Select 
Committee,  and  composed  of  some  of  the 
best  real  property  lawyers  in  the  House, 
would  be  most  unfair.  If  the  Bill  was 
wrong,  and  ought  to  be  thrown  out,  let 
it  be  thrown  out  fairly,  and  not  by  a 
side  wind.  If  it  was  true  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oockermouth  (Mr.  Waugh) 
wished  to  materially  alter  the  Bill,  he 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  would  certainly 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  in  resisting  the  Amend- 
ments. 

The  SECBETAEY  to  thb  TREA^ 
SURY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  the 
Government  did  not  oppose  the  Bill  as  it 
was  passed  by  the  Select  Committee ; 
but  the  difficulty  they  felt  to-night  was 
that  the  Amendments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth  were  many  in 
number,  and  required  very  careful  con- 
sideration. It  was  doubtful  whether 
that  consideration  could  be  given  at  this 
time,  and  without  that  consideration 
they  could  not  feel  sure  that  the  Bill 
would  not  be  substantially  altered  by 
the  Amendments.  He  wished  it  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  oppose  the  Bill  as  it 
emerged  from  the  Select  Committee ;  on 
the  contrary,  they  were  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  principle  of  facilitating  the 
enfranchisement  of  copyholds.  He 
should  vote  against  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  27  ; 
Noes  86:  Majority  69.— (Div.  List, 
No.  215.) 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  now  leave 
the  Chair.  He  might  say,  in  regard  to 
the  Bill,  that  he  had  not  ffone  very  care- 
fully into  it ;  but  what  he  deprecated  was 
the  line  of  action  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  taken  to-night.  In  the  first 
place,  they  had  deserted  their  Friends, 
who  had  taken  a  deep  interest  in  the 
measure.     ['*No,  no!"]     Right  hon. 

Mr.  F.  H,  Fowler 


Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  said 
**No;"  but  he  said  most  distinctly  to 
the  Home  Secretary  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  deserted  their  Friends,  who 
took  a  gprcat  interest  in  this  Bill.  What 
did  they  see  ?  Why,  this  curious  thing. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth  had  certain  Amendments 
in  the  Bill.  The  Government  did  not 
know  much  about  the  matter,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  gone  over  to  the  other  side  of 
the  House  to  consult  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth  and  other  Gentlemen 
interested  in  the  Bill,  and  was  told  that 
certain  Amendments  were  to  be  dropped. 
That  was  the  way  the  measure  was  to  be 
passed  by  this  Government,  who  said 
that  they  would  not  undertake  any  Bills 
of  a  contentious  character.  The  Bill 
was  decidedly  of  a  contentious  character; 
and  he  was  surprised  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  after  the  promise  they  had 
given,  had  deserted  their  Friends.  He 
did  not  like  a  Bill  of  this  importance  to 
pass  by  Amendments  and  letters  and 
communications  being  bandied  about 
between  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
and  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Surely  it  would  not  preju- 
dice any  of  the  interests  concerned  if 
the  Bill  were  to  be  postponed  for  a  few 
days.  On  a  question  of  principle  he 
moved  that  the  Chairman  ao  now  leave 
the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (3fr.  Onslow.) 

Mb.  SALT:  Has  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth  dropped  his  Amend- 
ments ? — ^because  I,  with  a  great  many 
other  Members  of  the  House,  am  not 
aware  of  the  fact. 

Me.  WAUGH:  Yes.  I  may  say- 
that  four  of  those  Amendments  are 
Amendments  made  at  the  request  of 
Members  sitting  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House.  Two  are  Government 
Amendments  with  regard  to  Treasury 
matters,  suggested  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. They  are  not  my  Amendments  at  all. 
I  am  satisfied  with  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said  that,  be- 
fore  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  rose,  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Crick - 
lade  (Mr.  Story-Maskelyn6)  what  course 
he  proposed  to  take  with  regard  to  his 
Amendments  ?    It  was  not  the  Amencl* 
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ments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth    (Mr.    Waugb)    that    he    (Mr. 
Lowther)  objected  to  so  much  as  those 
of  the   hon.    Member    for    Cricklade,  i 
which  would  effect  an  enormous  trans- 1 
fer  of  property  from  one  class  of  the ; 
commonitj  to  another.    In  the  absence  ' 
of  both  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  i 
and  the  two  late  Law  Officers,  and  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West   Somerset 
(Mr.  Elton),  ho  thought  they  would  find 
themselves  landed  in  great  difficulty  if 
they  were  to  attempt  to  go  into  these  in-  , 
tricate  questions  affecting  real  property  j 
law.  j 

The  SECRETABT  to  the  TEEA-  ' 
SUEY  said,  he  wished  to  observe  that,  | 
60  far  as  regarded  the  discussion  of  the 
Amendments,  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Somerset  (Mr.  Elton),  who  pro- 
bably knew  more  about  the  law  affect- 
ing real  property  than  anyone  else  in 
the  House,  had  entirely  agreed  to  the 
Bill  as  it  came  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. Those  who  were  prepared  to 
snpport  the  Bill  as  it  came  from  the  Se- 
lect Committee  were  not  prepared  to 
support  these  Amendments.  The  Amend- 
ments objected  to  having  been  publicly 
withdrawn,  and  the  Amendments  of  the 
Government  proposed  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission having  been  accepted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oockermouth,  he 
really  thought  the  Committee  should  go 
on  with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  STOBY-MASKELYNE  said, 
the  best  answer  he  could  give  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eutlandshire  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther)  was  that,  whilst  the  hon. 
Member  said  his  (Mr.  Story  Maske- 
lyne's)  Amendments  proposed  a  great 
transfer  of  property  from  one  class  of 
the  community  to  another,  the  view  taken 
of  those  Amendments  by  his  hon.  Friend 
on  his  right  (Mr.  Waugh),  who  brought 
the  Bill  forward,  was  that  they  would 
.  effect  no  such  transfer  at  all.  The  law 
at  present  was  clear  as  to  the  questions 
that  he  brought  forward,  and  all  he 
asked  was  that  Parliament  should  re- 
oogoize  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  questions  that 
might  be  disputed  as  to  the  nature  of; 
the  proprietorship  by  lords  and  pos- 
session by  tenants  in  some  parts  of  the 
country,  for  the  reason  that  as  yet  no 
legal  decisions  had  been  given  in  regard 
to  the  kind  of  tenures  he  alluded  to. 
Where  there  had  been  actions  at  law, 
they  had  not  been  brought  to  a  conclu- 
sion.   No  <me  knew  what  would  be  the 


decision  of  the  Courts  of  Law  on  certain 
j)oints — particularly  in  regard  to  mineral 
n'ghts. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  wished  to  know 
whether  the  discussion  could  be  allowed 
to  digress  into  a  debate  as  to  the  law  on 
the  question  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cricklade  (Mr.  Story- Maskelyne)  is 
entitled  to  answer  a  question ;  but,  of 
course,  he  cannot  describe  the  law  on 
the  subject  on  the  Motion  that  the  Chair- 
man do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cricklade  that  he  should  withdraw  his 
Amendments  for  the  present,  and  bring 
them  up  again  on  Report. 

Mr.  STORY-MASKELYNE  said,  he 
did  not  see  what  object  would  be  gained 
by  following  that  course.  If  the  ques- 
tion was  to  be  decided  at  all  it  would 
have  to  be  discussed — it  would  have  to 
be  debated  in  Committee  or  on  Report. 
It  could  be  just  as  well  discussed  now  as 
on  the  next  stage ;  but,  of  course,  if  it 
were  more  convenient  to  hon.  Members 
to  take  the  discussion  on  Report  he 
would  be  willing  to  acquiesce.  If  the 
House  did  not  want  the  Amendments  at 
all  it  would  be  as  well  to  take  the  dis- 
cussion on  them  now. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  When  we  come  to 
those  Amendments  on  which  there  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  they  should  be  put 
off  to  Report.  I  understood  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  (Mr. 
Waugh)  that  he  was  not  going  to  press 
the  Amendments.  I  asked  him  openly, 
and  he  said  he  was  not. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cricklade  not  to  press  his  Amend- 
ments to-night,  and  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass  through  Committee.  No  doubt,  on 
Report,  he  will  be  able  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Somerset  with  regard  to  the 
Amendments.       

Mb.  j.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  he  did 
not  consider  the  arrangement  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  all  satis- 
factory. From  the  few  remarks  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cricklade 
had  addressed  to  them  his  Amendments 
appeared  to  be  and  were  of  a  very  im- 
portant character.  The  hon.  Member 
said  they  would  not  alter  the  law  as  it 
at  present  stood ;  but  one  of  the  Amen^  l^ 
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ments,  as  it  appeared  on  the  Paper, 
would  repeal  the  48th  section  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  thereby  make  a  great 
change  in  the  law.  He  would  really 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cricklade,  and  ask  him  whether 
be  thought  they  could  proceed  with  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  this  Session?  The 
short  discussion  they  had  already  bad 
showed  that  it  was  of  a  highly  conten- 
tious character.  Several  of  the  clauses 
would  be  fought  at  considerable  length  ; 
and  he  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber whether  he  really  thought  they 
would  be  able  to  pass  the  measure  into 
law  in  the  present  Session  ?  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wont  to  a  division  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair  he  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  should 
certainly  support  him. 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  16; 
Noes  86  :  Majority  70.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  216.) 

Mb.  STORY-MASKELYNE  :  I  beg 
to  withdraw  the  Amendments  I  have 
put  on  the  Paper  for  Committee.  I  hope 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  them 
forward  on  Report. 

Mb.  TOMLmSON  said,  he  must  com- 

Jlain  of  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
[ember.  It  amounted  almost  to  a 
breach  of  agreement.  He  understood 
they  had  voted  against  reporting  Pro- 
gress on  the  understanding  that  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  waived  his  right  of 
moving  the  Amendments  he  had  on  the 
Paper.  Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
merely  to  postpone  the  Amendments 
with  the  view  of  bringing  them  up 
again  on  the  Report. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  it 
was  impossible  to  take  away  the  liberty 
of  a  Member  to  move  an  Amendment  or 
postpone  it  as  he  thought  fit;  and  what- 
ever arrangement  might  be  made  with 
a  Member  another  Member  might  not 
be  a  party  to  it.  A  great  many  Mem- 
bers were  anxious  that  the  Bill  should 
pass ;  and  it  wa^,  therefore,  obvious  that 
to  attain  the  desired  end  they  should 
not  go  against  the  wish  of  a  large  sec- 1 
tion  of  the  Committee. 

The  chairman  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Waugh) 
move  any  of  his  Amendments  ? 

Mb.  waugh :  No,  Sir;  none  of 
them. 

Clause  ogr$ed  to. 
Mr.  J.  W.  Loidher 


I  Clauses  2  to  49,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments. 

Clause  50  (For  accelerating  enfran- 
chisement by  manors). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  HALSEY  said,  he  would  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
to  report  Progress.  It  was  monstrous, 
after  what  they  had  already  agreed  to, 
to  ask  them  to  proceed  further  that 
night.  It  amounted  to  this — that  five 
tenants  at  will,  whose  united  quit  rents 
might  be  under  6rf.  a-year,  would  be 
able  to  combine  under  this  Bill,  and 
have  an  inquiry  held,  which  the  lord  of 
the  manor  would  have  to  pay  for,  be- 
cause he  did  not  see  that  there  was  any 
other  arrangement  provided  for  in  the 
Bill.  These  five  men  could  then  pro- 
ceed to  upset  the  whole  of  a  manor  ex- 
tending, perhaps,  over  ten  miles.  The 
tenants  on  such  a  manor  as  that  which 
he  had  in  his  mind  might  extend  over  a 
vast  tract  of  country,  and  the  great 
majority  of  them  would  not  hear  of  this 
inquiry,  and  would  not  come  up  to  vote, 
unless  the  lord  of  the  manor  went  to  the 
expense  of  bringing  them  up.  The 
whole  manor  might  thus  be  upset  by 
five  men  who  had  no  stake  or  interest 
in  the  matter.  He  would  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  strike  this  clause  out  alto- 
gether, or  to  report  Progress,  and  take 
time  to  consider  it.  He  could  not  be- 
lieve that  a  Government  of  honour, 
bearing  such  a  high  reputation  as  the 
present  Government  did,  would  consent 
to  pass  such  a  clause  as  this. 

Mr.  "WAUGH  said,  this  clause  in 
Committee  had  been  drawn  almost  en- 
tirely by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Somerset  (Mr.  Elton),  and  he  believed 
that  hon.  Gentleman  still  adhered  to  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  91  ; 
Noes  7 :  Majority  84.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  217.) 

Kemaining  Clauses,  with  Schedule 
and  Preamble,  agreed  to. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Tuesday  next. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH   (MEMBERS  AND 

OFFICERS)  BILL.— [Bill  114.]* 

(-Sir  John  Kennau-ay,  Jtfr.  Xofiy,  Mr.  Cowen.) 

COUMLTTEE. 

Order  for  Qc^^pi^ij^  ri^^^gle 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair. ' ' — ( Sir  John  Kennatcay . ) 

Mr.  BIGGAK  said,  that  there  had 
been  no  discussion  on  this  Bill ;  and  the 
hon.  Baronet  notwithstanding  rose  at 
that  hour  of  the  morning,  without  giving 
the  slightest  explanation  of  its  merits  or 
provisions,  to  move  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair.  He  was  surprised  that 
the  Government  should  support  the  Bill, 
because  its  object  was  to  enable  mem- 
bers of  Public  Health  Boards  to  perpe- 
trate jobs  amongst  themselves.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
House  was  greatly  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  for 
making  this  Motion,  entirely  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  British  taxpayer,  seeing 
that  the  Bill  did  not  apply  to  Ireland. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  always  been  a 
consistent  supporter  of  economical  prin- 
ciples, and  the  course  he  had  lust  taken 
showed  that  he  was  absolutely  disinte- 
rested in  this  matter.  He  begged  to 
second  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Mr.  Biggar.) 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  in 
his  opinion  the  Bill  had  been  sufficiently 
discussed  last  Wednesday.  It  was  a 
Bill  to  remove  a  great  hardship  upon  a 
deserving  body  of  men — clerks  and 
officers  of  Local  Boards — who  were  at 
present  subject  to  penalties  on  the  in- 
formation of  informers,  which  penalties 
could  be  recovered  in  two  places.  The 
Bill  had  received  the  assent  of  both 
Front  Benches  ;  it  was  a  most  important 
measure,  and  it  would  be  a  great  loss  if 
it  were  not  passed  into  law  during  the 
present  Session. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfocr)  said,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  had  made  a  Motion  which  pre- 
claded  any  Member  from  speaking  on 
the  Bill,  he  hoped  that  he  would,  at  all 
events,  withdraw  it,  and  hear  what  his 
hon.  Friend  had  to  say  on  the  subject, 
and  then,  if  he  thought  it  necessary,  he 
could  renew  his  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  12;  Noes 
80:  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  217.) 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  if 
his  Motion  for  the  Speaker  leaving  the 
Chair  were  agreed  to,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  take  the  clauses  to-night ;  they 
could  stand  over  for  future  discussion. 
He  pointed  out  that  members  and  officers 
of  Public  Boards  sometimes  contracted 
with  their  Boards  for  the  sale  of  land, 
and  under  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  they  were  under  no  disability  in  that 
respect.  He  contended,  therefore,  that 
the  same  facility  ought  to  be  given  in 
this  case.  The  Bill  proposed  to  relieve 
members  of  Public  Health  Boards  from 
the  disabilities  under  which  they  suffered 
in  case  any  contract  was  made  by  the 
BoGurds  of  which  they  were  members 
with  any  public  Company.  The  officers 
in  question  were,  for  instance,  now  sub- 
ject to  great  inconvenience  if  they  were 
members  of  a  Gas  Company  in  the  dis- 
trict. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (6Vr  John 
Kennaway.) 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  had  been 
waiting  in  the  House  for  two  hours  solely 
on  account  of  this  Bill,  in  the  hope  that 
with  certain  modiBcations  it  might  get 
through  Committee.  The  course  pro- 
posed appeared  to  him  rather  inconve- 
nient. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
must  take  upon  himself  the  blame  for 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Liekeard 
complained  of.  He  had  suggested  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  he  might  take  this 
course. 

Mb.  HEALY  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  if  Progress  was  not  re- 
ported .  The  Bill  was  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  members  of  Boards 
to  sell  their  property  to  one  another; 
and  for  that  reason,  if  for  no  other,  he 
contended  that  they  should  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  suggested  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
he  should  put  down  the  Bill  for  Monday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 
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to  factories,  and  the  Act  of  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  the  present  Home  Se- 
cretary, which  was  passed  in  1878 — and 
by  that  means  relieve  a  large  nnmber  of 
young  persons  from  the  burdens  under 
which  they  now  laboured.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  He  was  convinced, 
on  the  assurance  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, that  the  Government  would  not 
offer  any  opposition  if  the  Committee 
was  fixed  for  Tuesday. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  would  fix  the 
Committee  for  Tuesday  the  Government 
would  offer  no  opposition  to  the  second 
reading.  The  Government  must,  how- 
ever, reserve  their  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Tuesday  next. 


FACTORY  ACTS  (EXTENSION  TO 

SHOPS)  BILL.— [Bill  23.] 

{Sir  John  Luhhook^  Mr,  Burt^  Lord  Randolph 

Churchill,  Mr.  Pell.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to 
extend  to  shops  that  provision  of  the 
Factory  Acts  which  provided  that  no 
young  person  under  18  years  of  age 
should  be  made  to  work  more  than  12 
hours  a-day.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  consent  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
which  he  was  sure  would  prolong  the 
lives  of  many  thousands  of  persons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' — {Sir  John  Zuhbock,) 

The  under  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  for  the  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stitart-Wortley)  said, 
the  Government  were  willing  to  assent 
to  the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time  on 
the  understanding  that  it  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee.  The  Government 
were  not  to  be  understood  to  pledge 
themselves  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL  said,  he  thought 
there  was  some  misunderstanding.  He 
had  a  conference  just  now  with  the  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock) ;  and 
it  was  agreed  that  if  the  House  would 
consent  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
now,  and  the  Committee  stage  was  put 
down  for  Tuesday,  the  Government  would 
oflfer  no  opposition.  At  this  late  hour 
(2  o'clock)  he  would  not  detain  the 
House ;  but  he  endorsed  what  had  been 
said  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock). He  had  waited  •  five  hours  to 
support  the  hon.  Baronet,  simply  because 
he  was  convinced  the  Bill  was  of  national 
importance.  It  affected  nearly  500,000 
young  persons  in  the  country  who 
worked  13  or  15  hours  a-day,  and  who 
were  often  kept  in  very  unwholesome 
and  insalubrious  localities  for  that  work. 
The  Bill  would  really  do  charitable  and 
good  work  for  young  persons  who  were 
not  able  to  defend  their  own  interests. 
All  that  was  asked  was  that  Parliament 
should  extend  the  Factory  Acts— the 
g^eat  Act  of  1847,  which  applied  solely 


PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS      (COR- 

RUPT  PRAOTICES)  BILL.— [Bill  148.] 

{Mr.  Richard  Paget^  Sir  Joseph  Fease, 

Mr,  Bulwer.) 

OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Conmiittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  R.  H,  Paget,) 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time  without  a  single  word  of 
explanation.  He  had  not  had  time  to 
read  the  Bill,  and  therefore  he  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  K.  H.  Paget) 
to  state  what  the  Bill  proposed. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  this  was  a 
Bill  of  one  clause  to  remove  the  ambi- 
guity which  existed  in  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stood.  It  provided  that  a  per- 
son might  absent  himself  from  his  em- 
ployment on  the  day  of  poll  to  record 
his  vote  without  any  deduction  being 
made  from  his  salary  or  wages.  It  was 
an  unopposed  Bill ;  it  was  brought  be- 
fore the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry 
James)  of  the  late  Gt)vemment,  and  it 
had  the  approval  of  the  present  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Richard  Webster).  On  the 
back  of  it  was  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Durham 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease),  and  he  (Mr.  R.  H. 
IPaget")  had  not  heard  a  single  word  of 
opposition  raised  to  its  principle.      It 
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contained  provisions  to  prevent  any  pos- 
fdble  misuse  of  the  permission  to  be  given 
by  an  employer  to  his  servant  to  attend 
at  the  polling  booth  to  give  his  vote. 
The  permission  must  be  granted  to  every- 
one in  a  man's  employ ;  indeed,  the  mea- 
sure, as  it  stood,  was  entirely  free  from 
any  Party  politics.  It  had  been  virtually 
assented  to  by  the  late  Attorney  General, 
and  he  (Mr.  B.  H.  Paget)  hoped  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  House 
would  permit  the  Speaker  to  leave  the 
Chair. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  the  Bill  was 
assented  to  by  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Grentleman  had  seen  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  within  the  last  day 
or  two ;  but  his  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke's) 
impression  was  that  bis  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  some  doubt  about 
the  Bill.  He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
was  favourable  to  the  Bill,  and  he  should 
offer  no  opposition  to  it  to-night ;  but  he 
would  like  to  ask,  on  behalf  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late  Attor- 
ney General,  that  the  clauses  should  not 
be  considered  in  Committee  until  Mon- 
day, in  order  to  give  the  late  Attorney 
General  time  to  put  down  what  Amend- 
ments he  might  think  necessary. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
thought  the  Bill  would  need  careful  con- 
sideration, in  order  that  care  was  had 
that  all  servants  should  be  treated 
equally.  There  was  just  the  danger  of 
a  person  giving  leave  to  a  servant  to 
chum  his  wages  in  a  way  that  the  ser- 
vant might  not  be  able  to  take  advan- 
tage of  it.  Unless  they  were  careful, 
the  leave  might  take  the  form  of  a 
bribe. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(!!lause  1  (Elector  to  attend  poll  with- 
out deduction  of  wages). 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  had  hitherto 
been  the  custom  to  make  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Acts  annual  Acts,  and  to  put  them 
in  the  Continuance  Bill.  He  would  ask 
the  Members  of  the  Government  to  con- 
sider what  was  the  good  of  putting  Bills 
in  the  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill 
when,  in  point  of  fact,  they  could  not  be 
amended?  Would  it  not  be  well  to 
codify  the  law  relating  to  corrupt  prac- 
tices, and  to  make  the  Aots  permanent  ? 


Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  there  was, 
perhaps,  something  in  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley).  He 
did  not  wiah  to  dispute  that  the  Bill 
might  be  improved ;  indeed,  if  the  Bill 
could  be  improved  in  a  way  to  prevent 
the  possibility  of  the  danger  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  contemplated,  he  (Mr. 
E.  H.  Paget)  would  be  only  too  happy 
to  propose  the  necessary  Amendments. 
As  be  was  unable  to  answer  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (^Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
before  this,  he  must  inform  him  that  he 
had  not  had  any  communication  with 
the  late  Attorney  General  within  the 
last  few  days ;  and,  therefore,  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  altered 
his  opinion  respecting  the  Bill,  he  (Mr.  E. 
H.  Paget)  was  not  aware  of  it.  He  did 
not  wish  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee further,  and  therefore  would 
agree  to  the  suggestion  to  report  Pro- 
gpress. 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  eug- 
gested  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  that  he  should  put  down  a  Mo- 
tion to  carry  out  the  view  he  had  ex- 
pressed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

RIVER  THAMES  (No.  2)  BILL.-[Bill  90.] 
(JTr.  SiOi-y^Maikeiyne,  Sir  Miehtul  Hicks- Beaeh^ 

Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Waller  James,  Mr.  Stllar, 

Colonel  MakinSf  Mr.  MoUoy.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILEIE  said,  that 
those  who  were  present  yesterday  would 
remember  that  objection  was  taken  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  tho  Member  for  West 
Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  to 
proceeding  with  the  Bill.  He  had  seen 
the  hon.  Baronet  since,  and  he  had 
waived  his  objection.  He  supposed, 
therefore,  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  Bill  proceeding. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

MOTIONS. 


I'LURALITIES  BILL. 

XOMIXATIOX  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Ijord  Edward  Cavendish  and   Mr. 
Oboppeb  nominated  other  Members  of 
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the    Select    Oommittee    on   Pluralities 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Sir  Richard  Cross  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee/' — {Mr. 
Acland.) 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  must 
make  an  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Acland)  to  content  himself  with  the 
efforts  he  had  made  to  legislate  on  this 
subject  this  Session.  Many  other  Bills 
had  been  dropped,  and  it  would  be  no 
greater  hardship  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
than  it  had  been  to  others  to  forego  his 
measure  for  a  time.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  Committee  could  hold  a  proper 
inquiry  and  present  a  Report  this  Ses- 
sion. His  hon.  Friend  might  have  an 
idea  that  this  was  a  small  thing  to  un- 
dertake ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
a  question  of  the  first  importance,  afifect- 
ing  the  whole  of  the  clergy  of  the 
country.  The  title  of  the  BiU  was  the 
Pluralities  Bill,  but  that  by  no  means 
covered  the  ground ;  a  much  better  title 
would  be  the  Clergy  Disability  Bill. 
The  whole  of  the  clergy  in  the  country 
were  deeply  interested  in  an  effective 
Bill.  The  Bill,  as  drawn,  was  the  most 
inefficient  thing  that  could  have  been 
proposed.  Further  than  that,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  not  given  due  consideration 
to  the  composition  of  the  Committee. 
While  the  hon.  Gentleman  might  now 
be  willing  to  admit  a  slight  modification, 
the  modification  would  not  really  meet 
the  necessities  of  the  case.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been  going  on  the  lines  of  proscrip- 
tion towards  certain  Members  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  open 
to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hlingworth) 
on  the  Question  put  by  the  Chair — 
namely,  that  certain  Members  of  the 
House  be  Members  of  the  Committee, 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  House  is  now 
engaged  in  nominating  the  Members  of 
the  Oommittee.  It  is  not,  therefore, 
competent  for  the  hon.  Member  to  re- 
open the  whole  subject. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that  upon 
the  question  of  names  put  by  the  Chair 
he  ventured  to  ask  whether  the  House 
had  security  that  the  Gentleman  (Sir 
E.   Assheton    Cross)    nominated,    and 


others  who  had  been  associated  with  him 
in  the  list  of  the  Committee,  would  do 
what  was  fair  and  reasonable  to  all 
classes  of  the  people  ?  There  had  been 
a  manifest  intention  shown,  in  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  Committee,  to  proscribe  a 
large  class  of  Members  of  the  House. 
That  belief  was  confirmed.  [^CtUm  of 
"  Order !  "]  He  was  dealing  with  the 
Question.  The  Gentleman  whose  name 
had  now  been  given  from  the  Chair,  and 
those  with  whom  he  was  associated,  be- 
longed exclusively  to  one  religious  de- 
nomination ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
the  nomination  of  the  Committee  should 
be  deferred  to  some  occasion  when  it 
could  be  debated  in  a  reasonable  way. 
What  he  did  object  to,  and  what  other 
hon.  Members  objected  to,  and  what  a 
great  number  of  people  worthy  of  their 
consideration  in  the  country  objected 
to,  was  that  such  a  line  should  be  taken 
by  a  Liberal  Member.  Moreover,  there 
was  no  opportunity  for  anything  which 
could  be  said  at  this  period  of  the  morn- 
ing (2.20  a.m.)  appearing  in  print,  or  of 
canvassing  hon.  Members  to  ascertain 
who  would  be  willing  to  serve  on  the 
Committee  in  order  to  make  it  an 
efficient  and  representative  one.  The 
next  name  which  would  be  given  to 
them  would  be  that  of  a  Member  of  the 
Government  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross), 
and  he  did  not  know  whether  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to  serve. 
He  ventured  to  hope — with  great  respect 
and  great  firmness  he  ventured  to  nope 
— that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Acland) 
would  not  proceed  further,  because  if 
he  did  it  would  be  their  duty  to  oppose 
further  progress.  He  begged  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Mr,  Hlingworth,) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  9  ;  Noes  45  : 
Majority  36.— (Div.  List,  No.  219.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  :  Before  the 
name  of  Sir  Richard  Cross  is  put  I 
should  like  to  ask 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  name  is  passed. 
The  next  name  is  that  of  Mr.  Beresford 
Hope. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Bebesfobd  Hope  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  said  Committee." 
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Mr.  IliLINGWOETH  said,  he  could 
only  appeal  again  to  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  express  a  hope  that  he  would  not 
consider  that  he  (Mr.  lUingworth) 
wished  to  pay  him  any  disrespect.  But 
the  hon.  Member  was  only  in  the  same 
position  as  other  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  in  charge  of  measures  relating  to 
questions  which  were  very  much  **  vexed 
questions,"  and  who,  therefore,  had  to 
wait  for  suitable  opportunities  to  pass 
their  Bills.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whose  name  was  before  them  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  was  a  Gentleman  of 
pronounced  views,  and  he  had  been  no- 
torious throughout  his  career  in  the 
House  for  the  opposition  he  had  offered 
to  everything  which  had  savoured  of  an 
extension  of  the  religious  liberty  and 
civil  rights  of  certain  classes  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects;  and  he  (Mr.  lUingworth) 
could  not  but  think  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would,  in  the  end,  succeed  far  better  by 
abandoning  any  present  intention  of 
going  forward  with  the  Bill,  or  of  ask- 
ing hon.  Gentlemen  to  join  him  in  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  With  the  names  which 
had  been  passed,  and  the  one  now  before 
them,  they  would  find  it  very  inconve- 
nient to  go  into  the  questions  which 
would  be  brought  before  the  Committee. 
He,  therefore,  begged  to  move  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  lllingtcorth.) 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  he  appreciated  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  desire,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  move  the  addition 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  It  is  not  competent 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  a  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  wished 
to  make  a  suggestion  in  the  interests  of 
peace.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
was  anxious  to  have  Nonconformists  re- 
presented on  the  Committee,  so  he  (Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot)  understood.  He  had  im- 
derstood  the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall 
(Mr.  Acland)  to  say  the  other  night  that 
he  had  asked  one  or  two  Nonconformists 
to  be  on  the  Committee,  but  that  they 
had  declined.  He  would  suggest  to  his 
hon.  Friend  that  he  should  now  add 
the  names  of  one  or  two  Nonconformists 
at  the  end  of  the  list. 

Mb.  acland  said,  he  had  been  on 
the  point  of  saying  that  he  should  be 


only  too  glad  to  accept  on  the  Commit- 
tee hon.  Members  of  different  views. 
He  should  be  glad  to  add  or  substitute 
names  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  might 
think  more  appropriate. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Bradford  had  had  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  Notice  of  names,  but 
had  not  availed  himself  of  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  trusted  that 
this  wrangle  would  be  a  lesson  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  Badical  Party.  Here  they 
found  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  objecting  to  a  series  of 
names  one  after  the  other,  when,  if  the 
old  Eules  had  remained  unaltered,  he 
could  have  prevented  the  whole  of  the 
names  from  coming  on  by  blocking  the 
Motion.  The  hon.  Member  had  sup- 
ported the  alteration  of  the  old  Bules, 
and  he  must  now  stew  in  his  own 
juice. 

Mb.  CEOPPER  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  add  more  hon. 
Members  to  the  Committee,  so  that 
every  section  of  opinion  might  be  repre- 
sented. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
Viscount  Emlyn  bo  one  other  Member 
of  the  said  Committee,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  that 
on  this  name  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or 
two. 

Several  hon.  Meubebs  :  It  is  passed. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY:  I  rose 
when  Lord  Emlyn's  name  was  men- 
tioned. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  passed  the  name 
of  Viscount  Emlyn,  and  was  proceed- 
ing to  put  the  name  of  Mr.  Stafford 
Howard. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Staffobd  Howabd  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  said  Committee." 

Mb.  ILLING  worth  said,  an  appeal 
had  been  made  to  him  by  his  hon. 
Friend  who  was  in  charge  of  the  subject 
— an  appeal  which  was  very  reasonable. 
But  at  that  period  of  the  Session  they 
should  not  ask  hon.  Members  to  hurry 
through  an  inquiry  of  this  kind.  He 
was  satisfied  that  justice  would  not  be 
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METBOPOLITAN  BOAED  OF  WOBKS   (MONEY) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Bill  to 
further  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  raising 
of  Money  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ; 
and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  bronjrht  in 
by  Sir  Henry  Holland  and  Colonel   Wal- 

ROND. 

BUlpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  224.] 
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done  to  it.  Many  clergymen  had  written 
to  him  begging  that  he  would  do  every- 
thing in  his  power  to  prevent  the  inquiry 
being  hurried  through.  As  matters  now 
stood,  he  would  have  every  justification 
for  refusing  to  comply  with  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made,  considering  how 
persistently  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Acland) 
had  refused  to  listen  to  what  he  thought 
a  most  reasonable  wish. 

Mr.  albert  grey  said,  that  to 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  clergymen 
and  others  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  had  referred  to  it  would 
be  well  for  him  to  see  that  some  Non- 
conformists were  appointed  on  the  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
whom  he  (Mr.  Albert  Grey)  had  spoken 
to  On  the  subject,  had  almost  expressed 
a  wish  that  he  should  serve.  He  had 
said  he  felt  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southampton — who  was  away  in 
bed — would,  if  appointed,  be  very  glad 
to  serve.  It  was  almost  a  policy  of 
obstruction,  and  dangerous  for  that 
reason,  to  proceed  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  had  done. 
If  that  hon.  Member  would  look  at  his 
Notice  Paper  he  would  see  that  a 
quorum  of  the  Committee  was  to  consist 
of  five  Members.  There  were  already 
six  or  seven  Members  appointed,  and 
there  were  nine  or  ten  to  come.  If  it 
was  to  be  a  good  Committee,  in  order  to 
prevent  its  having  that  vicious  Church 
of  England  character  which  the  hon. 
Member  so  condemned,  he  should  see 
that  some  of  his  Friends  were  put  on. 
He  (Mr.  A.  Grey)  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  oppose  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  any  further. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard,  Mr.  Inderwick, 
Sir  John  Kjennaway,  Sir  John  Mow- 
bray, Mr.  RicuARD  Paget,  Mr.  Raikes, 
Mr.  Rylands,  and  Mr.  Wodehouse, 
nominated  other  Members  of  the  said 
Committee ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

DEEDS     OF     ARRANGEMENT     REGISTRATION 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenxa,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  Registration,  as  in  cases  of  Bills 
of  Sale,  of  all  Deeds  of  Arrangement  with 
Debtors  who  compound  and  settle  for  their 
debts  without  process  in  Bankruptcy,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna  and 
Mr.  VV.  Newzam  Nicholson. 

Billpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  225.] 

Mr,  Illingworth 


LICENSING  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Resolved,  That   the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Laws. 

Resolution    reported:  —  Bill    ordered   to    be 
brought  in  by  lilr.  Staffokd  Howabd  and  Mr. 

HOULDSWORTH. 

hiMpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  226.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  lOth  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bizls— First  Reading— 
River  Thames  (No.  2)»  (171);  Shannon 
Navigation*  (172) ;  Local  Gt>vemmont  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act) 
(No.  5)  •(173). 

Second R€admg—EAst'ixi^\2k  Loan  (£10,000,000) 
(164). 

Select  Committee  —  Waterworks  Clauses  Act 
(1847)  Amendment  (127),  nominated. 

Committee — Report — Drainage  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No. 
2)  •(166). 

Report  —  Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (London)  •  (79). 

TDE    ADMIRALTY  — ADMINISTRATION 
OF  THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  gave 
Notice  that  in  consequence  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Leader  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  with  regard  to  the 
administration  of  part  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit  by  the  Admiralty  he  should  call 
attention  to  the  subject  on  Tuesday 
next. 

REGENT'S    CANAL,  CITY,  AND    DOCKS 
RAILWAY  BILL.— RESOLUTION. 
Lord  BALFOUR,  in  moving — 
**  That  Standing  Order  No.  93,  be  considered 

in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  in  reepect 
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of  a  Pdtition  of  the  Metropolitan  Railway  Com- 
pany praying  to  be  heaiti  by  connsel  against 
theBill,'' 

said,  that  his  Motion  might  be  said  to 
arise  out  of  the  decision  at  which  their 
Lordships  arrived  on  Tuesday  last.  He 
did  not  desire  to  go  behind  that  decision, 
but  only  that  the  inquiry  before  the 
Select  Committee  should  be  a  full  and 
fair  one.  The  House  on  Tuesday  al- 
lowed the  Bill  to  pass  a  second  reading, 
containing  clauses  which  were  against 
one  of  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 
In  1882  the  Company  procured  an  Act 
authorizing  the  raising  of  a  capital  of 
£10,500.000.  Since  that  time  nothing 
had  been  done,  and  the  object  of  the 
present  Bill  was  to  authorize  £660,000 
to  be  raised  in  order  to  pay  interest  on 
the  £10,500,000  of  capital  during  the 
construction  of  the  railway.  If  his  Mo- 
tion were  not  agreed  to,  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  and  their  witnesses  would 
not  even  be  cross-examined  on  their 
financial  proposals.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  Metropolitan  Bailway 
Company,  which  was  a  rival  undertaking, 
and  was  also  affected  as  a  landowner, 
had  a  locus  standi  in  the  matter;  and 
they  had  not  petitioned  because  they 
relied  on  their  Lordships  not  reversing 
the  decision  of  1882,  when  they  refused 
to  allow  the  payment  of  interest  out  of 
capital.  If  the  Metropolitan  Company 
were  not  allowed  to  be  heard  against 
the  Bill,  a  dangerous  precedent  would 
be  created,  as  Companies  would  promote 
two  Bills — one  directed  to  the  execution 
of  the  work,  and  the  other  to  the  finan- 
cial proposals  —  and  this  separation 
might  exclude  those  who  would  other- 
wise have  a  right  to  oppose  one  or  the 
other  of  the  BiUs.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded with  his  Motion. 

Moved,  "  That  Standing  Order  No.  93.  be  con- 
sidered in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  in 
respect  of  a  Petition  of  the  Metropolitan  Rail- 
way Company  praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel 
against  the  BilV— [The  Lord  Balfour.) 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TRAJDE  (The  Duke  of  Richmond 
and  Gordon)  said,  he  would  not  oppose 
the  Motion,  if  he  received  the  assurance 
that  it  was  not  intended  to  go  into  the 
merits  of  the  case. 

Lord  BALFOUR  assured  their  Lord- 
ships that  the  inquiry  would  be  confined 
to  the  question  of  finance. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Leave  given  to  present  the  said  Peti- 
tion. 

THE    EXECUTIVE    GOVERNMENT- 
CHANGE  OF  ADMINISTRATION. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL,  in  rising  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
circumstances  attending  the  recent 
change  of  Administration,  and  to  the 
effect  of  them  on  the  political  prospects 
of  the  country,  said :  My  Lords,  I  shall 
not  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by 
offering  any  elaborate  apology  for  the 
Notice  upon  which  I  now  rise  to  speak. 
It  appears  to  me  very  humbly  that 
some  such  Notice  was  due  from  some 
one.  It  is  now  almost  exactly  a  month 
sinoe  that  vote  took  place  in  the  House 
of  Commons  which  led  to  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  late  Administration.  My 
Lords,  during  a  great  part  of  that  month 
we  were  without  a  Government,  and  at 
the  present  moment  we  are  still  in  the 
rapids  of  a  great  political  crisis.  My 
Lords,  not  only  is  that  true,  but  it  may 
almost  be  said  that  we  are  but  in  the 
beginnings  of  these  rapids.  To  the 
month  which  has  now  elapsed  there  wiU 
be  added  no  less  than  four  months  before 
there  can  be  any  great  Constitutional 
settlement  of  the  questions  which  have 
been  raised.  This  is  a  great  publio 
evil.  In  foreign  affairs  it  is  not  pos- 
sible that  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  with  all 
the  strength  of  his  mind  and  character, 
should  speak  as  the  Foreign  Minister 
and  the  Head  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment ought  to  speak — as  expressing  the 
determiDation  and  the  power  of  the 
British  Parliament.  In  domestic  affairs 
there  are  also  great  evils  to  be  borne. 
There  is  no  guidance  of  public  opinion. 
At  home,'  when  everybody  is  appealing 
to  a  new  constituency  everybody  is  free, 
without  the  guidance  of  the  Government. 
Everybody  is  free  to  bid  for  the  ap- 
plause and  support  of  particular  sections 
of  the  community,  and  there  is  no  unity 
in  the  action  of  Party,  which  usually 
guides  our  public  counsels.  My  Lords, 
I  say  that  these  are  great  public  evils. 
In  the  Ministerial  explanations  which 
have  taken  place  has  there  been  any 
satisfactory  explanation  given  of  this 
state  of  things  ?  It  is  impossible  not  to 
feel  that  under  the  existing  state  of 
things,  when  there  is  a  sort  of  compact 
between  the   two  Parties  that  nothing 


uigiiizea  oy 


ij. 


^giV 


247 


The  Ejcecutive 


{LOEDS} 


Gavemnient. 


248 


shall  be  mentioned  that  would  raise 
contention,  and  nothing  said  which  would 
enlighten  the  people  upon  the  condition 
of  public  affairs,  the  noble  Marquess 
has  made  a  short  statement  of  foreign 
policy  marked  by  great  moderation  and 
great  dignity,  but  also,  if  he  will  allow 
me  to  say  so,  by  great  and  necessary 
reserve.  Contrast  this  condition  of  Par- 
liamentary discussion  with  the  discus- 
sion out-of-doors.  There  is  a  truce 
within  the  walls  of  Parliament — ^there 
is  no  truce  outside  its  walls.  There  is  a 
most  bitter  Party  spirit  already  abroad, 
and  in  the  contest  on  which  we  are 
about  to  enter  every  appeal  will  be  made 
to  the  ignorance,  and,  if  possible,  to  the 
prejudices,  of  the  new  electors  by  both 
sides  of  politicians.  Is  that  a  right 
condition  of  things?  Is  it  right  that 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  by  a  sort  of 
implicit  compact  between  the  two  Front 
Benches  in  the  two  Chambers,  should  be 
precluded  from  discussing  one  of  the 
greatest  political  crises  that  has  ever 
happened  in  the  country  ?  I  hope  that 
your  Lordships  will  not  think  that  I 
wish  to  introduce  into  this  House  the 
heated  language  and  the  partizan  state- 
ments of  the  platform.  Far  be  it  from 
me  to  do  so.  But  is  there  no  medium 
between  total  silence  upon  the  greatest 
questions  that  will  afifect  the  political 
future  of  this  country  and  the  partizan 
utterances  to  which  I  have  alluded  ?  I 
venture  to  think  that  in  addressing  your 
Lordships'  House  on  this  question  I 
need  not  use  partizan  language.  I  wish 
to  speak  with  perfect  freedom  in  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  I  hope  I 
may  be  able  to  do  so  without  giving  un- 
necessary oflfence.  It  will  be  in  your 
Lordships'  recollection  that  in  the  first 
Ministerial  Statement  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  he  spoke  somewhat  in  a 
tone  of  apology  to  his  own  supporters, 
chiefly  explaining  why  it  was  he  had  taken 
Office  without  receiving  those  formal  as- 
surances which  at  first  he  thought  neces- 
sary to  his  position.  In  commenting  upon 
that  speech  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  this  House  said, 
practically,  to  the  noble  Marquess — 
"You  have  no  need  of  using  a  tone 
of  apology."  That  is  to  say,  that  no 
apology  was  needed  from  the  late  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  for  assuming  Office 
when  he  had  upset  the  late  Government ; 
it  was  his  duty  to  take  Office.  I  am  not 
now  quoting  the  exact  words;    I   am 
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quoting  the  substance  of  the  good- 
humoured  banter,  of  which  he  is  so 
great  a  master,  and  under  which  he 
sometimes  contrives  to  insinuate  the 
most  important  truths.  Now,  I  venture 
to  think  that  my  noble  Friend  did  not 
thoroughly  realize  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  This  is  not  a  case  where  the 
Leader  of  an  Opposition  upset  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  usual  course  of  Party 
warfare — it  was  upset  by  an  accidentcd 
Vote,  carried  by  a  combination  of  the 
fractions  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
largely  aided  by  extensive  abstentions 
on  the  part  of  the  supporters  of  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government.  I  venture 
to  doubt  the  Constitutional  doctrine  that, 
under  such  circumstances,  the  Leader  of 
the  principal  division  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons  is  necessarily 
bound  to  take  Office.  I  object  to  it  on 
a  great  Constitutional  principle  that,  if 
this  doctrine  were  once  admitted,  it 
would  make  the  normal  majority  prac- 
tically dictators  to  the  country.  For 
instance,  take  the  case  of  a  Budget. 
Supposing  there  were  any  objectionable 
proposition  in  it — I  am  far  from  saying 
that  that  is  the  case  in  the  present  in- 
stance, I  am  only  supposing  a  case — if 
the  principle  to  which  I  have  referred 
were  admitted,  then  no  combination  of 
Parties  would  venture  to  dispute  the 
Budget  for  fear  that,  if  it  were  rejected, 
one  of  them  would  be  forced  to  take 
Office.  Therefore,  I  maintain  that,  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  that  divi- 
sion took  place,  it  was  not  absolutely 
incumbent  upon  the  noble  Marquess  to 
take  Office,  and  I  think  that  his  doing 
so  was  an  act  of  great  public  courage.  I 
cannot  conceive  that  any  public  man  in 
his  position  would  have  accepted  Office, 
except  under  a  high  sense  of  public 
duty.  Now,  I  pass  to  a  more  important 
matter.  There  has  been  very  little  ex- 
planation given  to  us  by  those  in  Office, 
and  absolutely  none  has  been  given  to 
us  by  those  who  went  out  of  Office. 
Now,  they  are  the  principal  occasions  of 
this  great  political  crisis.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  help  wondering,  when  I  see  the 
great  political  transformation  which  has 
taken  place,  and  which  is  typified  by  the 
change  of  sides  in  both  Houses.  How 
is  it  that  the  great  Administration  of 
Mr.  Gladstone,  which  came  into  Office 
with  a  majority  ranging  from  100  to  130, 
the  most  powerful  Administration  in 
numbers    that  has  ever   succeeded    to 
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power  in  this  country  in  my  recollection, 
and,  I  believe,  the  most  powerful  in  point 
of  numbers  for  many  years  before — how 
is  it  that  that  Administration  came  to 
such  sudden  grief,  how  has  it  gone  upon 
the  rock,  and  how  has  it  compelled  the 
Leaders  of  a  comparatively  small  mi- 
nority in  Parliament  to  assume  the  re- 
sponsibility of  Office  ?  That  is  a  ques- 
tion which,  I  think,  we  have  a  right  to 
look  into,  and  which,  in  my  opinion,  is 
full  of  interest  and  instruction.  Of 
course,  I  know  that  there  were  inci- 
dental causes  at  work,  as  I  believe  there 
must  always  be  when  any  Government 
has  been  in  Office  for  four  or  five  years. 
They  accumidate  gradually  and  in- 
sensibly against  it.  Discontent,  falsi- 
fied expectations,  disappointed  wants 
gradually  sap  and  undermine  the  popu- 
larity of  such  a  Oovernment.  That,  no 
doubt,  is  one  of  the  causes  which  efifeoted 
it.  Then,  again,  there  is  the  Irish  vote, 
which  is  always  an  uncertain  element 
in  political  affairs.  But  none  of  these 
causes  can  account  for  the  great  and 
sudden  crash  that  has  taken  place.  The 
cause  of  that  crash  I  believe  to  be  this — 
that  there  has  been  for  a  long  time  a 
waning  confidence  in  the  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  due  to  a  growing  persua- 
sion that  they  were  not  united,  and  that 
the  policy  which  they  pursued  was  a 
policy  of  oompromise  not  completely  fit- 
ting into  the  opinions  of  any  one  fraction 
of  the  Government.  It  is  my  wish  to- 
night to  point  out  the  public  evidences 
we  have  upon  this  subject ;  and  before  I 
do  BO,  allow  me  to  say  that  I  will  never 
believe  in  those  newspaper  paragraphs 
about  splits  in  the  Cabinet,  which  are  so 
common  in  this  country.  My  own  ex- 
perience leads  me  to  believe  that  these 
rumours  are  generally  wholly  false,  and 
that  even  when  they  have  a  ground  of 
foundation  they  are  greatly  misrepre- 
sented. I  do  not  go  on  such  evidence 
as  that.  When  one  comes  to  me  and 
Bays  they  have  heard  of  splits  in  the 
Cabinet,  I  reply  that  I  do  not  believe 
them,  for  nobody  could  know  them  to  be 
true  unless  there  was  a  want  of  honour 
in  the  Cabinet  itself,  and  it  is  extremely 
improbable  that  that  should  be  so.  My 
Lords,  I  set  aside  all  those  rumours. 
But  it  has  been  an  open  secret ;  and  I 
could  not  help  observing  that  in  certain 
newspapers  paragraphs  appeared  on  this 
Bttbiect  which  subsequent  events  proved 
to  have  been  well  informed.    I  do  not 


know  that  it  ever  happened  to  such  a 
great  extent  in  any  other  Cabinet  than 
the  late  Cabinet ;  but  I  only  observed 
what  everybody  had.  observed.  Then 
there  is  the  evidence,  however  super- 
ficial, that  during  the  last  month  it  even 
struck  me  that  in  the  streets,  or  at  a  party, 
or  a  garden  party,  if  you  saw  any  man 
coming  along  with  a  particularly  elastic 
step,  and  a  most  joyful  frame  of  counte- 
nance, ten  to  one  that  on  coming  closer 
you  would  find  that  it  was  a  Member  of 
the  late  happy  Cabinet  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. They  always  seemed  to  say  to 
themselves — and  I  am  told  that  some 
of  them  said  it  in  so  many  words — **  We 
have  got  out  of  the  mess ;  and  not  only 
that,  but  we  have  put  the  Tories  into  it.*' 
But  I  turn  from  these  external  evi- 
dences ;  and,  by-the-bye,  my  noble 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  in 
the  speech  he  made  the  other  day  in 
answer  to  the  noble  Marquess,  used 
what  I  thought  was  a  very  significant 
expression,  lor  he  mentioned  that  the 
Sovereign  had  invited  Mr.  Gladstone  to 
resume  the  great  Office  he  had  so  long 
held ;  and  the  answer  to  that,  if  I  recol- 
lect the  expression  of  my  noble  Friend 
aright,  was  that  if  Mr.  Gladstone  found 
that  no  other  Government  could  be 
formed  he  would  not  desert  his  Sove- 
reign, but  would  try  to  reconstitute  the 
Government,  although  he  would  not 
even  then  promise  Her  Majesty  that 
there  would  be  smooth  water.  This  ex- 
pression appeared  to  imply  that  there 
were  serious  differences  of  opinion  be- 
tween the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
But  I  turn  from  these  slight  indications 
of  the  evidence  which  we  have  in  public, 
and  will  speak  first  of  foreign  policy.  I 
wish  to  assure  my  noble  Friend  who 
leads  on  this  side  of  the  House  that  I 
do  not,  either  in  fact  or  in  intention, 
reflect  upon  him.  Nothing  has  hap- 
pened— I  say  it  seriously — which  shakes 
the  confidence  I  have  long  had  in  the 
eminent,  I  should  say  the  pre-eminent, 
qualifications  of  my  noble  Friend  for 
the  great  Office  which  he  has  so  long 
held.  I  know  the  breadth  of  his  views, 
the  dispassionate  nature  of  his  judg- 
ment, his  great  knowledge  of  men,  and 
his  great  tact  in  dealing  with  them ; 
but  I  have  never  assumed  or  be- 
lieved that,  in  conducting  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  late  Government,  the  noble 
Earl  has  ever  been  anything  else  than 
the  mouthpiece  of  a  compromise  arrived 
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at  in  a  disunited  Cabinet  of  which  he 
was  a  Member.  Now,  my  Lords,  having 
expressed  my  personal  confidence  in  so 
far  as  my  noble  Friend  is  concerned, 
I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  first  great 
blow  which  the  late  Government  re- 
ceived was  with  regard  to  their  policy 
in  the  Soudan.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons, by  a  majority  smaller  than  the 
number  of  the  Cabinet  Members  — 
namely,  14 — consented  to  pass  a  verdict 
not  of  approval,  but  negatively  of  re- 
fusing to  approve  of  their  policy.  A 
Government,  which  at  the  commence- 
ment of  their  career  was  supported  by  a 
majority  of  certainly  above  100,  to 
escape  defeat  by  a  number  smaller  than 
their  own  Cabinet,  can  hardly  be  said  to 
have  quite  escaped  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence.  We  have  had  the  confes- 
sion of,  I  think,  not  less  than  three 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  Vote,  the  Government 
considered  the  question  of  resigning. 
Now,  as  to  the  Soudan,  I  am  not  going 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  question ; 
but  I  have  never  for  a  moment  doubted 
that  the  long  delay  which  took  place  in 
the  release  of  General  Gordon  could  not 
possibly  have  taken  place  unless  there 
were  great  divisions  in  the  Cabinet  on 
the  subject  of  Egyptian  policy.  It  is 
incredible  that  so  great  a  man  sent  out 
by  the  Government  on  whatever  con- 
dition could  have  been  left  for  so  many 
months  without  a  determination  to  send 
immediate  relief — it  is  impossible  that 
such  a  transaction  could  have  taken 
place  except  with  the  most  serious  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  upon  a  question 
which  deeply  affected  the  honour  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  know  whether  your 
Lordships  noticed  in  the  journal  of  Ge- 
neral Gordon,  which  has  recently  been 
published,  a  very  curious  fact.  In  the 
midst  of  the  tremendous  dangers  and 
difficulties  by  which  he  was  surrounded 
he  never  lost  his  presence  of  mind  or 
lightness  of  spirit,  and  I  am  very  much 
struck  at  the  jocular  manner  in  which 
he  expresses  himself.  This  is  the  para- 
graph to  which  I  refer  as  describing  the 
policy  which  I  have  attempted  to  sketch. 
General  Gordon  had  received  a  mes- 
sage from  Cairo  desiring  him  to  give 
particulars  of  his  exact  position,  and 
when  he  wished  the  Belief  Expedition 
to  arrive ;  and  then  he  puts  down  these 
words — 
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**  Now,  I  really  think  if  Egerton  was  to  turn 
over  tho  *  archives '  (a  delicious  word)  of  his 
office,  he  would  see  that  we  had  been  in  diffi- 
culties for  provisions  for  some  months.  It  is 
as  if  a  man  on  the  bank,  having  seen  his  friend 
in  a  river  already  bobbed  dewn  two  or  three 
times,  hails,  *  I  say,  old  fellow,  let  us  know 
when  we  are  to  throw  you  the  lifebuoy.  I 
know  you  have  bobbed  down  two  or  threo 
times,  but  it  is  a  pity  to  throw  you  the  life- 
buoy until  you  are  really  in  extremis,  and  I 
want  to  know  exactly,  for  I  am  a  man  brought 
up  in  a  school  of  exactitude.'  " 

That  is  a  sample  of  the  humorous  lan- 
guage in  which  he  tells  of  what  took 
place ;  and  I  confess,  having  regard  to 
these  facts,  we  have  proof  that  there 
must  have  been  great  differences  of  opi- 
nion among  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  It  was  that  conviction,  depend 
upon  it,  which  led  to  the  Vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  it  is  the  thing 
which  in  the  country  has  damaged  the 
late  Government  more  than  anything 
else.  For  myself,  I  object  to  their 
policy  on  deeper  grounds.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  I  was  the  first  Member  of 
this  House  to  take  up  what  has  since 
become  one  of  the  Liberal  principles, 
and  that  is  the  protection  of  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Native  population.  I  took  it 
up  when  the  late  Lord  Derby  was  at  the 
head  of  foreign  affairs,  and  long  before 
the  question  had  become  a  popular  cry  of 
the  Liberal  Party ;  and  some  noble  Lords 
will  remember  that  when  I  brought 
forward  a  Motion  in  this  House  with 
reference  to  the  insurrection  in  Crete  I 

fot  no  support  from  your  Lordships, 
remember  very  well  that  one  of  tne 
Peers  who  got  up  to  oppose  me,  and 
who  took  an  opposite  view  of  the  duties 
of  the  English  nation,  was  my  noble 
Friend  who  lately  presided  at  the  India 
Office  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley).  I  now 
pass  to  another  matter  of  immense  im- 
portance, of  which  I  have  the  clearest 
evidence  of  a  want  of  united  purpose — 
I  refer  to  the  condition  of  our  naval  de- 
fences. If  there  is  one  thing  in  the 
politics  of  this  country  for  which  the 
Government  ought  to  be  responsible  it 
was  the  sufficiency  of  our  naval  de- 
fences. They  should  not  allow  this  mat- 
ter to  be  interfered  with  by  any  ex- 
ternal authority  whatever.  It  is  for 
them  to  make  up  their  own  minds  whe- 
ther the  Navy  of  Great  Britain  is  suffi- 
cient for  the  duties  it  has  to  perform, 
and  by  their  calculation  they  ought  to 
abide  against  all  comers.  I  do  not  blame 
my  noble  Friend  the  late  First  Lord  of 
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the  Admiralty,  for  he  must  have  dif- 
fered from  all  the  First  Lords  I  have 
ever  known  if  he  would  not  have  been 
delighted  to  have  a  larger  sum  to  spend 
on  his  own  Department.  I  have  never 
known  them  to  reduce  their  Estimates, 
and  I  never  knew  one  who  would  not  be 
glad  to  have  a  larger  sum ;  but  all  I  can 
say  is  that  the  present  First" Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  who  has  to  see  that  the 
Navy  is  adequate  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  and  the  exigencies  of  the  Public 
Service,  is  placed  in  a  very  awkward 
position  indeed.  In  the  month  of  No- 
vember there  was  a  great  agitation,  in- 
cited by  anonymous  articles  in  The  Pall 
Mall  Ga%$tts,  They  produced  an  im- 
mense effect,  and  I  confess  I  read  them 
with  complete  and  absolute  incredulity. 
I  did  not  believe  that  the  Navy  was  as 
represented ;  but  I  made  some  private 
inquiries  from  naval  friends,  and  they 
told  me,  for  the  first  time,  that  they  had 
serious  misgivings  that  the  truth  was 
80.  Still,  I  can  say  this  with  the 
utmost  sincerity — that  if  a  Vote  had  been 
challenged  by  the  Opposition,  and  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
had  asked  me  to  support  his  Estimates, 
I  should  have  voted  for  them  through 
thick  and  thin.  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment is  responsible,  and  ought  not  to  be 
run  in  upon  by  any  Parliamentary 
Party  or  by  others  outside  ;  and  it  does 
shake  one's  confidence  very  much  in  the 
sufficiency  and  the  unity  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  find  this  ground  was  departed 
fix^m.  I  was  never  more  astonished 
than  when  my  noble  Friend  gave  way  to 
that  agitation,  and  proposed  that  no  less 
than  £5.000,000  should  be  added  to  the 
Naval  Estimates  to  strengthen  the  de- 
fences and  make  the  Navy  more  effi- 
cient. I  cannot  describe  the  effect  that 
had  on  my  own  mind.  I  said  to  myself 
I  know  the  tenacity  of  purpose  with 
which  the  defences  of  the  country  are 
always  regarded,  and  I  know  that  it 
could  not  have  been  broken  down  with- 
out long  and  anxious  debate ;  and  here 
we  have  it  proved  that  there  must  have 
been  great  disunion  among  the  Leaders. 
Greater  questions  do  not  arise  than  with 
regard  to  our  foreign  policy  and  our 
naval  supremacy;  but  I  turn  from  them 
to  perhaps  a  still  more  fundamental 
question — namely,  that  of  finance.  It 
80  happened  that  I  first  became  a  Col- 
league of  my  right  hon.  Friend  Mr. 
Gladstone  in  the  Government  of  Lord 


Aberdeen.  When  that  Government  was 
formed  there  was  a  great  financial  agita- 
tion in  the  country  over  what  was  csdled 
the  differentiation  or  graduation  of  the 
Income  Tax.  A  noble  Friend  bpposite 
will  recollect  it  well.  I  remember  hear- 
ing Lord  Aberdeen  say  that  unless  the 
Government  gave  way  on  that  point, 
probably  before  many  months  were  over 
the  Government  would  cease  to  exist. 
As  a  mere  intellectual  exercise  I  was 
interested  in  it  at  the  time.  Well,  the 
Cabinet  met.  Mr.  Gladstone  was  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  he  had  to 
face  the  difficulty  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  he  faced  it  there  in  a  speech 
which  was  one  of  the  greatest  triumphs 
of  his  financial  genius.  He  resisted  the 
breaking  down  of  the  Income  Tax ;  he 
resisted  its  graduation ;  he  resisted  its 
differentiation,  and  from  that  day  to 
this,  when  the  question  arose  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  said  he  would  be 
no  party  to  the  breaking  down  of  the 
Income  Tax,  that  great  instrument  of 
finance.  But  now  one  of  the  most  pro- 
minent Members  of  the  Government, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
goes  out  into  the  country  and  makes  a 
great  speech  in  which  the  graduation  of 
the  Income  Tax  is  definitely  laid  down 
as  the  platform  for  the  future  guidance 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  What  are  we  to 
think,  we  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  who  have  been  brought  up  in 
the  school  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  who,  at 
least  as  regards  finance,  have  looked  to 
him  as  a  great  prophet  and  a  great 
teacher — what  are  we  to  think  when  we 
see  Mr.  Gladstone  allowing  one  of  his 
principal  Colleagues  to  go  about  teach- 
mg  the  country  in  direct  opposition 
to  the  doctrine  which  he  has  laid 
down  with  all  his  energy  and  all 
his  genius?  It  shakes,  and  it  ought 
to  shake,  confidence  in  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  in  its  unity  and  consistency. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  the  Members  of 
the  late  Cabinet  to  say,  as  they  have  re- 
peatedly said — "  Oh,  we  are  not  respon- 
sible for  our  Colleagues'  speeches  in  the 
country."  Within  certain  limits  that  is 
true.  Beyond  those  limits  it  is  not  true. 
But  when  I  see  leading  Members  of  the 
Government — and  young  men  who  are 
likely  to  succeed,  more  or  less,  to  some 
share  or  other  of  the  Leadership  of  the 
Party — going  about  instructing  the  peo- 
ple to  throw  aside  doctrines  most  sacred 
to  the  intellectual    convictions  of   the 
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Head  of  the  Party,  it  is  a  gross  breach 
of  usage.  I  now  oome  to  the  case  of 
Ireland.  I  am  not  going  to  trouble  the 
House  with  my  own  opinions.  I  wish 
to  stick  to  my  ease  as  far  as  I  can,  which 
is  the  public  eyidence  we  have  or  have 
had  of  disunion  in  the  late  Qovemment. 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  Government, 
knowing  that  the  Crimes  Act  was  going 
to  expire,  to  make  up  their  mind  whe- 
ther they  would  renew  it  in  whole  or  in 
part.  In  this  oonneotion  we  have  had 
some  curious  prognostications  which 
have  come  true.  It  was  openly  stated 
that  there  were  great  differences  in  the 
minds  of  Members  of  the  Government 
upon  this  subject.  There  may,  there 
must  be,  differences  of  opinion  on  such 
a  question  in  the  Cabinet ;  but  the  Cabi- 
net is  at  least  bound  to  make  up  its 
mind  one  way  or  another,  and  speak 
with  no  uncertain  voice.  Well,  far  on 
in  the  Session  it  is  announced  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
then  Government  that  a  new  Act  would 
be  proposed,  not,  he  said,  what  is  com- 
monly called  coercive,  and  which,  he 
thought,  was  improperly  so-called.  I 
entirely  agree  that  an  Act  which  is 
called  coercive  very  often  ought  not  to 
have  that  title  given  to  it.  I  am  entirely 
in  favour  of  the  cry  of  *'  No  coercion ;  " 
but  then,  my  Lords,  on  the  condition 
that  there  is  no  coercion  from  below  as 
well  as  no  coercion  from  above.  Let 
every  Irishman  be  free  to  exercise  his 
own  talents,  to  invest  his  own  money  as 
it  suits  his  own  interest  to  do  so  accord- 
ing to  law.  Show  me  a  state  of  things 
in  which  there  is  no  coercion  from  below, 
in  which  it  is  in  the  power  of  any  Irish- 
man to  take  a  farm  which  has  been 
**  Boycotted"  without  danger  of  injury 
to  himself ;  show  me  a  state  of  things 
in  which  that  coercion  does  not  exist, 
and  I  will  say  with  all  my  heart — "  Let 
us  have  no  coercion  from  above."  I 
understood  my  right  hon.  Friend  Mr. 
Gladstone  to  have  come  to  this  con- 
clusion— that  in  order  to  prevent  coer- 
cion from  below,  in  order  to  secure  the 
liberties  of  the  Irish  people  in  their  in- 
dividual capacity,  and  to  save  them  from 
the  tyranny  of  secret  societies,  it  was 
necessary  for  the  late  Government  to 
renew  some  portion  at  least  of  the  late 
Coercion  Act.  No  doubt  if  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  been  in  Office  now  they 
would  have  been  bound  to  go  on  with 
their  proposals  in  that  direction.    A  few 
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days  afterwards  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
then  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
also  announced  that  he  intended  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  render  saleable,  if  possible, 
the  land  belonging  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords. The  best-informed  persons  affect 
to  think  that  this  would  not  have  been 
tolerated  by  some  portion  of  the  Liberal 
Party ;  but  I  cannot  conceive  what  con- 
nection there  is  between  the  two  sub- 
jects. In  my  opinion,  it  is  the  first  duty 
of  the  Government  of  this  coimtry  to 
try,  if  they  can,  to  relieve  from  absolute 
unsaleability  the  land  of  Ireland.  It  is 
not  merely  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
owners, but  in  the  permanent  interests 
of  the  Irish  people,  that  they  should  do 
it.  There  is  no  civilized  country  in  the 
world  except  Ireland  where  the  owner- 
ship of  land  is  unsaleable,  and  not  only 
is  that  proposition  true,  but  it  is  true 
farther  that  in  proportion  to  the  welfare 
and  civilization  of  a  people  the  sale- 
ability  of  land  increases  and  its  price 
increases ;  and  I  say  it  is  a  standing  re- 
proach to  you  and  to  your  land  le^sla- 
tion  and  your  Administration  that  the 
saleability  of  land  has  been  destroyed 
in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  when  I  left  the 
late  Government  I  said  that  it  would  be 
so—I  told  you  your  Bill  was  not  merely 
giving  tenant  right  to  the  tenant,  not 
merely  reforming  the  ownership  of  land, 
but  that  it  was  destroying  the  owner- 
ship. It  has  destroyed  all  that  in  which 
the  ownership  of  land  consists ;  and  I 
maintain  that  to  a  very  large  extent,  if 
not  entirely,  as  the  result  of  the  Irish 
Land  Act  you  have  passed,  the  owner- 
ship of  land  has  become  a  damnosa  hare- 
ditas  for  which  no  man  who  is  in  his 
senses  in  Ireland  will  give  sixpence.  It 
is  one  of  the  duties  of  the  Government 
to  try  and  remove  that  state  of  things ; 
but  immediately  Mr.  Gladstone  gave 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  brine  in  a  Bill 
for  the  purpose,  we  had  an  intimation 
in  the  Press  that  it  would  be  a  subject 
of  serious  difficulty.  Directly  the  fall 
of  the  late  Government  took  place,  we 
witnessed  the  spectacle  of  the  Members 
of  the  late  Administration  going  into 
the  country,  making  speeches,  and  de- 
claring against  any  form  and  degree 
of  coercion,  but  keeping  entire  silence 
as  to  the  justice  of  the  proposals 
for  restoring  the  saleability  of  land. 
I  contend,  my  Lords,  that  we  have 
evidence  by  the  course  of  public 
affairs,  by  the   course   of  the  pubUo 
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speeohee  of  the  late  Government,  that 
the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  must 
have  been  deeply  divided  upon  a  ques- 
tion of  the  highest  and  the  most  vital 
character.  I  am  not  going  to  detain  the 
House  with  a  long  list  of  other  minor 
incidents  which  lead  up  to  the  same 
conclusion.  I  think  I  have  said  suffi- 
cient to  prove  my  case,  and  that  your 
Lordships  will  agree  that  we  who  have 
generally  supported  the  late  GK>vemment 
have  been  forced  into  a  most  awkward 
position,  feeling  that  we  did  not  know 
where  we  were  driven,  or  under  whose 
guidance  we  were  conducted.  My 
Lords,  I  have  referred  to  our  foreign 
policy,  I  have  mentioned  the  naval 
supremacy  of  the  ooimtry,  and  finance 
in  its  most  fundamental  principles.  I 
have  also  alluded  to  the  question  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland,  and  to  the  restora- 
tion of  land  value  in  that  country.  But 
there  is  yet  another  subject  with  regard 
to  the  merits  of  which  I  never  felt  quite 
sure  that  they  were  united.  That  is  in 
regard  to  the  merits  of  a  very  old  docu- 
ment called  ''  The  Decalogue."  Not 
many  months  ago  a  Member  of  the  then 
Government  was  going  about  the  coun- 
try proclaiming  tiie  doctrine  that  pro- 
perty must  be  held  to  ransom.  It  may 
hare  been  that  the  expression  was  an 
acddental  slip  of  the  tongue,  an  unlucky 
metaphor;  but  the  present  times  and 
the  circumstances  of  our  country  at  the 
present  moment  are  such  as,  in  my  opi- 
nion, should  have  induced  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  to  be  more  circumspect  in  the 
language  he  employed.  Having  now 
ihown,  my  Lords,  what  are  our  reasons 
for  blinking  that  we  served  those  who 
were  disunited,  I  wish  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  what  our  present 
prospects  are  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  present  political  crisis.  The  very 
Leaders  of  whom  I  have  been  speaking 
iu)w  turn  round  and  say  to  their  fol- 
bwers — *'  There  must  be  no  disunion.'' 
A  speech  was  lately  delivered  in  Edin- 
burgh by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Bosebery),  who  recently  joined  the  late 
Oovemment,  of  whose  rising  abilities  I 
may  say  that,  as  a  Scotchman  and  a 
Scotch  Peer,  I  am  sincerely  proud.  I 
hope  my  noble  Friend  will  discover  that 
a  man  in  his  position,  with  his  great 
abilities,  may  nold  to  certain  definite 
opinions  and  influence  public  opinion 
with  regard  to  them,  and  that  far  on  in 
snmmers  I  shall  not  see  he  may  be 
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among  the  most  distinguished  Leaders 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  Looking  at  my 
noble  Friend's  speech  in  Edinburgh  I 
found  this  singular  passage,  in  which  he 
insists  on  the  necessity  of  compromise. 
He  says — 

"  We  all  have  to  sacrifice  pointa  very  dear  to 
us.  I  venture  to  lay  that  no  one  can  realize 
that  absolutely  and  completely  until  they  have 

formed  a  Member  of  a  Cabinet though 

there  must  be  constant  compromise  on  lesser 
matters  going  on  in  a  Cabinet,  yet  it  manages 
to  preserve  a  united  face." 

Not  a  united  heart  or  mind,  but  a  united 
face.  It  so  happened  that  my  noble 
Friend  made  one  or  two  speeches  some 
months  before  he  joined  the  Government 
with  which  I,  for  one,  to  a  large  extent 
agree.  I  was  sincerely  rejoiced  when  I 
saw  that  my  noble  Friend  had  entered 
the  Cabinet,  because  I  thought  it  might 
tend  to  reinforce  that  element  in  it  with 
which  I  have  the  greatest  sympathy. 
I  am  sure  he  has  been  able  to  exercise 
the  influence  his  abilities  command ;  but 
I  looked  with  astonishment  at  the  end 
of  his  speech  in  Edinburgh.  He  had 
explained  the  principles  upon  which  a 
man  must  learn  to  deal  with  the  diffi- 
culties in  which  he  is  placed ;  but  I  was 
astonished  to  find  him  ending  with  a 
solenm  denunciation  against  breaking 
the  unity  of  the  Liberal  Party.  The 
expressions  my  noble  Friend  used  were 
very  solemn.  He  said — **Let  no  man 
dare  to  lay  his  sacrilegious  hand  on  the 
sacred  ark  of  Liberal  unity."  I  confess 
when  I  read  this  paragraph  I  did  not 
quite  know  how  to  express  my  own  feel- 
ings.  An  anecdote  came  to  my  mind 
which  seemed  to  relieve  me  to  a  certain 
extent.  It  was  an  anecdote  of  a  great 
Italian  musician  who  for  the  first  time 
heard  the  Highland  bagpipes,  when  he 
exclaimed — **  Fbi/d,  voiidJ  J^aime  c$la — 
e*est  atroeey  I  do  not  know  where  my 
noble  Friend  has  placed  the  ark  of  the 
covenant  of  Liberal  imity.  He  may 
have  carried  it  into  the  Cabinet  along 
with  him,  or  he  may  have  packed  it  up 
and  sent  it  ofif  to  Dalmeny ;  but  I  have 
no  confidence  that  such  a  sacred  ark  ever 
existed  in  the  Cabinet  which  my  noble 
Friend  joined,  and  I  have  something 
more  than  confidence  that  if  it  did  it  was 
touched  by  unholy  hands  indeed.  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  joined  the  Cabi- 
net at  a  very  unfortunate  moment.  I 
joined  a  Cabinet  at  another  moment 
which  was  of  immense  interest,  for,  as  I 
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said,  it  was  the  Coalition  Cabinet  of  Lord 
Aberdeen.  There  were  immense  his- 
torical differences  between  the  different 
Members  at  that  day.  It  represented 
and  included  men  who  individually,  and 
through  their  Predecessors,  had  sat  op- 
posite to  each  other  for  generations ; 
and  yet  I  will  tell  my  noble  Friend, 
as  my  experience  of  a  Cabinet  divided 
in  this  sense,  that  during  the  whole  time 
I  was  a  Member  of  it,  there  never  was 
one  division  that  ran  parallel  to  the  old 
Party  lines  ;  we  discussed  every  question 
of  Party  policy  with  the  most  perfect 
freedom  ;  but  I  never  saw  anything  in 
the  shape  or  the  nature  of  differences  of 
opinion  running  in  the  old  Party  direc- 
tions. I  will  tell  my  noble  Friend 
another  thing.  We  had  no  fear  that 
the  decision  of  the  Cabinet  would  be 
run  into  and  invaded  in  the  public 
speeches  of  one  of  our  own  Colleagues — 
trying  to  force  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. When  that  Cabinet  fell,  it  fell 
from  an  act  which  was  in  the  nature  of 
a  personal  difference;  it  fell  because 
Lord  John  Kussell,  almost  borne  to  the 
ground  by  grief  and  vexation  on  account 
of  the  calamities  which  were  happening 
to  our  troops  in  the  Crimea,  lost,  as  I 
think,  his  sense  for  the  moment  of 
public  duty,  and  declared  against  his 
Colleagues  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  he  could  not  resist  Parliamentary 
investigation.  But  I  can  tell  my  noble 
Friend  that  there  was  no  act  of  Lord 
John  EusselPs  life  which  ever  was  so 
severely  or  so  justly  censured  as  that 
which  brought  down  the  Cabinet  of  that 
day.  My  noble  Friend,  in  his  speech  at 
Edinburgh,  said  that  we  are  to  have 
united  faces.  Well,  we  may  have 
united  faces,  but  we  have  not  a  united 
policy.  I  decline  to  follow  Cabinets 
who  cannot  make  up  their  minds.  I  am 
ready  to  stand  under  an  umbrella  with 
anybody  ;  but  I  decline  to  follow  Cabi- 
nets which  cannot  make  up  their  minds 
on  the  most  fundamental  questions  of 
the  day.  I  say  distinctly  that  it  would 
be  infinitely  better  to  go  back  to  the 
customs  and  habits  of  the  last  century, 
when  Members  of  the  same  Administra- 
tion openly  spoke  and  voted  against 
each  other,  and  when,  in  truth,  the  re- 
sponsibility of  Cabinets  had  not  yet 
become  firmly  rooted  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  country,  than  to  revert  to  the 
more  personal  references  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  invites  us.     I  cannot  help 
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feeling,  after  all  that  has  taken  place, 
that  this  talk  about  united  faces  and  this 
call  to  unity  under  the  same  Leaders 
whom  we  know  to  have  been  disunited, 
and  to  have  brought  the  foreign  policy 
of  England  into  most  serious  jeopardy 
because  of  that  disunion — to  call  upon 
us  to  unite  under  the  same  Leaders 
without  due  guarantees  would  hardly  be 
an  honourable  policy  towards  the  people 
of  this  country.  If  this  goes  on,  we 
shall,  indeed,  have  descended  to  a  lower 
standard  of  political  honour,  and  to  a 
lower  level  of  public  opinion.  I  have 
very  little  further  with  which  to  trouble 
the  House.  I  rejoice  to  think  that  there 
are  large  common  grounds  upon  which 
men  of  many  Parties  may  unite.  For 
instance,  I  maintain  that  in  the  whole 
region  of  what  may  be  called  social  re- 
form we  are  just  as  likely  to  be  well 
served  at  the  present  moment  by  the 
Conservative  Party  as  by  any  other. 
My  Lords,  the  social  reforms  of  this  last 
century  have  not  been  due  mainly  to 
the  Liberal  Party.  They  have  been  due 
mainly  to  the  influence,  character,  and 
perseverance  of  one  man — Lord  Shaftes- 
bury— whose  early  proclivities  were  not 
with  the  Liberal,  but  rather  with  the 
Conservative  Party.  At  all  events, 
these  great  reforms  have  not  been  car- 
ried by  Liberal  votes,  but  have  been 
effected  by  the  weight  of  conviction 
forcing  itself  upon  almost  all  Parties  in 
this  country.  With  regard  to  fiscal 
legislation,  Mr.  Gladstone  has  been  the 
great  Leader  in  our  fiscal  legislation; 
and  where  did  he  learn  the  principles 
which  he  has  carried  out  to  so  great  a 
development  ?  He  learnt  them  in  the 
Cabinet  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  I  have 
myself  heard  him  say  that  they  knew 
little  about  it  when  they  began  their 
great  work.  The  repeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws  and  the  necessity  of  revising  our 
financial  system  led  to  the  necessity  of 
seriously  considering  the  whole  tariff. 
But  there  his  great  reform^  began,  and 
it  is  due  to  the  development  of  his  great 
genius  that  those  great  measures  have 
been  carried  which  will  ever  make  his 
name  illustrious.  I  have,  therefore,  no 
dismay  on  account  of  the  accession  for  a 
time  of  the  Conservative  Party  to  power 
in  this  country — no  dismay  whatever. 
I  do  not  know  what  may  be  the  develop- 
ment of  that  rather  mysterious  left 
wing  which  is  called  Tory  Democracy. 
Like  certain  wings  on  our  side,   they 
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arerep^arded  as  dark  horses.  I  hope 
that  the  noble  Marquess  will,  if  he 
succeeds  in  establishing  his  power, 
keep  a  firm  hold  upon  them.  But  be- 
yond that  I  do  not  know  that  we 
have  an3rthing  to  fear,  because  I  be- 
have that  the  Oonservative  Party  will 
address  themselves  to  such  social  reforms 
as  are  needed  in  this  country  with  quite 
as  anxious  a  desire  as  any  other  Party 
oould  do  at  the  present  moment.  With 
regard  to  the  future,  I  oould  not  help 
obserring  that  my  noble  Friend,  in  his 
speech,  attempted  a  dangerous  experi- 
ment —  namely,  a  definition  of  what 
Liberalism  is.  I  dissent  from  such  a 
definition  as  he  gave.  He  said  that 
Liberalism  meant  always  being  at  the 
head  of  any  national  movement — always 
a  Httle  ahead  and  never  behind.  Now, 
there  is  such  a  thing  as  a  nation  ad- 
vancing into  a  bog  as  well  as  a  nation 
advancing  in  the  right  path.  I  main- 
tain that  we  are  as  genuine  Liberals 
who  keep  our  heads  and  hearts  open  to 
every  experience  of  the  past  and  every 
Boggestion  of  the  present  which  may 
tend  to  improve  the  happiness  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  Well,  I  main- 
tain that  while  we  hold  this  tendency 
and  disposition,  which  is  the  core  and 
essence  of  Liberal  policy,  we  are  not  the 
less  bound  to  maintain  and  uphold  cer- 
tain great  principles  of  immemorial  right, 
and  to  assert  our  political  rights  in  the  de- 
velopment and  application  of  these  prin- 
ciples. My  Lords,  I  see  at  the  present 
moment  deep  differences  in  these  re- 
spects between  various  Members  of  the 
Idbearad  Party ;  and  I  should  be  betray- 
ing my  duty  as  a  Member  of  this  House 
if^  in  deference  to  any  personal  autho- 
rity whatever,  however  high,  I  concealed 
£rom  your  Lordships  and  the  country 
the  intense  anxiety  which  I  feel  with 
regard  to  the  direction  which  may  be 
taken  in  the  future  by  the  Liberal 
Party.  We  who  are  called  Moderate 
Liberals  have  a  system  of  doctrines  to 
maintain.  We  are  not  actuated  by  per- 
sonal antipathies.  My  noble  Friend,  in 
his  speech  at  Edinburgh,  said  that  a 
great  many  opponents  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  no  other  qualities  than 
bilious  spite  and  bilious  hatred  against 
a  particular  politician.  I  suppose  we 
can  read  between  the  lines.  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  to  my  noble  Friend 
that  the  next  time  he  stands  under  the 
lame  umbrelli^  with  some  of   his  late 


Colleagues  he  should  look  at  the  evi- 
dence which  they  have  given  of  a  bilious 
hatred  shown  towards  their  political  op- 
ponents. My  Lords,  it  is  not  long  ago 
sinoe,  in  company  with  one  or  two  of 
my  noble  Friends  whom  I  see  near  me, 
and  with  Lord  Ripon,  whom  I  do  not 
see  present,  I  ventured  to  join  a  society 
the  object  of  which  was  to  purchase 
plots  of  land  and  to  re- sell  them  to  small 
owners  with  a  view  to  see  whether  it 
was  possible  under  favourable  conditions 
to  establish  small  ownership  in  land. 
Our  society  had  hardly  been  brought 
forward  when  a  friend  who  stands  under 
the  noble  Lord's  umbrella  immediately 
proceeded  to  denounce  the  society. 
Why?  Because  it  was  patronized  by 
one  or  two  members  of  a  great  land- 
owning class,  one-half  of  his  Colleagues 
belonging  to  that  class,  and  my  noble 
Friend  himself  belonging  to  it.  I  would 
recommend  my  noble  Friend,  the  next 
time  he  gives  advice  about  bilious 
hatred,  to  tell  his  political  friends 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  world 
so  thoroughly  alien  or  so  injurious 
as  this  dislike  or  hatred  of  any  par- 
ticular class  of  men.  What  would  be 
said  of  any  of  us  if  we  condemned  a 
society  because  it  contained  two  or  three 
manufacturers  if  the  subject  of  it  related 
to  manufactures  ?  We  landowners  know 
something  of  the  value  of  land ;  and  I 
should  have  thought  that  five  or  six 
great  landowners,  Lord  Bipon  among 
them,  would  of  all  classes  in  the  com- 
munity be  most  fit  to  conduct  this  inte- 
resting experiment.  Who  can  doubt  that 
this  speech  was  influenced  entirely  by 
spite  of  the  most  narrow  and  most 
illiberal  kind  ?  I  see  a  disposition 
to  impugn  some  of  the  doctrines 
which  we  have  held  most  tenaciously, 
and  of  which  in  our  Constitution 
we  are  most  proud.  It  has  been 
hitherto  the  great  object  of  the  Libe- 
ral Party  to  make  individual  freedom 
as  wide  as  possible  and  as  secure  as 
possible.  It  is  a  tendency  of  many  of 
the  new  so-called  Liberals — I  call  them 
reactionary  Liberals — to  make  indivi- 
dual freedom  as  narrow  and  as  restricted 
Take  another  matter.    As 


as  ^ 

I  have  learned  during  the  last  30  years, 
there  is  no  item  in  the  Liberal  creed 
which  was  more  popular  than  that  the 
ownership  of  land  should  not  be  limited. 
The  abolition  of  limited  ownership  was 
the  popular  cry  upon  all  hustings  in  my 
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early  days ;  and  thoughtful  men  have 
been  over  and  over  again  urging  the 
policy  of  still  further  abolishing  limited 
ownership.  But  the  endeavour  of  the 
reactionary  Liberals  is  to  make  every 
landownership  as  limited  as  possible, 
and  bound  with  limitations  which  are 
absolutely  fatal  to  the  outlay  of  capital. 
I  will  not  give  my  assent  or  give  any 
support  to  united  faces  among  men  who 
are  so  deeply  divided.  There  is  another 
subject  upon  which  I  should  be  (?lad  to 
say  a  word  before  I  sit  down.  We  hear 
a  great  deal  now  about  local  govern- 
ment. It  is  a  stick  which  both  Parties 
wish  to  pick  up  to  beat  the  dog  with. 
Each  Party  wishes  to  lay  hold  of  it  as  a 
means  of  opposing  its  enemies  in  the 
political  arena.  The  noble  Marquess  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  has  said 
very  truly  that  that  is  a  subject  on  which 
the  Liberals  have  no  patent  monopoly, 
no  right  of  exclusive  possession.  The 
noble  Marquess  is  quite  correct.  Muni- 
cipal government,  as  hitherto  understood 
in  England,  is  an  institution  of  which 
we  have  all  been  proud.  We  are  accus- 
tomed at  Mayors'  dinners  in  England, 
and  at  Provosts'  dinners  in  Scotland, 
to  praise  municipal  government.  We 
all  agpree  in  that.  But  let  this  House 
beware,  and  let  every  individual  poli- 
tician who  cares  for  the  future  of  his 
country  beware  of  the  stratagem  which 
lies  before  us — of  confounding  popular 
government  in  the  form  of  municipal 
institutions  with  projects  resembling  the 
restoration  of  the  Heptarchy.  There 
are  various  things  which  the  Liberal 
Party  wish  to  see  done  and  to  get  done. 
They  know  that  these  things  will  never 
be  done  by  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
with  its  Imperial  traditions  of  individual 
freedom ;  they  wish  to  hand  these  great 
powers  over  persons  and  over  property 
to  local  and  provincial  assemblies — to 
what  my  noble  Friend  called  local  poli- 
ticians. Let  US  all  beware  of  this.  Muni- 
cipal government,  my  Lords,  is  one 
thing ;  an  agglomeration  of  small  inde- 
pendent States  and  small  Principalities, 
governed  by  Mayors  and  Provosts,  is 
another ;  and  it  is  not  the  acme  of  free- 
dom which  one  should  desire  to  see 
established  in  England.  My  Lords,  I 
have  troubled  the  House  at  great  length, 
and  I  could  not  have  said  what  I  have 
felt  it  my  duty  to  say  without  giving 
chapter  and  verse  in  proof  of  that  which 
I  advanced.     I  venture  to  say  to  the 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


country,  and  to  all  Parties  in  the  coun- 
try, in  the  great  appeal  which  is  about 
to  be  made  to  a  new  constituency,  do 
not  go  in  for  "  united  faces,"  but  go  in 
for  great  Constitutional  principles — to 
choose,  if  they  can,  independent  men, 
not  to  be  humbugged  by  the  cry  of  unity 
where  there  is  the  deepest  division  on 
the  fundamental  principles  of  human 
government — to  choose,  if  they  can,  in- 
dependent men  of  independent  character. 
My  Lords,  what  we  want  is  men,  not 
sheep — we  want  men  who  have  studied 
these  great  questions,  and  who  hold  in- 
dependent opinions  in  regard  to  them, 
and  who  will  stand  to  them  upon  the 
hustings,  where  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
have  generaUy  observed  that  men  of 
this  character  are  more  respected  than 
men  who  go  down  on  their  hands  and 
knees  and  grovel  with  their  heads  in  the 
dust  before  the  sovereign  mob,  promising 
to  do  whatever  it  may  bid  them.  We 
want,  my  Lords,  in  the  words  of  the 
Poet  Laureate,  men 
**  Who  never  sold  a  truth  to  serve  the  hour, 
Nor  paltered  with  Eternal  God  for  power.'* 

These  are  the  men  whom  all  the  na- 
tions, and  especially  our  own  nation, 
want.  Happy  is  the  nation  that  hath 
its  quiver  full  of  them.  They  will  be 
able  to  speak  with  their  enemies  in  the 
gate. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERT:  My  Lords, 
I  think  that  no  one  who  has  listened  to 
the  eloquent,  discursive,  and  didactic 
discourse  to  which  we  have  just  been 
treated  could  have  had  the  slightest  idea 
of  the  topics  which  were  going  to  be 
dealt  with  from  the  Notice  which  the 
noble  Duke  was  kind  enough  to  place 
upon  the  Paper.  It  has  been  my  fate 
to  bring  before  your  Lordships  on  a 
former  occasion  a  Motion  for  a  reform 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  House ;  and 
therefore  no  one  can  be  better  aware 
than  myself  of  the  extreme  occasional 
irregularity  of  those  proceedings.  But 
certainly  I  was  not  aware  that  it  was 
usual,  or  desirable,  or  consistent  with 
that  high  political  experience  with  a 
little  of  the  fruits  of  which  we  have  just 
been  favoured,  that  the  noble  Duke,  who 
has  belonged  to  so  many  Administra- 
tions, and  has  written  the  epitaph  of 
at  least  one  of  them,  when  he  has  occa- 
sion to  write  an  epitaph  on  a  late  Cabinet, 
should  have  come  down  to  call  attention 
to  the  circumstances  attending  the  recent 
change  of  Administration,  and  to  the 
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effect  of  them  on  the  political  prospects 
of  the  country.     I  ask  whether  any 
Member    of   your    Lordships'   House, 
however  experienced  or  however  acute 
he  may  be,  could  have  had  the  least 
inkling  from  that  Notice  of  the  nature 
of  the  matters  contained  in  that  most 
fruitful  and  profitable  discourse  ?    But, 
least  of  all,  your  Lordships,  had  I  the 
faintest  idea  that  a  speech  of    mine, 
delivered,  perhaps,  at  a  casual  moment, 
but  at  all  events  not  remembered  by  me 
80  well  as  by  the  noble  Duke,  was  to  form 
the  main  theme  of  his  interestiDg  oration. 
It  would,   therefore,  of  course,  be  im- 
possible for  me,  without  any  previous 
warning  or  notice  of  the  wide  political 
range  of  the  noble  Duke's  remarks,  to 
follow  him  in  a  speech  worthy  of  the 
occasion.     But  he  began,  if  I  recollect 
aright,  with  an  ample  apology  for  the 
course  he  was  going  to  take,  and  I  must 
lay  that  I   thmk  that  apology  was  not 
altogether  without  necessity.  What  was 
&e  part  which  the  noble  Duke  under- 
took to  play  on  this  occasion  ?    He  un- 
dertook to  play  the  part — he  will  excuse 
me  for  sayiog  so — of  a  sort  of  Cassandra 
of  the  Gross  Benches,  warning  the  Liberal 
Party  against  itself,  warning  the  late 
Qovemment   of  the  consequences  of  its 
action,  and  appealing  to  the  one  infal- 
lible prophet  since  whose  secession  from 
it  that  Government  had  languished  and 
perished.      I  need  not  tell  the  noble 
buke  who  that  prophet  was.    When  he 
left  the  late    Government    everything 
began  to  go  wrong  from  that  moment ; 
his  former  Colleagues  began  to  wander 
and  go  astray ;  and  it  was,  I  suppose, 
with  the  object  of  showing  how  far  they 
had  wandered  into  error  that  he  devoted 
that  part  of  his  discourse  which  was  not 
occupied  with  criticism  of  myself  to  an 
exhaustive  criticism  of  the  speeches  of 
a  late  Colleague  of  mine.      My  Lords, 
there  may  be  no  harm  in  a  Minister 
who  has  left  a  Cabinet   writing    the 
epitaph  of  that  Cabinet  on  the  earliest 
opportunity  ;  but  in  the  ample  apology 
that  he  made  for  his  speech  the  noble 
Duke  said  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  that  epitaph  should  be  written  at 
onoe.    He  will  forgive  me  if  I  say  that 
I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  it.    I  be- 
Ueve  that  the  noble  Duke  has  attempted 
to  do  what  was  attempted  in  a  famous 
Uttiversity  not  unknown  to  your  Lord- 
ships— ^the  famous  University  of  Laputa, 
where  a  learned  Professor  sought  to 


extract  sunbeams  from  cucumbers.  The 
noble  Duke  has,  in  a  similar  way,  tried 
to  extract  high  moral  sentiments  from  a 
perfectly  ordinary  situation.  The  late 
Government,  being  defeated  by  their  op- 
ponents inthe  other  House,  felt  it  incum- 
bent on  them  to  resign ;  and  I  do  not 
suppose  they  would  have  retained  the 
respect  of  a  single  person  in  the  coimtry 
if  they  had  taken  any  other  course. 
After  all,  what  is  Constitutional  govern- 
ment? It  means  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  the  right  of  expressing  an 
opinion  on  the  conduct  of  the  Gt)vern- 
ment,  and  that  the  Government  has  to 
yield  to  that  expression  of  opinion.  The 
House  of  Commons,  on  an  issue  delibe- 
rately chosen  by  their  opponents,  on  a 
field  of  battle  carefully  planned,  thought 
fit  to  place  the  late  Government  in  a 
minority.  No  one  can  complain  of  that. 
They  took  the  course  which  they  thought 
right.  But  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his 
Colleagues  resigned,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  and  his  Friends 
formed  a  new  Government.  What  is 
there  in  all  this  to  provoke  these  ful- 
minatory utterances,  these  terrible 
thunderbolts  of  debate,  from  the  noble 
Duke  ?  The  situation  is  one  which  has 
been  seen  often  even  in  my  lifetime,  and 
more  often  still  in  that  of  the  noble 
Duke.  There  may  be  something  un- 
usual to  the  noble  Duke's  mind  in  a 
Conservative  Government  holding  Office 
without  a  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Well,  in  my  lifetime  Con- 
servative Governments  have  held  place 
four  times,  and  only  on  one  occasion 
with  a  majority.  There  can,  therefore, 
be  nothing  very  abnormal  in  a  situation 
that  has  occurred  three  times  in  that 
period.  Nor  do  I  quite  see  anything  to 
call  for  this  intervention  of  the  noble 
Duke  at  the  moment  of  our  downfall, 
whatever  may  have  been  the  mistakes 
or  misfortunes  of  the  late  Government, 
of  which  he  was  once  a  Member.  The 
noble  Duke  went  into  a  fragmentary 
allusion  to  the  question  of  subject-races 
in  the  East.  I  confess,  my  Lords,  that 
I  fail  to  see  what  connection  that  had 
with  the  rest  of  his  speech,  or  with  the 
main  basis  of  his  argument.  He  then 
went  into  some  cloudy  narrative  as  to 
the  question  of  the  Navy  Estimates. 
My  noble  Friend  the  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  will  be  able  to  deal  with 
that  matter.  But  when  the  country  had 
awakened  to    the   serious   position  of 
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•affairs  in  Central  Asia,  Egypt,  and  else- 
where,  there  was  nothing  unusual  in  its 
attention  being  called  to  the  question 
of  its  naval  strength;  and  surely  it 
would  be  worse  than  futile  for  a  Liberal 
Gtovemment  to  have  refused  to  listen  to 
the  appeal  that  was  made  to  it  on  that 
sub j  ect.  My  noble  Friend  the  late  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  thought  it  his 
duty  to  respond  to  that  appeal,  and  he 
asked  for  £5,000,000 ;  and  I  do  not  see 
that  there  was  anything  connected  with 
that  proposal  which  indicated  the  dis- 
union in  the  Liberal  Cabinet  of  which 
the  noble  Duke  has  spoken.  Then  the 
noble  Duke  turned  to  the  lamentable 
state  of  affairs  which  has  existed  in  L:e- 
land.  He  said  that  our  great  condemna- 
tion was  that  land  was  not  saleable  in 
Lreland.  I  do  not  suppose  that  any- 
body will  consider  that  the  state  of  Lre- 
land is  satisfactory.  [^Laughter.']  We 
are  now  beginning  a  reign  of  peace  and 
concord  in  Ireland  under  a  Conservative 
Government,  and  that  may  be  what  has 
inspired  the  merriment  of  noble  Lords 
opposite.  As  regards  the  question  of 
Lreland,  that,  of  course,  must  be  a 
standing  difficulty.  "We  should  not  be 
able  to  deal  with  that  difficulty  by 
simply  abstract  arguments  such  as  were 
contained  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke.  What  has  happened  in  Ireland 
is  this.  There  has  been  a  great  agra- 
rian agitation,  and  that  has  been  met 
by  legislation  of  a  drastic,  vast,  and  far- 
reaching  kind.  We  must  wait  for  the 
effects  of  that  legislation,  and  see  exactly 
what  the  next  step  may  be ;  but  it  was  in 
the  contemplation  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment to  take  that  step.  We  cannot  say 
whether  it  would  have  been  success- 
ful or  not ;  but  we  may  yet  have  some 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  Ireland, 
and  then  we  shall  know  whether  or  not 
we  have  been  successful.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  come  to  that  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Duke  which  concerns  my- 
self. The  noble  Duke  dealt  with  me  in 
a  manner  for  which  I  must  thank  him 
very  warmly.  He  has  not  only  paid  me 
a  high  compliment,  but  the  much 
greater  indirect  compliment  of  having 
seemed  almost  to  have  learned  my 
speech  by  heart.  He  said  my  language 
was  solemn — and  he  made  that  a  great 
reproach — ^in  dealing  with  the  question 
of  Liberal  unity.  £  order  to  show  us 
what  Liberal  unity  ought  to  be,  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  example — I  confess  I  was 
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staggered  for  a  moment  by  it — of  the 
Aberdeen  Administration.  He  said  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  wished  to  know  what 
Liberal  unity  should  be,  let  him  recall 
to  his  mind  the  example  of  the  Aberdeen 
Ministry.'  My  Lords,  it  has  been  my 
advantage  to  know  a  good  deal  of  the 
Aberdeen  Administration  from  reading 
documents  which  are  not  all  published ; 
and  I  confess  I  felt  as  if  I  had  turned  a 
stone  when  I  heard  the  noble  Duke  cite 
the  Aberdeen  Administration  as  an  ex- 
ample of  unity  of  the  Liberal  Party.  I 
speak  with  hesitation  of  that  Adminis- 
tration in  the  presence  of  two  Members 
of  it;  but  I  always  understood  that  it 
was  always  at  sixes  and  sevens,  and  that 
it  fell,  as  the  noble  Duke  remembers, 
not  by  a  chance  explosion,  but  by  a  some- 
what deliberate  explosion  fired  by  one  of 
its  Members  at  the  most  critical  mo- 
ment of  its  existence.  Then  the  noble 
Duke  asked  how  there  could  be  Liberal 
imity  when  Mr.  Chamberlain  goes  about 
making  speeches  which  show  very  great 
variations  from  the  doctrines  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  I  do  not  think  it  a  fair 
thing  for  the  noble  Duke  to  gather  into 
his  quiver  all  the  chance  utterances,  or 
all  the  deliberate  utterances — ^I  will  give 
him  the  benefit  of  the  word— of  a 
Minister  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years,  and  to  come  down  without  pre- 
vious warning  and  pour  them  in  confu- 
sion on  an  overwhelmed  House.  I  am 
not  concerned  to  defend  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's speeches.  Mr.  Chamberlain  is  per- 
fectly able  to  defend  himself,  and  I  can- 
not say  whether  the  utterances  attributed 
to  him  are  authentic  or  not.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  things  about  the 
ransom  of  property;  but  he  subse- 
quently explained  that  utterance,  and 
said  he  meant  that  property  had  its 
duties  as  well  as  its  rights.  [A  laugh.^ 
Noble  Lords  opposite  laugh ;  but  I  be- 
lieve that  is  a  maxim  which  was  never 
laughed  at  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment before.  I  am  very  grateful  to  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  for  giving  us  so 
new  a  sensation.  If  Mr.  Chamberlain 
meant  those  violent  measures  of  spolia- 
tion which  noble  Lords  opposite  seemed 
to  imagine,  he  must  be  a  yery  self- 
denying  pohtioian,  for  he  is  a  man  of 
large  fortune ;  and  if  he  is  prepared  to 
divide  it  in  the  way  insinuated  by  the 
noble  Duke,  he  must  be  a  very  self- 
sacrificing  politician.  But,  as  I  said 
before,  I  am  not  concerned  to  defend 
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the  utterances  of  Mr.  Chamberlain.  I 
consider  it  somewhat  of  an  advantage 
that  he  is  not  here  to-day,  because  he 
would  have  answered  the  noble  Duke. 
But  the  noble  Duke,  whose  remarks  on 
the  subject  of  Mr.  Chamberlain  I  now 
leave,  warned  me  agcdnst  bilious  ran- 
cour in  political  controversy.  He  said 
political  jaundice  was  a  thing  to  be 
avoided,  and  he  gave  warning ;  and  one 
striking  example  was  the  way  in  which 
he  dealt  with  Mr.  Chamberlain.  From 
the  beginning  of  his  speech  to  the  end 
was  one  of  the  most  striking  examples 
of  the  peculiar  form  of  political  jaun- 
dice against  which  he  warned  me.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  have  anything  more  to 
say  on  my  particular  part  of  the  dis- 
cussion raised  by  the  noble  Duke.  I 
quite  admit  that  there  are  variations 
in  the  speeches  delivered  by  different 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party ;  but  I 
should  bo  Tory  grateful  to  the  noble 
Buke  if  he  will  tell  me  if  they  ever 
professed  to  speak  with  one  utterance, 
one  trumpet,  and  one  tone.  There  have 
always  been  sections  in  the  Liberal 
Party;  the  Badical  section,  the  Left 
Centre,  and  the  Whig  section ;  and  there 
have  been  a  section  of  seers  who  belong 
to  no  particular  section,  but  who  equally 
rebuke  and  chastise  them  all.  But  even 
in  these  circumstances  it  has  never  been 
found  difficult  to  conduct  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  That  has  never 
been  rendered  impossible  because  one 
Member  of  the  Party  went  faster  or 
slower  than  another.  The  noble  Duke 
rebukes  me  very  much  for  saying  that 
my  definition  of  Liberalism  was  '*  move- 
ment with  and  in  front  of  national 
movements."  Well,  my  Lords,  I  am 
quite  willing  to  adhere  to  that  definition. 
1  do  not  mean  fortuitous  or  occasional, 
or  temporary  national  movements,  but 
great  national  movements  which  are  un- 
mistakable, and  which,  if  we  do  not 
place  ourselves  in  front  of  them  or  move 
with  them,  will  move  over  us.  What 
are  we  to  say  just  now,  when  we  are  in 
the  midst  of  a  new  and  great  demo- 
cratic wave  ?  Are  we  to  put  ourselves 
out  of  harmony  with  it,  even  if  it  were 
desirable  to  do  so  ?  We  find  ourselves 
face  to  face  with  a  great  democratic  con- 
stituency. It  has  been  passed  by  the 
agreement  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 
Is  it  possible,  under  these  circumstances, 
to  do  anything  but  accept  my  definition 
of  liberal  unity  ?    Take  the  example 


of  noble  Lords  opposite.  A  month  ago 
were  they  so  violently  in  favour  of  doing 
without  special  legislation  m  Ireland? 
And  yet  the  noble  Duke  addresses  all  his 
protests  to  the  Liberal  Party.  Has  he 
no  candid  words  to  say  to  the  otlier 
side  ?  Are  all  his  condemnations  re- 
served for  his  own  Party  and  the  family 
circle  in  which  he  moves  ?  It  does  seem 
a  little  hard  that  in  the  language  of  re- 
buke so  freely  administered  to  us  not  a 
single  syllable  has  been  addressed  to 
noble  Lords  opposite.  They  know,  at 
any  rate,  if  the  noble  Duke  does  not, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  move  with  national 
movements.  As  he  does  not,  let  me  say 
without  presumption  that  the  umbrella 
of  Liberal  unity,  of  which  he,  as  well  as 
myself,  has  spoken,  will  not  be  found  in 
his  custody ;  and,  if  I  may  say  so  with- 
out undue  retort,  I  fear  that  wherever 
the  ark  of  Liberal  unity  may  be  found 
it  will  not  be  at  Inverary. 

Lord  TEUEO  said,  that  the  Liberal 
Party  consisted  of  a  number  of  men  who 
entertained  Badical  opinions,  and  of  a 
large  number  who  belonged  to  what  was 
originally  called  the  Whig  Party,  and 
who  objected  to  those  extreme  opinions. 
The  utterances. 6f  a  Member  of  the  late 
Government  at  Birmingham  were  pro- 
nounced by  himself  to  be  his  own  private 
opinions,  and  to  be  distinct  from  those 
which  he  had  urged  in  the  Cabinet.  It 
was  not  unnatural  that  a  large  number 
of  the  moderate  section  of  the  Liberal 
Party  should  be  indignant  at  his  taking 
so  unusual  a  course.  There  was  no 
doubt  whatever  that  to  a  large  part  of 
the  moderate  Liberal  Party  the  forma- 
tion of  the  late  Government  did  not  give 
satisfaction  ;  and  he  very  much  doubted 
whether,  if  another  Liberal  Government 
were  formed  on  the  same  standard,  it 
would  receive  that  amount  of  earnest 
moderate  Liberal  support  which  previous 
Liberal  Governments  had  enjoyed.  It 
was  perfectly  clear  that  it  was  intended 
to  have  in  the  late  Cabinet  not  only  men 
of  moderate  Liberal  views,  but  men  of 
extreme  Eadical  opinions.  Prom  the 
Government  point  of  view  it  was  a  suc- 
cess, as  it  returned  a  Minister  to  power 
with  an  overwhelming  majority.  But  it 
was  always  an  evil  to  have  a  Government 
with  an  overwhelming  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  should  be  a 
sufficient  majority  to  leave  no  doubt  as 
to  the  sentiments  of  the  country;  but 
when  they  had  a  Ministry  supported  by 
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an  overwhelming  majority,  there  oonld 
be  no  doubt  that  a  feeling  of  apprehen- 
sion was  created  in  the  country  that  the 
GoTomment  would  have  power  to  silence 
the  minority,  and  pass  measures  to 
which  a  great  section  of  the  people  were 
hostile.  A  feeble  Opposition  was  a 
very  great  calamity,  and  never  had 
that  been  so  strongly  illustrated  as  in 
recent  circumstances,  when  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  Opposition  had  not  that 
strength  and  did  not  show  that  amount 
of  vigour  which  enabled  it  any  way 
whatever  to  control  the  acts  and  mea- 
sures of  the  Liberal  Party.  He  could 
not  but  hope  the  Members  of  the  late 
Gbvemment  would  take  a  lesson  from 
their  Predecessors  in  Opposition.  He 
oould  not  agree  with  the  noble  Duke  in 
lamenting  the  fall  of  the  late  Adminis- 
tration. It  was,  he  believed,  a  great 
advantage  to  the  country  that  there 
should  be  a  lull  before  the  General  Elec- 
tion, in  order  that  people  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  past.  The 
present  interregnum  would  afford  a 
breathing  space,  which,  he  trusted,  would 
be  utilized  in  such  a  way  that  men  of 
knowledge  and  experience,  and  not  men 
of  fiery  opinions,  would  be  returned  at 
the  approaching  elections. 

BAST   INDIA   LOAN  (£10,000,000)  BILL. 

{Th$  Lord  Harrit.) 

(no.    164.)       SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  UNDER  SEORETABY  of  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Lord  Harris),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  it  gave  powers  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council  to  raise  in  the 
United  Kingdom  any  sum  or  sums  not 
exceeding  £10,000,000  by  the  creation 
and  issue  of  bonds,  debentures,  or  capital 
stock  bearing  interest ;  and  it  was  based 
on  the  Land  Act  of  1879,  which  was 
similarly  based  on  previous  East  India 
Loan  Acts.  The  need  for  these  powers 
had  arisen  from  the  following  circum- 
stances. In  1884  the  Select  Committee 
on  East  India  Railway  Communication 
reported  that — 

"They  considered  the  evidenoe  in  favour  of 
a^  more  rapid  extennon  of  railway  commonica- 
tion  to  he  concluBive ; " 

and  soon  after  that  Beport  was  issued 
proposals  were  received  from  the  Go- 
yemmont  of  India  for  a  scheme  of  Fron- 

Lord  Truro 


tier  railways  and  roads,  estimated  to 
cost  £5,000,000,  while  at  the  same  time 
they  urged  the  rapid  construction  of  lines 
needed  rather  for  commercial  purposes 
and  development  of  the  country,  and  its 
protection  against  famine.  The  noble 
Earl  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
therefore  was  doubly  urged  to  render 
the  Government  of  India  every  assist- 
ance he  could  in  pushing  on  these  public 
works.  Now,  the  Gbvemment  of  India 
had  the  power  to  borrow  in  India,  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  but  without  coming  to 
Parliament,  and  for  use  in  public  works ; 
but  their  power  of  spending  borrowed 
money  on  public  works  was  limited  to 
250  lakhs  of  rupees  in  one  year,  and  this 
Bill  in  no  way  deprived  them  of  that 
power.  They  were  still  at  liberty  to 
borrow  in  India  in  preference  to  Eng- 
land when  the  state  of  the  Market  ren- 
dered it  advisable ;  but  what  the  noble 
Earl  had  to  consider — and  he  believed 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  in  no  way 
disagreed  with  him  in  carrying  out  the 
suggestions  of  the  Government  of  India 
in  the  Select  Committee — ^was  not  only 
what  might  be  the  manifest  and  imme- 
diate needs  of  India  in  the  construction, 
of  public  works,  and  what  extra  interest 
on  borrowed  money  the  finances  of  India 
could  bear,  but  also  what  amount  the 
Money  Market  was  likely  to  be  able  to 
provide  at  a  fair  rate  of  interest.  He 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  instead  of 
250  lakhs  the  Indian  Government  might 
be  allowed  to  spend  350  lakhs  on  public 
works  in  one  year  from  borrowed  funds ; 
any  further  outlay  deemed  necessary 
must  be  met  from  surplus  Bevenue. 
Then,  looking  at  the  manifest  need  that 
this  scheme  of  Frontier  railways  and 
roads  should  be  prosecuted  with  the 
utmost  vigour,  that  no  interruption 
should  occur  from  any  uncertainty  as  to 
what  sums  of  money  might  be  forth- 
coming, and  as  far  as  possible  that 
the  other  works  contemplated,  which 
amounted  to  about  4,000  miles  of  rail- 
way, should  also  be  pressed  forward,  he 
decided  to  ask  Parliament  to  grant  the 
powers  given  under  this  Bill.  At  the 
same  time,  although  it  was  intended  to 
use  these  powers  for  public  works,  it 
might  be  very  inconvenient  if  any  pledge 
were  given  that  they  should  not  be  used 
for  general  purposes.  Previous  to  the 
placing  on  the  Market  on  Wednesday  of 
a  loun  of  £3,500,000  the  Secretary  of 
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State  had  powers,  under  previous  Loan 
Acts,  of  borrowing  £7,000,000.  Now,  by 
the  flotation  of  that  loan,  those  powers 
were  reduced  to  £3,600,000.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  felt  that  that  margin  was 
not  sufficient.  A  sudden  pressure  arising 
from  external  causes  or  from  internal, 
such  as  famine,  at  a  moment  when  Par- 
liament was  not  sitting,  might  place  the 
Government  of  India  in  such  straits  as 
might  be  most  disadvantageous  to  the 
welfare  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
British  India.  Therefore,  though  it 
was  intended  to  use  these  powers  for 
public  works,  no  pledge  to  that  effect 
was  given.  But  it  might  be  asked  if 
the  Government  of  India  had  the  power 
to  borrow  in  India  up  to  350  lakhs  in 
one  year  for  public  works.'  Why  should 
they  not  do  so  ?  There  was  nothing  in 
this  Bill  to  prevent  their  doing  so,  and, 
undoubtedly,  when  the  Market  there 
was  more  favourable,  and  they  had  fair 
prospects  of  the  loan  being  taken  up, 
they  would  do  so ;  but  we  were  face  to 
face  with  this  fact — that  notwithstanding 
the  absorption  by  India  of  large  quan- 
tities of  specie,  at  present  the  capitalists 
of  that  country  showed  a  decided  pre- 
ference for  loans  on  mortgage  bearing 
a  far  higher  rate  of  interest  than  it  was 
necessary  for  us  to  give,  or  in  the 
exceedingly  unremunerative  forms  of 
hoards  or  ornaments.  That  want  of  con- 
fidence would,  it  was  to  be  hoped,  by 
degrees  pass  away ;  but  until  it  did,  or 
until  the  completion  of  such  works  as 
the  Calcutta  and  Bombay  Docks  and  the 
Madras  Harbour,  which  had  attracted 
Indian  supplies  of  money,  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  would  undoubtedly  have 
to  look  to  this  country  for  some,  perhaps 
all,  of  tho  money  it  was  permitted  to 
spend  on  public  works  in  each  year. 
These  powers  would  only  be  put  in  force 
when  there  were  not  sufficient  funds 
from  surplus  Bevenue  to  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  year.  It  was  hoped 
that  the  Frontier  Works,  on  which  the 
£5,000,000  were  to  be  spent,  might  be 
completed  in  four  years.  They  included 
175  miles  of  railway  from  Nari  to  Shebo. 
with  a  branch  to  Quetta,  costing  about 
£2,000,000  sterling;  361  miles  of  rail- 
way from  Lala  Musa,  with  branch  to 
the  Indus,  costing  about  £2,000,000 
sterling ;  five  miles  of  Perozepore  bridge, 
opposite  Dera  Ghazi  Khan  to  Sher 
Shah,  costing  about  £400,000  eterling; 


250  miles  of  road  from  Dera  Ghazi 
Khan  to  Fishin  plateau,  costing  about 
£200,000  sterling;  190  miles  of  road 
from  Dera  Ismail  Khan  to  Kushalgarh, 
costing  about  £300,000  sterling.  Before 
sitting  down  he  wished  to  refer  to  one 
circumstance  arising  out  of  the  Frontier 
needs  of  British  India.  It  was  thought 
their  prosecution  would  probably  defer 
for  a  time  the  completion  of  those 
works,  which,  as  being  a  protection 
against  famine,  were  called  protective 
works.  That,  if  it  proved  to  be  necessary, 
was  a  matter  of  infinite  regret;  for, 
however  great  might  be  the  horrors  of 
war,  they  could  not  exceed  the  horrors 
of  famine.  Still,  it  must  be  clearly 
recognized  that  for  the  welfare  of  India, 
the  protection  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
and  for  the  encouragement  of  trade, 
these  Frontier  lines  were  of  paramount 
importance. 

Mbvedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—{The  Lord  JTarrii.) 

Thk  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said, 
he  must  congratulate  the  noble  Lord 
upon  the  complete  knowledge  he  had 
shown  of  the  subject,  and  upon  the 
ability  he  had  displayed  in  so  readily 
grasping  a  very  complicated  question. 
He,  in  common  with  the  noble  Lord, 
regretted  the  unfortunate  necessity  under 
which  the  Government  lay  at  the  pre- 
sent time  in  having  to  economize  in  the 
expenditure  for  public  works ;  but  that 
had  been  rendered  unavoidable  by  the 
extraordinary  outlay  in  consequence  of 
the  condition  of  the  foreign  affairs  of  the 
Empire.  His  noble  Friend  the  Viceroy 
might  be  trusted  to  exercise  the  wisest 
and  most  prudent  economy.  Above  all 
it  was  essential  that  they  should  have  a 
sound  finance  in  India,  and  he  should 
never  view  with  satisfaction  any  system 
which  rested  merely  on  borrowing.  But, 
in  the  present  circumstances,  borrowing 
could  not  be  avoided;  and,  whatever 
might  be  said  on  the  question  of  obtain- 
ing the  money  in  England  or  in  India, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  in  the  pre- 
sent financial  condition  of  the  latter 
country  it  would  be  impossible  to  place 
ou  the  Money  Market  tnere  the  amount 
necessary  for  the  conduct  of  the  admi- 
nistration. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 
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CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

LoBB  BEAYE  called  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  fact 
that  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  on  the  law  relating  to  the 
protection  of  minors  was  sent  to  the 
Commons  as  far  back  as  25th  August 
1881,  and  that  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill,  founded  on  the  evidence  con- 
tained in  that  Report,  is  not  yet  passed 
into  law,  and  inquired.  Whether  there 
is  an  intention  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 

i'esty's  Government  to  proceed  with  the 
)ill  at  the  earliest  possible  date  ;  also  to 
inquire  whether,  considering  the  nature 
of  the  evidence  in  the  Lords  Report  of 
1881,  showing  an  existing  state  of  things 
in  London  which,  but  for  such  Report, 
would  have  been  considered  incredible, 
and  considering  also  the  incessant  peti- 
tions presented  to  Parliament  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  make  efiforts  to  pass  it  without 
delay,  even  if  a  prolongation  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  for  some  days  be  necessary 
for  the  passing  thereof  ? 

Thb  PAYMASTER  GENERAL 
(Earl  Beatjchamp),  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  doubtless  learned 
from  the  ordinary  channels  of  informa- 
tion that  the  Home  Secretary  had  stated 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  the  Bill  with  certain  modi- 
fications, and  that  he  would  on  Tuesday 
state  their  character  and  extent.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  when  those  modifica- 
tions were  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons  that  House  would,  with  the 
least  possible  delay,  proceed  with  the 
Bill  in  the  earnest  hope  that  it  might  bo 
passed  into  law  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

WATERWORKS   CL.VU8ES  ACT   (1847) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

Select  Committee  on:  The  Lords  following 
were  nam«d  of  the  Committee  : 
E.  Milltown.  L.  Carrington. 

E.  Brownlow.  L.  Hartismere. 

L.  Monson.  L.  Sudley. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Seven 

o* clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  lOth  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— New  Member    Sworx  — Right 

Honble.  William    Thackeray   Marriott,  for 

Brighton. 
Su  PPL Y—  considered  in  Commit Ue—n,  p. 
Ways   and  "hlzAys— considered  in  Committee  — 

Resolution  [July  9J  reported. 
Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First   Heading  — 

Exchequer     and     Treasury    Bills*    (3291; 

Cholera  Hospitals  (Ireland)  •  [231]  ;  Public 

Health  (Ships,  &c.)  •  [2301, 
First  Reading — Elementary  Education   Provi- 
sional   Orders    Confirmation    (Birmingham, 

&c.)*[228]. 
Second  Readiny-^SummBiTj  Jurisdiction  (Term 

of  Imprisonment)  •   [180] ;  National  Debt  • 

[172]. 
Committee — Report —  Th  ird    Reading — Turnpike 

Acts  Continuance*  [218];  Yorkshire  Reg^- 

tries  *  [211],  Slxi^  passed. 
Third  Reading— IjogbI  Loans  (Sinking  Funds)  * 

[189],  diSidi  passed* 

QUESTIONS. 


BONDS  FOR  LOANS  ISSUED  BY  LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES. 

Mr.  STEWAET  MACLIVER  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  practice,  by  local  authorities 
under  his  jurisdiction,  of  issuing  bonds 
for  loans  signed  by  the  clerk  only  (who 
also  keeps  the  seal) ;  and,  whether,  in 
the  public  interest,  some  additional  pre- 
cautions should  not  be  adopted  in  deal- 
ing with  those  securities  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAIj 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoitr)  :  Sir,  there  is  no  authority  for 
the  issue  of  securities  under  the  signa- 
ture of  the  clerk  alone.  Any  such  secu- 
rity must  be  under  the  seal  of  the  Local 
Authority ;  and  it  appears  to  the  Board 
that  such  arrangements  should  be  made 
by  the  Local  Authorities,  that  the  seal 
should  not  be  under  the  exclusive  con- 
trol of  the  clerk.  Any  such  precautions 
as  are  necessary  are  within  the  powers  of 
the  authorities  without  further  legisla- 
tion. 

NAVY- THE  DOCKYARDS— DUTY  PAY. 

Mb.  STEWART  MACLIVER  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  How 
many  men  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
are  in  receipt  of  the  **  duty-pay"  au- 
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tliOTised  to  be  paid  to  them,  and  how 
many  clerks  receive  it  at  Whitehall  ? 

The  first  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  :  Sir, 
in  the  London  Establishments  there  are 
about  70  duty-pay  places  held  by  Lower 
Division  clerks.  In  the  Dockyards  there 
are  no  Lower  Division  clerks  employed 
at  all.  The  clerical  staff  consists  of 
Higher  Division  clerks,  who  are  paid 
on  the  Playfair  scheme,  and  Dockyard 
writers,  mechanic  and  otherwise.  A 
Departmental  Committee  was  appointed 
by  the  late  Board  to  fix  the  number  of 
writers  to  be  allowed  as  a  settled  Estab- 
lishment, and  to  report  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  granting  duty-pay  to  this  class 
of  employia.  The  C!ommittee  completed 
their  labours  some  months  back.  The 
late  Board  had  the  Eeport  of  this  Com- 
mittee under  their  review ;  but  as  it  con- 
tained references  to  the  Higher  Division 
staff,  and  necessitated  further  references 
and  re-references,  nodecision  was  arrived 
at  when  they  left  office.  We  hope  shortly 
to  take  the  matter  up. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-THE  BALTI- 
MORE AND  SKIBBEREEN  MAIL 
SERVICE. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  (for  Mr.  Deasy)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether,  on 
account  of  the  large  number  of  men  en- 
gaged in  fishing  at  Baltimore,  county 
Cork,  the  present  Mail  Service  between 
there  and  Skibbereen  will  be  continued 
until  Ist  September  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Manners),  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  were  no  grounds  for  continu* 
ing  the  present  special  service  beyond 
the  14th  instant.  It  was  considered 
that  the  ordinary  service  would  suffice 
after  that  date. 

POST    OFFICE   SAVINGS  BANK— LIMI- 
TATION OF  DEPOSITS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  prac- 
tical inconvenience  and  hindrance  to 
thrift  caused  by  the  regulations  which 
limit  deposits  in  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  to  £30  in  any  one  year ;  prevent 
a  redeposit  after  withdrawal  of  the 
original  deposit  in  the  same  year ;  re- 
strict the  maximum  sum  which  may  be 
invested  in  public  securities  at  one 
time  through  the  Post  Office  to  £100; 


and  the  maximum  sum  which  may  be 
deposited  to  £200 ;  to  the  fact  that  in 
many  thousands  of  parishes  there  is  no 
bank  excepting  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank;  and,  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  favourably  consider 
the  expediency  of  raising  the  limit  in 
the  first  case  to  £50,  and  in  the  second 
and  third  cases  to  £300  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Manners),  in  reply,  said, 
that,  since  1880,  there  had  been  two 
efforts  made  in  Parliament  in  the  direc- 
tion suggested  by  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member;  but  both  these  efforts 
were  defeated  by  the  opposition  raised 
in  that  House.  Therefore,  although  he 
entirely  concurred  in  the  desirability  of 
raising  the  limit  of  savings  bank  de- 
posits, he  feared  that,  in  view  of  the 
circumstances,  it  would  be  quite  hope- 
less to  make  any  attempt  in  that  direc- 
tion during  what  remained  of  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAKD)— THE  GENE- 
RAL POST  OFFICE,  DUBLIN— SUB- 
STITUTION  OF  GAS  ENGINES  FOR 
STEAM. 

Me.  sexton  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  gas  engines  have 
been  substituted  for  steam  engines  for 
the  working  of  the  pneumatic  system  in 
the  General  Post  Office,  Dublin ;  whe- 
ther it  is  admitted  that  the  steam  en- 
gines gave  satisfaction,  and  that  the 
Technical  Department  and  Mr.  Preeoe, 
chief  electrician  to  the  Post  Office,  re- 
ported against  the  change;  if  this  be 
so,  why  was  the  alteration  made;  was 
the  work  carried  out  by  private  tender, 
or  was  it  publicly  advertised ;  what  was 
the  cost  of  the  alteration ;  how  the  new 
engines  have  been  found  to  work  ;  and, 
whether  the  cost  of  their  maintenance 
is  not  greater  than  that  of  the  steam 
engines? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Manners),  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  gas  engines  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  Irish  Office  of  Works,  who 
paid  the  costs  of  maintenance,  except 
the  wages  of  the  attendants. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— SALARIES  OF 

PRISON  WARDERS. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Irish  Government  have  agreed  to 
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the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  that  the  salaries  of 
warders  in  Irish  prisons  should  he  in- 
creased ;  and,  if  so,  how  soon  it  will 
take  effect  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke):  The  Govern- 
ment will  be  prepared  to  give  favour- 
able consideration  to  this  recommenda- 
tion when  the  time  is  ripe  for  doing  so  ; 
but  that  mainly  depends  upon  the  larger 
question  of  the  consolidation  of  prisons, 
which  the  Royal  Commission  have  also 
recommended,  and' which  is  now  being 
dealt  with. 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  when  he  comes  to  con- 
sider this  question,  to  bear  in  mind  that 
it  has  been  in  suspense  for  the  greater 
part  of  a  year,  and,  to  ordinary  minds, 
appears  to  be  ripe  for  settlement  now. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
CEOYDON  AND  WEST  BROMWXCH 

SCHOOL  BOARDS. 
SiE  ARTHUR  BASS  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  the  Government  intend  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  relating  to  the  Croy- 
don and  West  Bromwioh  School  Boards, 
in  accordance  with  the  promise  given  by 
the  late  Vice  President  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope):  Yes, 
Sir;  we  propose  to  introduce  a  short 
Bill  dealing  with  the  cases  of  Croydon 
and  of  West  Bromwich.  We  wish,  at 
the  same  time,  to  legislate  upon  a  matter 
which  has  been  much  pressed  upon  us, 
and  to  take  powers  to  the  Education 
Department  to  divide  the  enormous 
School  Board  Division  of  Lambeth  into 
two  parts.  The  Bill  will  probably  be 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

MADAGASCAR— PROTECTION  TO  PER- 
SON AND  PROPERTY  OF  BRITISH 
SUBJECTS. 

Sir  HAERT  VERNEY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  What  pro- 
tection there  is  in  the  waters  of  Mada- 
gascar to  the  persons  and  property  of 
English  residents  in  the  Island  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Ritchie)  :  Sir,  the  Senior 
Officer  on  the  Coast  of  Madagascar  is 
intrusted  with  the  protection  of  British 
lives  and  property.  The  Kin^fiihw  and 
Dragon  are  on  the  Zanzibar  division. 
The  Dragon  was  at  Tamatave  on  June  1 6. 

Mr.  Sexton 


THE  GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  ACT- 
LORD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  still 
adheres  to  the  opinion  which  he  ex- 
pressed on  the  3rd  of  June  last,  at  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  that  a  Parliamentary 
inquiry  into  the  Government  of  India 
Act  is  "an  eflfectual  and  effective  part  of 
the  policy  now  so  absolutely  necessary 
to  strengthening  the  British  hold  upon 
India ; ''  and,  if  so,  what  steps  he  pro- 
poses to  take  to  carry  out  that  policy  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Lord  Eandolph  Chukohill)  : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that,  as  far  as  I  am  personally  con- 
cerned, I  agree  entirely  with  the  view  I 
expressed  on  the  Srd  of  June  last  with 
regard  to  a  Parliamentary  inquiry  into 
the  Gbvernment  of  India  Act.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  take  that  reply 
as  in  any  way  committing  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  who  have  as  yet  had  no 
opportunity  of  collectively  considering 
this  very  important  matter. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN :  WiU  the  noble 
Lord,  in  some  way  before  the  end 
of  the  Session,  endeavour  to  make  a 
statement  to  the  House  as  to  the  re- 
forms of  the  Goyernment  of  India  which 
he  is  prepared  to  carry  out  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  :  I  hope  that  possibly,  when  I 
have  the  honour  of  addressing  the  House 
on  the  Indian  Budget,  I  may  be  able  to 
allude  to  this  matter;  but  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  any  appointment 
of  a  Commission  this  Session  is  obviously 
impossible. 

EGYPT— M.  OIJVIER  PAIN. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  any  communications  have 
passed  between  the  Goyernment  and 
Captain  G.  F.  Wilson,  R.E.,  with  re- 
spect to  the  proclamation  alleged  to 
have  been  issued  by  Captain  Wilson, 
offering  a  reward  for  the  capture  of  M. 
Olivier  Pain,  dead  or  alive? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  No,  Sir;  no 
communications  whatever  have  passed 
between  the  Government  and  Captain 
Wilson,  R.E.  The  Government  could 
only  in  such  a  case  communicate  with 
the  General  in  command  of  the  Expedi- 
tion, and  this  was  done,  with  the  result 
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which  1  liave    already  stated   to  the 
House. 

EGYPT-THE  SOUDAN  —  EVACUATION 
OF  DONGOLA. 
Mb,    WINGFIELD    DIGBY  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  provision  was  made  by 
the  late  Government  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  population  of  the  province 
of  Dongola,  which  has  migrated  from 
that  province  since  the  late  Government 
determined  upon  its  evacuation  ? 
The  UNDER  SECEETAEY  or  STATE 
(Mr.  Boxtbkb)  :  None,  Sir. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— THE  "PALL  MALL 

GAZETTE  "—OBJECTIONABLE 

ARTICLES. 

Mb.  ALBEET  GBEY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  can  assure  the  House 
that  orders  have  been  given  to  the  Police 
to  use  the  utmost  possible  exertions 
allowable  by  Law  to  suppress  the 
abominations  revealed  by  The  Pall  Mall 
BoMtie  :  and,  whether  the  Government 
wiU  introduce  into  the  Oriminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill  such  amendments  as 
may,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Oificors 
of  the  Grown,  be  necessary  to  secure 
that  the  perpetrators  and  abettors  of 
such  abominations  be  brought  to  jus- 
tice? 

Tmi  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  E. 
AssHEToir  Gross)  :  The  orders  given  to 
the  Metropolitan  Police  are  that,  on 
sufficient  information  given  to  them, 
every  exertion  allowable  by  law  is  to  be 
used  to  suppress  the  alleged  practices. 
The  existing  law,  supplemented  by  the 
main  clauses  of  the  Oriminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill,  which  was  read  a  second 
time  last  night,  is,  in  the  opinion  of 
myself  and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard 
Webster),  sufficient  to  bring  to  justice 
the  perpetrators  of  such  abominations. 

PUBLIO  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS) -THE 
WESTMINSTER  SEWER. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  unanimous  Eeport  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  18th  July  last,  to 
the  effect  that 

"Evidence  has  been  given  .  .  .  that  the 
local  sewer  wder  the  control  of  the  Westmin- 


ster District  Board  of  Works  emits  most  offen- 
sive smells  from  time  to  time,  and  your  Gom« 
mittee  are  of  opinion  that  steps  should  be  taken 
by  the  local  authority  to  put  an  end  to  a  nuisance 
of  a  very  serious  character ; " 

if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  sub- 
sequent Eeport  upon  the  subject  by 
Major  Hector  TuUoch;  if  he  is  aware 
that  yesterday  an  escape  of  sewer  gas 
took  place  at  the  ventilator  over  the 
point  of  junction  between  the  sewer  of 
the  Westminster  District  Board  and  that 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  at 
the  entrance  to  New  Palace  Yard,  which 
caused  inconvenience  to  Members  and 
officers  of  the  House,  and  to  the  public ; 
and,  if,  should  that  be  bis  opinion,  he 
will  inform  the  Metropolitan  Board  and 
the  District  Board  that,  in  addition  to  the 
temporary  measures  taken  yesterday, 
permanent  works  will  be  required  in 
order  to  prevent  recurrence  of  danger  to 
health? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BaIaFOUe)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  of  the  communications  which 
were  addressed  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  and  the  Westminster  District 
Board  of  Works  on  the  subject  of  the 
Report  of  Major  TuUoch,  on  the  inquiry 
which  he  undertook  in  consequence  of 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee.  I 
have  abeady  addressed  communications 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  and  District 
Board,  asking  for  information  as  to  the 
action  which  has  been  taken,  and  which 
is  proposed  to  be  taken,  with  the  view 
of  preventing  the  escape  of  sewer  gas 
which  is  complained  of.  Anything  that 
I  can  do  to  insure  the  matter  receiving 
prompt  attention  from  those  who  are 
responsible  for  the  sanitary  arrange- 
ments of  the  district  will,  of  course,  be 
done. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  —  THE 
VOTING  LISTS— OMISSION  OP  RECI- 
PIENTS OP  POOR  LAW  MEDICAL  RE- 
LIEF. 

Me.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  he  is  aware  that  the  overseers 
are  now  engaged  in  preparing  the  voting 
lists  for  Parliamentary  elections,  and 
that  in  many  districts  they  are  omitting 
the  names  of  those  who  have  received 
medical  relief ;  and,  if  he  will  cause  a 
memorandum  to  be  issued  from  his  De- 
partment directing  the  overseers  to  put 
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the  names  referred  to  on  the  lists,  leav- 
ing^ it  to  the  revising  barristers  to  deter- 
mine as  to  the  validity  of  the  votes  ? 

Mr.  lewis  asked  whether  the  duties 
of  the  overseers  were  not  prescribed  by 
Act  of  Parliament  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
Foxm) ;  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Berry  (Mr.  Lewis)  has  really  sug- 
gested the  answer  to  the  Question. 
However  desirable  it  may  be,  as  to 
which  I  express  no  opinion,  it  is  alto- 
gether impossible  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  do  as  the  hon.  Member 
forlpswioh  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  suggests. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  overseers  under  the 
statute  to  include  only  in  their  lists 
persons  who,  under  the  existing  law,  are 
entitled  to  be  registered  as  voters ;  and 
the  Local  Government  Board  have  no 
authority  whatever  to  give  directions  to 
the  overseers  to  prepare  the  lists  other- 
wise than  in  accordance  with  the  statu- 
tory requirements. 

Mr.  JESSE  OOLUNGS  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
call  the  attention  of  the  overseers  to  the 
subject  by  way  of  recommendation,  in- 
stead of  a  legal  requirement  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  :  It  is  not  the 
practice  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  recommend  officers  to  perform  acts 
contrary  to  statute. 

Mr.  JESSE  OOLUNGS  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that,  in  many  cases,  the  overseers 
were  making  out  the  lists  with  these 
voters  on;  and,  whether,  seeing  that 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween the  officers  on  the  subject,  he 
would  alter  his  opinion  as  to  what  was 
being  done  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT:  No,  Sir;  I  do 
not  think  I  can. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
seeing  that  the  voters  in  question  would 
be  left  off  the  list,  and  that  the  20th  of 
the  month  would  be  the  last  day  for 
making  claims,  and  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Medical  Relief)  Bill 
was  down  for  Tuesday,  the  14th,  leav- 
ing only  six  days  to  get  through  with 
it,  he  would  give  all  possible  facilities 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  on  that 
day? 

Thb  OHANCELLORof  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Sir  MiCHiJEL  Hioks-Bkaoh):  Sir, 

Mf'  Jeise  Colling% 


I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  the  matter  is 
quite  so  pressing  as  the  hon.  Member 
has  stated ;  but  I  know  that  it  is  press- 
ing, and  we  shall  take  care  to  deal  with 
it  as  soon  as  we  can,  in  order  to  avoid 
every  possible  inconvenience  arising 
out  of  the  fact  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  his  previous  Question  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that 
this  was  a  question  of  hours,  and  he 
should  like  to  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  give  a  positive  promise 
with  regard  to  proceeding  with  Uie  Bill 
on  Tuesday  ?  He  would  repeat  the 
Question  on  Monday,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  answer  it  now. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  shall  be  quite  prepared  to 
answer  the  Question  on  Monday. 

THB   IRISH    LAND    COMMISSION— AP- 
PLICATION  FOR  FAIR  RENT  AND 

APPEALS. 
Mr.  MARUM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  following  statement  in  the  Press, 
in  reference  to  the  recent  Return  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion:— 

''At  the  dose  of  the  month  of  April  the 
total  number  of  applications  to  hare  fair  rents 
fixed  was  121,891,  and  the  total  disposed  of 
was  115,528.  leaying  6,363  still  to  be  heard. 
The  appeal  business  is  in  a  still  more  unsatis- 
factory state.  Only  143  cases  were  heard 
during  the  month,  leaving  the  large  number  of 
9,923  still  to  be  decided.  In  their  task  of 
getting  through  these  appeals  the  Land  Com- 
missioners are  likely  to  be  very  much  assisted 
by  the  suitors  themselves  of  tikese  Courts,  for 
the  number  withdrawn  every  month  is  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  the  number  heard,  a  fact 
not  to  be  wondered  at,  considering  that  several 
appeals  have  been  now  awaiting  trial  for  two 
years ;  " 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  take  into  consideration  the 
propriety  of  devising  some  means  to 
remedy  this  delay  of  suitors  and  frus- 
tration of  justice  in  the  Land  Commia- 
sion  Courts  in  Ireland  ? 

The  chief  SECEETABY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke)  :  I  explained 
yesterday,  in  answer  to  a  Question, 
how  matters  stand  with  regard  to  origi- 
nal applications  before  the  Land  Com- 
mission. The  total  number  of  appeals 
pendinfi^  from  both  Sub-Commissions  and 
Civil   Sill  Courts  on  the  30th   ultimo 
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was  9,316,  of  which  number  about  900 
have  been  lodged  for  more  than  two 
years.  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  withdrawals  have  considerably 
increased  since,  under  new  rules,  valua- 
tions for  the  use  of  the  Appeal  Court 
must  be  paid  for  by  suitors.  This  is 
not  a  satisfactory  state  of  affairs,  and 
calls  for  further  consideration  on  the 
part  of  the  Government. 

NAVY— FINANCIAL  ADMINISTRATION 

OF  THE  ADMIRALTY— THE  VOTE 

OF  CREDIT. 

Mb.  STEWART  MACLIVER  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther, after  the  statement  made  on  Thurs- 
day by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
showing  an  excess  of  £500,000  over  the 
Estimates  previously  given  to  the  House, 
a  Parliaraentary  inquiry  as  to  the  finan- 
cial affairs  of  the  Admiralty  should  not 
be  instituted  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Gkorgb  Hamilton)  :  Sir, 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
institute  an  inquiry  into  the  excess  of 
the  expenditure  at  the  Admiralty  over 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  and  the  exact  shape 
and  scope  of  the  inquiry  is  at  present 
under  consideration. 

MEDICAL  RELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 
BEMOVAL  BILL. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks  -  Beach)  : 
Having  consulted  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  which  I  had  not  the  opportunity 
of  doing  before,  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  supplement  what  I  stated 
just  now  on  the  subject  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Jesse 
Oollings).  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  very  carefully  considered  the  ques- 
tion of  medical  relief,  and  having  so 
considered  it  we  think  it  would  be 
better  to  propose  legislation  on  the 
subject  ourselves.  This  evening  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  give 
Notice  that  on  Monday  he  will  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  which  will  be 
pressed  forward  as  speedily  as  possible. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  terms  of  the  Bill  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
whether  the  Bill  would  be  confined  to 


the  question  of  medical  relief,  or  whe- 
ther it  would  deal  with  other  matters  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  better  wait  until  my  right  hon. 
Friend  states  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
when  he  moves  for  leave. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  if  the  BUI 
alluded  to  would  refer  to  Scotland  ? 

Me.  CARBUTT  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  be 
prepared  to  state  on  Monday  the  terms 
of  the  Bill  dealing  with  the  question  of 
medical  relief,  and  at  what  date  it  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  had  already 
stated  that,  on  Monday,  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill.  The 
Bill  would  be  a  very  short  one. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  DISSOLUTION— 
POSTPONEMENT  OF  SCHOOL  BOARD 
ELECTIONS. 
Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  like  to  give  Notice  of  a  Question 
on  this  subject  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  had  an  opportunity  of  consult- 
ing with  his  Colleagues.  It  was.  Whe- 
ther the  Government  would  take  steps 
to  carry  out  what  had  been  the  intention 
of  the  late  Government — to  give  power 
to  the  Education  Department  to  put  off 
those  School  Board  Elections,  which 
would  fall  at  the  exact  time  of  the 
General  Election  ?  Many  School  Boards 
did  not  attach  importance  to  the  post- 
ponement of  their  election,  and  the  late 
Government  had  a  strong  impression  of 
the  inconvenience  which  would  be  caused 
to  Parliamentary  candidates  and  others, 
especially  in  London,  where  the  School 
Board  Elections  would  fall  at  exactly 
the  same  time  as  the  General  Election. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF    THE 
HOUSE  — POLICE  ENFRANCHISE- 
MENT EXTENSION  BILL. 
LoBD   CLAUD  HAMILTON    asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer,  If 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  offer  facilities 
for  the  discussion  and  progress  of  the 
Police  Enfranchisement  Extension  Bill  ? 
The  CHANCELLOR  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Mfchael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
cannot  at  present  promise  to  do  what 
my  noble  Friend  desires  me  to  do.    I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  ^o  beyond  the  state- 
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ment  I  made  on  Tuesday  as  to  the 
Business  with  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  ask  the  House  to 
deal.  We  have  our  own  Business  to 
consider ;  but  I  hope,  however,  that  my 
noble  Friend,  and  those  who  are  in- 
terested in  the  Bill,  will  do  the  best 
themselves  to  bring  the  subject  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House. 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
Sib  AETHUE  HAYTER  said,  that, 
in  the  absence  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  North-East  Lancashire 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  who 
would  be  in  his  place  at  the  beginning 
of  next  week,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  three  Questions 
in  connection  with  the  Army  Estimates, 
which  were,  he  saw  by  the  Notices,  fixed 
for  Monday  next.  At  the  present  time, 
the  first  six  Votes,  being  up  to  and  in- 
clusive of  the  Yeomanry  Vote,  had  been 
already  taken.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  begin  with  Vote  7,  being  the 
Vote  for  Volunteer  Corps,  on  Monday, 
then  going  on  in  succession  with  Vote  8, 
for  Army  Beserve,  and  taking  after- 
wards the  large  Votes  connected  with 
the  Department  of  the  Surveyor  Ge- 
neral of  the  Ordnance  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  follow  the 
order  of  the  Votes,  he  wished  to  ask, 
secondly,  whether  Vote  8,  for  Army 
Beserve,  was  to  be  regarded  as  the 
legitimate  opportunity  of  a  discussion 
upon  Army  questions  in  general,  as  had 
been  the  practice  lately,  when  the  late 
Government  were  in  Office,  or  whether 
it  would  be  confined  to  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Vote  itself?  He  asked 
this  not  from  any  personal  desire  to 
raise  a  general  discussion,  but  because 
the  practice  alluded  to  had  been  per- 
mitted in  Committee  of  Supply  during 
the  term  of  Office  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  might  now  therefore,  he 
presumed,  be  regarded  as  legitimate; 
thirdly,  he  wished  to  ask,  whether,  in 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  discussion  on  the  Contagious  Dis- 
eases Acts,  if  any,  had  not  better  be 
taken  on  Vote  15,  which  contained  the 
larger  provision  for  the  general  expenses 
arising  out  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Acts,  than  on  Vote  9,  which  contained 
only  a  small  provision  for  the  police 
employed  under  the  Act?  That  was  the 
course  which  he  thought  he  might  safely 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


say  the  late   Government  would  have 
preferred. 

Thb  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAE  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  in  reply, 
said,  with  the  consent  of  the  House  he 
would  propose  on  Monday  to  go  on  with 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  for  Men 
which  had  been  omitted  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  of  which  Notice  had  been 
given,  and  then  proceed  with  the  other 
Votes.  He  would  propose  to  proceed 
with  the  Votes  in  order.  Probably,  on 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  for  Men, 
an  opportunity  would  be  given  to  hon. 
Members  of  making  any  observations 
they  might  think  necessary.  On  Vote  8 
there  would  be  the  opportunity  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Arthur  Hayter) 
suggested.  He  should  not  wish  to  say 
within  what  limits  the  discussion  should 
be  confined.  It  would  be  for  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  to  deal  with  that; 
but  the  Gt)vemment  had  no  wish  to  put 
an  undue  limit  on  the  discussion,  and 
would  leave  it  to  the  House  to  say  how 
far  it  should  go.  He  had  hoped  that, 
after  the  conversation  which  took  place 
in  that  House  on  the  Motion  for  time, 
there  would  be  no  discussion  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts, 
seeing  that  this  year  no  change  could  be 
made  in  the  arrangement  for  carrying 
out  those  Acts.  If,  however,  there  was 
to  be  any  discussion  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  take  it  on  Vote  15  than 
on  Vote  9. 

INSPECTORS   OF   PRISONS  (IRETAND). 

Mr.  BEODEICE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
recommendation  of  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion on  Prisons  in  Ireland,  the  three 
inspectors  under  the  General  Prisons 
Board  have  been  reduced  to  two ;  whe- 
ther these  two  gentlemen  have  been 
required  to  reside  in  Dublin ;  and,  why 
the  increase  of  £100  per  annum  salary, 
recommended  by  the  Commission  to 
meet  the  required  change  of  residence, 
has  not  been  accorded  them  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dykb)  :  The  Eoyal  Com- 
mission recommended  in  connection  with 
the  reconstruction  of  the  Prisons  Board 
that  the  number  of  Inspectors  should  be 
reduced  to  two,  with  increased  salaries 
on  a  scale  rising  from  £600  to  £700. 
The  Inspectors  have  accordingly  been 
reduced  to  two,  and  diey  will  be  oblij^ 


uigiiizea  by 


Google 


289 


Deititute  Children  {July  10,  1885}    {CompxiUory,  ^y.  Training),    290 


to  liye  in  Dablin  ;  but  their  talcing  up 
resideDce  in  Dublin  has  been  postponed 
until  the  autumn  at  their  request.  No 
increase  has  been  made  to  their  salaries, 
which  are  £600  a>year.  The  arrange- 
ment which  resulted  in  the  appointment 
of  Dr.  MoGabe  as  medical  o&cer  of  the 
Board  was  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury 
on  the  understanding  that  the  Inspectors' 
salaries  remained  as  at  present. 

Mb.  BRODEICK  gave  Notice  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  would  call  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  on  the  Vote  for 
Prisons  (Ireland). 

STREET  TRAFFIC  (METROPOLIS)  — 
NEWSVENDORS  AND  THE  POLICE 
-SALE  OF  OBJECTIONABLE  PUB- 
LICATIONS. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK:  I 
wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  of  which 
I  have  not  given  him  Notice,  but  which, 
if  he  desires,  I  will  repeat  on  Monday. 
My  Question  is,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  th«  authorities  of  the  Oity  of  Lon- 
don have  taken  proceedings  against  men, 
women,  and  boys  who  have  been  selling 
very  undesirable  publications,  and  have 
stopped  altogether  the  sale  of  these  pub- 
Ucations  in  the  City;  and,  if  so,  I  wish 
to  know  why  the  Metropolitan  Police 
have  not  taken  similar  proceedings 
against  the  same  class  of  persons  within 
their  jurisdiction,  so  as  to  remove  from 
before  the  public  eye  most  offensive  and 
obscene  placards  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Charing  Cross  and  at  other  places, 
where  newspapers  of  the  stamp  of  Tlie 
FaU  Mail  GautU  and  Town  Talk  are 
being  sold,  not  only  by  men,  but  by 
women  and  children  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssH£T0K  Cboss),  in  reply,  said,  he 
demurred  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Whitehaven  as  a  state- 
ment of  fact,  and  would  prefer  that 
Notice  should  be  given  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

MEDICAL  BELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 
REMOVAL  BILL. 

Mb.  JESSE  CODLINGS  said,  he 
would  give  Notice,  that  on  Monday  he 
would  ask  the  Pesident  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  If,  when  he  asked 
leave  to  introduce  the  Medical  Belief 

YOL.  OOXOIX.    [thibd  series.] 


Bill,  he  would  at  the  same  time  state  its 
precise  terms  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four),  in  reply,  said,  that  he  would, 
of  course,  explain  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  at  the  time  of  its  introduction.  The 
Bill  would  be  circulated  on  Monday  or 
Tuesday. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES— 
HOBART  PASHA. 

Mr.  BRYCE  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  AVhether  it  is  intended 
to  bring  on  the  question  of  Hobart 
Pasha's  allowances  on  the  Report  of 
Supply? 

The  CHANCELLGE  ofote  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bbach),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Report  of  the  Reso- 
lution agreed  to  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply, upon  which  the  question  could  be 
raised,  would  be  taken  on  Monday. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE  DAY, 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

DESTITUTE  CHILDREN  (COMPULSORY 

INDUSTRIAL  TRAINING). 

KESOLUTION. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH,  in  rising  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
extreme  destitution  and  overcrowding 
in  our  great  cities,  especially  among  the 
class  of  unskilled  casual  labourers,  and 
to  move — 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  establish  a  system  of 
compulsory  induBtrial  training  for  the  children 
of  the  destitute  classes,  in  night  schools,  from 
the  age  of  12  or  13  to  16  years,  in  order  to  fit 
them  to  earn  their  living  either  at  home  or  in 
the  Colonies,'* 

said :  Sir,  this  subject  is  one  of  vast 
social  importance.  It  springs  out  of  the 
painful  conditions  which  exist  in  all  our 
large  towns.  It  may  be  considered  by 
some  almost  superHuous  to  enlarge  upon 
destitution  and  overcrowding  in  our 
great  cities,  as  there  has  been  such 
abundance  of  evidence  of  late  years 
upon  the  subject,  especially  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  Housing 
of  the  Poor ;  but  I  crave  permission  to 
call  attention  to  one  or  two  brief  extracts 
from  that  Keport  which  will  vividly 
bring  before  hon.  Members  the  necessity 
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when  I  say  that  500,000  people  in  the 
Metropolis  virtually  belong  to  the  semi- 
pauper  class.  In  the  old  days  of  profuse 
out-door  relief  these  would  have  been 
counted  as  State  paupers;  but,  under 
the  present  system,  whereby  the  work- 
house test  is  applied  with  great  rigour, 
we  are  year  by  year  reducing  the  number 
of  State  paupers,  and  thereby  giving  a 
false  impression  of  the  condition  of  the 
poorer  part  of  the  population.  I  have 
been  startled  to  find,  from  the  figures 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  that 
in  the  last  year  for  which  we  have  a  Re- 
turn, rather  more  than  one-fifth  of  all 
the  deaths  in  the  Metropolis  occur  in 
workhouses  and  hospitals,  much  the 
greater  portion  being  in  the  workhouse. 
Some  of  these  are,  no  doubt,  the  deaths 
of  patients  from  the  country  who  have 
come  up  to  the  great  hospitals;  but 
there  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  deaths  are  the  result  of  the 
wretched  lives  of  people  in  the  Metro- 
polis, who  are  virtuidly  paupers,  and 
who  are  obliged  to  die  in  the  workhouse 
or  the  hospital,  because  they  have  no 
home  of  their  own.  Similar  instances 
may  be  drawn  from  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  School  Board.  It  has 
been  proved  over  much  of  the  East  End 
that  something  like  a  fifth  of  the  children 
come  to  school  without  breakfast,  and 
the  \d.  dinner  system  is  to  a  large  ex- 
tent a  failure,  because,  in  some  schools, 
not  even  one-half  of  the  children  are 
able  to  find  that  small  sum.  There  is 
no  city,  I  believe,  in  Europe  or  America 
that  contains  anything  like  the  amount 
of  wretchedness  which  exists  in  this 
Metropolis,  and  it  is  a  tremendous  social 
danger.  But  London  does  not  stand 
alone;  the  same  state  of  things  exists 
in  all  our  great  cities,  though,  perhaps, 
not  to  so  great  an  extent ;  but,  speaking 
for  Liverpool,  I  will  say  we  have  just 
as  great  a  proportion  of  the  population 
living  on  the  verge  of  starvation  as  there 
is  in  London.  If  you  have  a  seventh 
or  an  eighth  of  the  people  here  virtually 
paupers,  I  believe  we  have  at  least  a 
sixth  or  a  seventh  in  Liverpool.  Taking 
the  Island  of  Great  Britain  alone,  there 
are  at  least  2,000,000  or  3,000,000  people 
verging  on  pauperism,  who  in  the  old 
days  would  have  been  reckoned  as 
paupers,  and  probably  another  body  of 
the  population  about  as  large  who  are 
just  a  very  little  removed  from  these. 
The  statements  furnished  by  the  Statis- 


for  some  remedial  legislation  of  the 
kind  I  am  about  to  suggest.  One  of  the 
most  important  points  brought  out  in 
that  Report  is  the  prevalence  of  over- 
crowding and  the  existence  of  a  large 
class  of  the  population  living  in  single 
rooms.  It  has  been  estimated  by  Mr. 
Marohant  Williams,  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspectors,  who  has  been  investi- 
gating the  condition  of  a  large  section 
of  the  East  End  of  London,  that  there 
exist  in  the  Metropolis  at  present  fully 
60,000  families  who  live  in  single  rooms, 
and  that  these  families  must  represent 
at  least  300,000  persons.  In  regard  to 
life  in  these  single  rooms,  I  will  read 
a  few  lines  from  the  evidence  of  Lord 
Shaftesbury  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion, who  says — 

''The  effect  of  the  one-room  system  is, 
physically  and  morally,  beyond  all  description. 
In  the  first  place  the  one-room  system  always 
leads,  as  far  as  I  have  seen,  to  the  one-hed 
system.  II  yon  go  into  these  single  rooms, 
you  may  sometimes  find  two  beds ;  but  you  will 
generally  find  only  one  bed,  occupied  by  the 
whole  family,  in  many  of  these  cases  consisting 
of  father,  mother,  and  son,  or  of  father  and 
daughters,  or  brothers  and  sisters.    It  is  im- 

rible  to  say  how  fatal  the  results  of  that  is. 
is  totally  destructive  of  all  the  benefits 
derived  from  education.  It  is  a  benefit  to  the 
children  to  be  absent  during  the  day  at  school ; 
¥ut  when  they  return  to  their  homes  they  are 
such  that  in  one  hour  they  unlearn  everything 
they  have  acquired  at  school  during  the  day.*' 

I  think  most  hon.  Members  will  agree 
that  these  painful  statements  are  only 
too  true ;  but  I  would  also  refer  to  the 
disastrous  physical  effect  of  this  system 
upon  the  energies  and  industrial  power 
of  the  people.  Lord  Shaftesbury  says 
on  this  point — 

"Some  years  ago  the  Board  of  Health  in- 
stituted inquiries  in  a  low  neighbourhood,  to 
see  what  was  the  amount  of  labour  lost  in  the 
year,  not  by  illness,  but  by  sheer  exhaustion 
and  inability  to  go  to  work.  It  was  found  that, 
upon  the  lowest  average,  every  workman  and 
workwoman  lost  about  20  days  in  the  year 
from  simple  exhaustion,  and  the  wages  thus 
lost  would  go  towards  paying  an  increased  rent 
for  a  better  house.  There  can  be  little  doubt 
that  the  same  thing  is  going  on  now,  perhaps 
even  to  a  greater  extent.  That  overcrowding 
lowers  the  general  standard ;  that  the  people 
get  debilitated,  depressed  and  weary,  is  the 
evidence  of  those  who  are  daily  witnesses  of 
the  lives  of  the  poor.'* 

These  two  paragraphs  will  bring  to  the 
mind  of  the  House  the  sad  condition  in 
which  a  large  part  of  the  population  of 
the  Metropolis  is  now  living.  I  think 
I  am  not  over-estimating   the  number 
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tical  Society  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes  in  no  degree  apply  to 
the  lower  stratum  of  society.  The  lower 
stratum  is  as  poor,  as  wretched,  as  de- 
moralized, as  helpless  now  as  it  was  50 
or  100  years  ago.  [**  Oh!  oh !  "]  Well, 
I  can  only  refer  hon.  Gentlemen  to  the 
mass  of  evidence  by  which  these  state- 
ments will  be  amply  supported,  and, 
certainly,  my  experience  has  led  me  to 
the  opinion  I  have  expressed.  The  de- 
pression of  trade  which  has  lasted  for 
10  years  is  adding  to  this  evil.  In  all 
the  great  industries,  masses  of  people 
are  only  partially  employed,  and  in  the 
agricultural  industry,  in  particular,  the 
state  of  things  is  deplorable.  It  has 
been  reckoned  that  over  600,000  persons 
have  passed  from  the  rural  districts  into 
the  large  cities  within  the  last  10  years, 
and  a  great  portion  have  come  into 
London,  adding  very  much  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  life  among  the  lowest  class  of 
labourers  ;  and  when  we  remember  that 
oiir  population  is  increasing  faster  than 
ever  before,  the  gravity  of  the  case 
must  be  apparent.  During  the  present 
century,  the  population  has  almost 
trebled  itself,  for  within  that  period  it 
has  risen  from  10,500,000  to  31,000,000. 
The  life-saving  tendency  of  our  improved 
sanitary  arrangements  is  so  great  and 
marked,  that,  in  this  present  century, 
the  population  has  increased  in  actual 
numbers  two  or  three  times  as  much  as 
in  the  700  years  preceding  it.  Indeed, 
the  same  rate  of  increase  will  carry  our 
population  next  century  to  120,000,000. 
Bemember,  too,  this  is  taking  place  in 
spite  of  a  very  large  emigration.  The 
population  of  the  Metropolis  has  in- 
creased £ve-fold  since  the  beginning  of 
the  present  century,  and  if  we  proceed 
at  the  same  rate,  this  portentous  result 
will  be  reached — that  by  the  end  of  next 
century,  London  and  the  suburbs  will 
contain  30.000,000  of  people.  This 
prospect  is  little  short  of  appalling.  It 
points  to  a  fearful  struggle  for  existence 
in  this  country  in  the  future ;  for,  by 
the  end  of  the  next  century,  somewhere 
about  seven-eighths  of  the  food  of  the 
country  will  have  to  be  imported.  It  is 
only  by  a  rapid  increase  of  our  foreign 
trade  in  years  to  come  that  we  can 
hope  to  be  able  to  pay  for  the  supply  of 
food  our  ever-increasing  population  re- 
quires, and  of  such  an  increase  of  trade 
we  have  no  prospect.  The  outlook, 
at   present^   is   a  starving  proletariat 


at  no  distant  future.  This  subject 
is  far  more  important  than  those  with 
which  our  time  hero  is  mostly  occupied. 
It  is,  I  consider,  high  time  the  best  and 
highest  thought  of  this  nation  should  be 
given  to  these  tremendous  social  prob- 
lems which  will  have  to  be  solved  in 
the  future.  The  first  and  natural  ques- 
tion that  occurs  to  us  to  ask  ourselves  is. 
Why  do  we  not  use  more  largely  the 
enormous  safety-valve  of  our  Colonial 
Empire  ?  That  seems  the  natural  out- 
let for  our  superabundant  population. 
Well,  the  remedy  is  already  largely  used 
by  the  self-reliant  class  of  the  popu- 
lation. The  vigorous  and  intelligent 
artizans,  the  agricultural  labourers, 
and  the  middle  class,  have  sent  out 
10,000,000  people  in  the  present  century. 
From  those  classes  have  been  built  up 
the  United  States  of  America,  and,  more 
or  less,  all  our  Colonies ;  and  I  am  not 
afraid  but  those  that  classes,  in  the  future, 
will  be  quite  able  to  look  after  them- 
selves. What  I  want  to  bring  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  is  the  fact  that  the  pau- 
perized classes  of  our  population  cannot 
avail  themselves  of  emigration.  They 
are  too  poor,  and  worse,  they  are  help- 
less and  shiftless.  They  have  learnt  no 
trade  that  is  of  any  value  in  the  Colo- 
nies. I  have  myself  tried  to  send  them 
out  as  emigrants,  and  have  been  baffled 
by  the  fact  that  amongst  the  great  mass 
of  poverty-stricken  and  semi- starved 
people  there  is  almost  an  absolute  in- 
capacity to  use  their  hands  in  any  use- 
ful manner.  The  Colonies  will  not  re- 
ceive such  people.  They  will  become 
paupers  in  any  country  they  go  to.  The 
London  Emigration  Societies  tell  only  a 
tale  of  failure.  Those  Societies  number 
nearly  30,  and  are  conducted  by  many 
able,  energetic,  and  philanthropic  men  ; 
and  yet,  last  year,  scarcely  3,000  adults 
were  sent  out  of  London,  although 
103,000  people  were  added  to  the  popu- 
lation. The  true  reason  of  the  failure 
is  mainly  that  the  London  poor  are  not 
fit  to  emigrate.  Here  they  must  re- 
main rotting  in  our  midst — a  constant 
festering  sore  in  the  commimity.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  State- 
aided  emigration.  Well,  within  certain 
limits  and  for  certain  purposes,  I  am  an 
advocate  of  State-aided  emigration; 
but  we  fail  to  deal  with  the  pauper  class 
in  that  way,  because  they  are  not  fit  for 
it.  The  gist  of  my  case,  then,  is  to  in- 
vite the  House  to  consider  some  means 
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of  fitting  this  class  of  the  population  for 
useful  fife,  either  at  home  or  in  the 
Oolonies.  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  pass  these 
people  through  a  kind  of  moral  sieve, 
and  so  turn  them  into  useful  material. 
Our  poor  population  are  made  utterly 
unfit  for  ordinary  life  by  their  wretched 
upbringing  in  youth,  after  they  have 
left  school,  by  their  roving  life  on  the 
streets  without  any  parental  control, 
learning  habits  of  idleness,  entirely 
unfitting  them  for  industrial  life  here- 
after. Generation  after  generation  this 
pauper  class  reproduces  itself;  and  I 
think  the  time  has  come  to  break  through 
this  hereditary  entail  of  vice  and  crime. 
The  State  has  laid  down  for  a  good 
many  years  past  that  children  shall  not 
be  allowed  to  grow  up  in  absolute  in- 
tellectual ignorance,  and  the  time  has 
come  when  it  should  go  a  little  further 
and  decide  that  children  shall  not  be 
allowed  to  be  brought  up  in  such  utter 
helplessness  as  to  make  them  a  burden 
to  the  community.  I  have  taken  the 
trouble  during  the  last  year  or  two  to 
get  the  opinion  of  competent  authorities 
on  this  subject,  and  I  am  surprised  to 
find  that  among  educational  leaders, 
among  the  heads  of  industrial  schools, 
among  all  clergy  who  labour  amongst 
the  poor,  and  «mong  all  people  who 
examine  the  economic  condition  of  the 
poorer  classes,  the  unanimous  opinion  is 
that  the  real  remedy  is  a  system  of  in- 
dustrial training.  We  may  be  told 
that  we  have  already  an  excellent  sys- 
tem of  industrial  schools  and  reforma- 
tories. Quite  true.  I  have  had  much 
pleasure  recently  in  going  over  some  of 
these  schools,  and  I  would  recommend 
those  who  wish  to  study  the  subject  to  pay 
a  visit  to  some  of  these  well-conducted 
institutions.  If  they  do,  they  will  find 
they  are  little  hives  of  industry  and 
cheerfulness,  where  children  lead  happy 
and  useful  lives,  and  get  a  special  train- 
ing for  ordinary  life,  who  would  other- 
wise be  a  useless  burden  on  the  commu- 
nity. We  have  also  an  immense  num- 
ber of  private  institutions,  among  which 
I  would  specially  mention  the  case  of 
Dr.  Barnardo's  Homes  in  the  East  of 
London,  where  many  hundreds  of  chil- 
dren taken  out  of  the  very  cesspools,  so 
to  speak,  of  the  city,  are  being  turned 
into  useful  citizens.  These  schools  are 
worked  on  what  is  known  as  the  half- 
time  system,  half  the  time  being  given 
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to  head-work  and  half  to  hand-work. 
That  is  an  excellent  system,  and  no- 
thing can  be  more  striking  than  the 
health  which  the  children  enjoy  under 
it.  The  fact  is  that  human  nature, 
being  a  complex  machine,  requires  to 
be  dealt  with  physically  as  well  as 
mentally,  and  I  believe  that  the  system 
of  half-time  for  intellectual- work  and 
half  for  hand- work  is  far  more  in  har- 
mony with  the  laws  of  Nature,  and  far 
better  for  the  children  and  the  State, 
than  a  system  of  exclusive  mental  train- 
ing ;  but  the  enormous  benefits  of  these 
institutions  are  limited  to  a  mere  hand- 
ful of  children.  There  are  only  25,000 
in  the  certified  schools  of  the  ^ngdom, 
the  cost  of  which  is  about  £500,000 
a-year,  and,  supposing  the  private  homes 
bring  the  number  up  to  60,000  or  70,000, 
there  are  probably  500,000  of  the  same 
class  out-of-doors.  It  is,  therefore,  quite 
impossible  that  a  system  of  this  kind 
could  be  extended  to  all  this  class,  for 
the  cost  is  far  too  great.  But  these 
500,000  are  just  as  destitute  and  going 
just  as  much  to  waste  as  were  the 
70,000  children  before  they  were  res- 
cued from  the  mire.  Is  not  the  time 
come  for  extending  to  all  the  immense 
advantage  of  an  industrial  training? 
Why  should  the  boy  who  has  committed 
a  small  theft  get  the  benefit  of  industrial 
training,  while  his  brother,  who  has  not 
committed  any  crime,  is  left  on  the 
streets  to  lead  the  life  of  either  a 
knave  or  a  fool  ?  My  plan  is  that  the 
State,  which  now  has  control  over  the 
education  of  children,  should  not  let  go 
its  hold  of  them  at  the  age  of  13.  Once 
having  got  these  children  under  the  con- 
trol of  an  Inspector,  with  their  names 
registered,  it  should  keep  its  hold  of 
them  till  the  -age  of  1 6  at  least.  I  do 
not  recommend  that  these  children,  as  a 
mass,  should  be  put  into  day  schools, 
and  have  to  attend  them  until  they  at- 
tain the  age  of  16,  for  I  know  that  it  is 
necessary  for  most  of  them  to  be  doing 
something  for  their  living ;  but  I  recom- 
mend that  we  should  require  them  by 
law  up  to  the  age  of  16  to  attend  night 
schools  for  industrial  training.  I  would 
open  in  all  large  cities  a  certain  number 
of  night  schools  where,  say,  from  7  to  9 
o'clock,  the  same  kind  of  teaching  should 
be  given  as  is  already  given  in  our  re- 
formatories— such  as  carpentry,  tailoring, 
shoemaking,  printing,  and  any  other 
rudimentary  trade  which  boys  can  easily 
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learn.     We  naight,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, use  our  existing  schools,  which,  with 
some  slight  alterations,  would  be  suitable 
for  the  purpose.     I  propose  that  this 
scheme  of  attendance  at  these   night 
classes  should  be  made  compulsory ;  be- 
cause, without  that,  we  should  never  get 
the  attendance  of  the  very  class  of  chil- 
dren whom  we  have    in    view,    their 
parents  being  too  careless  and  ignorant 
to  send  them,  and  themselves  being  too 
wild  to  come.     My  belief,  however,  is 
that,  in  a  very  short  time,  little  compul- 
sion would  be  required.     There  is  no- 
thing children  enjoy  so  much  as  handling 
tools.     They  like  using  a  hammer,  as 
much   as  playing  cricket.     In  a  short 
time,  then,  a  boy  accustomed  to  useful 
work  would  far  rather  be  at  the  school 
than  running  about  the  streets.    It  is, 
of  course,  much  more  difficult  to  reach 
the  girls,  and  yet  girls  in  large  towns 
need  such  training  even  more  than  the 
boys ;  and  it  is  the  want  of  that  train- 
ing that  lies  at  the  root  of  many  of  the 
evils  of  our  social  system.     The  wives 
and    mothers    of   the    poorer    classes 
are,  to  a  large  extent,  slatterns;  they 
keep    such    miserable    homes    as    ac- 
count for  much  of  the  drunkenness  of 
the  people ;    therefore,   girls  must  be 
trained  in  useful  domestic  work,  if  those 
homes  are  to  be  made  less  wretched.    I 
would  propose  that  the  schools  for  girls 
should  be  devoted  mainly  to  such  things 
as  sewing,  laundry  work,  and  cooking, 
and  perhaps  to  the  rudiments  of  some 
of  the  lighter  trades,  for  there  are  a 
considerable  number  of  trades  requiring 
dexterity  of   hand  which  women  can 
carry  on  as  well  as  men.    I  do  not  mean 
that  the  State  should  undertake  to  con- 
vert the  population  of  the  slums  into 
first-class  mechanics ;  and  I  quite  admit 
that  even  if  that  were  desired,  these 
night   classes    would    not  furnish  the 
means    for    doing    so.      That  would 
be  too   much.     All    the  State  should 
undertake    by    them    would     be     to 
give  the  boys  a  rudimentary  training, 
and  above  all  to  teach  them  habits  of 
industry  and   discipline   which    would 
produce    a    liking   for    steady,   useful 
labour,  which,  in  itself,  would  be  a  pro- 
digious gain.     If  those  children  were 
kept  in  hand  till  the  age  of  16  under 
the  discipline  of  intelligent  men,  they 
would  then  be  able  to  go  to  work,  and 
to  understand  and  to  know  something 
of  the  desirability  of  doing  something 


for  themselves  in  the  future,  to  form 
higher  views  of  the  duties  of  life,  and 
they  would  not  be  content  to  settle  down 
to  the  wretched  life  of  the  slums.     They 
would  form  to  themselves  ennobling  re- 
solutions as  to  the  future,  and  many  of 
them  would  emigrate.     I  may  be  asked 
how  I  intend  to  draw  the  line  between 
those  who  are  semi-paupers  and  those 
who  belong  to  the  working  classes  ?  The 
latter,  I  do  not  propose  to  force  into  these 
night  schools ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it 
will  be  highly  desirable  to  keep  a  hand 
upon  them,  and  I  hope  the  time  will 
soon  come  when  it  will  be  possible  to 
do  BO.    At  present,  I  propose  to  apply 
this   system  only  in  such  cases  where 
the  Inspector  is  not  satisfied  that  a  child 
is   properly    employed  by  the   parent. 
Where  a  child  is  apprenticed  to  a  regular 
trade,  or  to  an  employment  where  he 
gets  regular  wages,  I  do  not  propose  to 
interfere.     With  the  very  large  class  of 
children  who  pick  up  odd  jobs  in  the 
streets,  I  would  employ  compulsion  and 
gather  them  into  the  night  schools.    In 
all  large  towns,  it  is  most  lamentable 
to  see  the  deterioration  of  these  wretched 
children  in  a  few  years  after  they  leave 
school.   They  leave  school  with  habits 
of  cleanliness  and  regularity,  they  are 
bright  and  happy  ;  but  in  a  short  time 
they  lose  all  their  brightness  and  intel- 
ligence,   all  the  habits    of  regularity 
which  they  have  been  taught  at  school. 
The  critical  period  is  from   13  to  16, 
which  is  the  period  when  a  child  acquires 
habits  which  last  for  life ;  and  it  is  the 
same  with  the  upper  classes.    The  time 
at  which,   of  all  others,    children   re- 
quire a  steady  hand  to  guide  them  is 
from  13  to  16.     I  think  our  whole  edu- 
cational system  has  much  too  little  re- 
gard to   manual  training.     I  wish  to 
supply  the  want  on  the  part  of  the  large 
class  which  stand  in  need   of  it.    In- 
struction is    given    too  exclusively  in 
literature,   and  on  the  basis  of  mere 
mental  training.  In  the  so-called  middle 
classes,   there   are  a  large  number  of 
young  men  unable  to  obtain  a  living, 
most  of  whom  can  only  use  their  pen 
but  not  their  hands.     Many  who  are 
sent  into  offices  descend  to  utter  poverty, 
and  are   entirely  unfit  to   help  them- 
selves ;  and  if  they  go  to  the  Colonies, 
they  fail  on  account  of  their  helpless- 
ness.    For  every  vacancy  for  a  clerk, 
there  is  a  shoal  of  applicants.     I  believe 
that  an  inestimable  boon  would  be  con- 
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f  erred  on  this  country  if  in  all  classes 
of  society  manual  training  were  added 
to  the  school  curriculum.     "We  should 
then  see  the  unhappy  men  in  large  towns, 
now  unahle  to  earn  a  living,  get  plenty 
of  employment.     Any  man  who  could 
use  tools  could  make  £2  or  £3  a-week 
in  the  Colonies  in  ordinary  times ;  none 
need  starve.    The  British  people,  as  a 
whole,  have  a  greater  number  of  de- 
pendants than  any  other  civilized  State. 
£ven  in  the  middle  classes,  multitudes 
of  fairly  educated  young  men  are,  as  I 
have  said,  unable  to  make  a   living; 
they  are  capable  of  using  their  pen, 
but  utterly  incapable  of   using    their 
fingers.    There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
all  the  trades   and  professions  which 
live  by  brain  labour  are  overstocked, 
and  the  purely  mental  training  of  our 
youth    has    a   tendency,   to    draw  the 
population  into  this  one  direction.     On 
the  other  hand,  when  trade  is  brisk, 
many  of    the   departments  of   skilled 
labour  are  not  fully  supplied.    It  would 
be  well  if,   like  the  Jews,  each  man 
learned  a  trade ;  and  we  shall  never  see 
the  end  of  the  present  state  of  things 
till  we  make  education  more  practical. 
Another  point  I  have  to  bring  before 
the  House  is  the  question  of  health. 
I  believe  three  hours   of  brain  work 
is  as  much  as  can  be  given  to  many 
children  with  advantage.     All  beyond 
this  is  purely  wasted  time.    If  manual 
training  was  given  half  the  day,  there 
would  be  a  much  stronger  and  healthier 
population.     In    connection   with  this 
point,  it  should  be  remembered  that  in 
the  industrial  schools  the  Standards  are 
passed  nearly  as  soon   at  in    schools 
where  the  children  have  nothing  else 
to  learn.     I  therefore  contend  that  the 
training  of  the  hand  and  eye  ought  to  form 
a  more  important  part  of  education  than 
it  has  done  in   the   past.     Our  Conti- 
nental rivals  are  far  ahead  of  us  in  this 
respect.     Germany,   Belgium,   Switzer- 
land, and  other  Continental  nations  give 
a  training  to  the   hand   and  the  eye 
which  is  very  much  in  advance  of  what 
exists  in  this  country.    I  am  not  plead- 
ing so  much  for  technical  education,  al- 
though I  should  like  to  see  the  system 
largely  extended.     What  I  do  wish  is 
to  give  that  amount  of  industrial  train- 
ing to  our  poor  children  which  will  en- 
able them  to  fight  more  advantageously 
the  battle  of  life.     The  Fcheme  which  I 
propose  is  eimply  a  rough  sketch,  and 

Mr.  Samttfl  Smith 


I  hope  that  many  hon.  Members,  who 
understand  the  subject  better  than  I  do, 
will  fill  in  the  outlines.  If  the  House 
likes  the  sketch,  and  if  my  suggestion 
bears  fruit,  it.  is  quite  within  its  power 
to  organize  a  system  within  a  few  years 
which  would  almost  change  the  social 
condition  of  the  country.  I  believe  that 
no  reform  of  the  present  day  would  be 
so  fruitful  of  good  results  to  the  nation 
as  a  general  system  of  industrial  edu- 
cation for  the  young.  It  is  a  question 
of  vital  importance,  which  will  excite 
the  greatest  interest  in  the  constituen- 
cies. [The  hon.  Oentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Hesolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice.] 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  said,  he  had 
much  pleasure  in  seconding  the  Besolu- 
tion,  because  he  regarded  it  as  merely  a 
portion  of  a  very  great  question,  of 
which  he  believed  the  Hesolution  was 
but  one  of  the  earliest  echoes  of  which 
they  were  now  beginning  to  hear.  He 
conceived  that,  with  a  wide  franchise, 
they  would  have  the  question  of  second- 
ary education — of  that  education  which 
was  to  go  beyond  and  come  after  our 
primary  education — considered  for  the 
whole  population.  He  trusted  it  might 
be  at  no  late  period  of  the  histoiy  of  the 
new  Parliament,  that  they  might  see 
some  system  worked  out,  if  not  entirely 
established,  for  the  evening  education 
of  those  perMDs  who  had  left  our 
primary  elementary  schools,  and  to 
carry  further  the  education  which  they 
had  received.  He  would  be  the  last  to 
take  any  part  in  supporting  a  Hesolu- 
tion of  this  kind,  if  he  thought  that  its 
tendency,  or  its  object,  was  to  diminish 
the  efficiency,  or  to  diminish  the  amount 
of  the  elementary  education  in  our 
schools.  On  the  contrary,  he  had  him- 
self seen,  in  many  instances,  young 
boys  and  girls  who,  leaving  school  with 
a  wonderfully  fair  amount  of  elementary 
education,  had  gradually  lost  the  power 
of  applying  it,  because  they  had  not 
been  placed  in  circumstances  in  which 
such  application  was  either  encouraged 
or  rendered  necessary.  He  hoped  that 
they  might  see  a  system  established 
somewhat  similar  to  that  which  was 
found  in  Switzerland,  although  better 
adapted  to  the  needs  of  this  country,  in 
which  the  general  science  of  the  world, 
which  was  now  so  comparatively  familiar 
to  the  wealthier  classes,"  could  become 
famiJiar    to    the    poorer    classes.      He 
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12  to  16.  Latterly  thoy  had  paid  a 
small  foe  of  2d,  per  T^eek.  There  was  no 
charge  beyond  that  fee.  The  ai tides 
made  were  sold  to  defray  the  expense, 
and  the  cost  of  carrying  the  school  on 
was  6«.  a-week.  Of  course,  that  cost 
would  be  very  greatly  diminished  were 
they  able  to  increckse  the  number  of 
pupils.  The  expense  of  the  experiment 
he  had  described  would  be  reduced  by 
making  use  of  some  of  the  elder  scholars 
as  pupil  teachers.  The  children  might 
be  described  as  those  of  the  unskilled 
labourers  of  Cambridge,  and  some  of 
the  children  were  employed  during  th« 
day  in  running  errands — an  occupation 
which  might  sharpen  their  wits,  but 
failed  to  give  the  general  handiness 
that  was  so  necessary  for  emi^ation  and 
for  success  in  life.  The  object  of  the 
training  was  to  make  them  handy  at 
home,  and  to  facilitate  their  acquiring 
a  trade  if  opportunity  should  offer. 
There  was  no  attempt  made  to  teach 
them  any  trade.  Among  the  things 
taught  were  carpentering,  rough  carv- 
ing, French  polishing,  japanning,  sol- 
dering, and  other  branches  of  the 
mechanic's  work,  and  the  experience 
and ,  skill  they  thus  acquired  it  was 
hoped  would  render  them  useful  in 
their  own  future  homes  when  there  was 
anything  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  alter- 
ations or  repairing.  The  boys  were  kept 
there  for  a  year,  and  there  was  always 
a  competition  among  candidates  to  enter 
the  school.  The  cost  was  very  mode- 
rate, the  expense  of  the  plant  having 
been  about  £50  ;  but  that  had  included 
the  provision  of  two  lathes,  so  as  to 
give  the  children  some  acquaintance 
with  machinery.  If  use  was  made  of 
the  London  Board  Schools,  all  the  things 
could  be  easily  cleared  away,  and  the 
expenditure  need  not  be  so  largo  pro- 
portionately as  it  had  been  at  Gam- 
bridge.  One  objection  that  might  be 
made  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  was  that  it 
would  involve  an  increase  of  inspection 
and  of  Inspectors,  and  an  intrusion  into 
the  private  life  of  families ;  but  having 
the  names  of  the  children  on  the  school 
records,  the  necessary  inquiries  as  to 
whether  they  were  employed  or  not 
could  be  carried  out  without  theintroduc- 
tion  of  any  more  machinery  than  already 
existed.  The  plan,  therefore,  could  be 
carried  out  without  additional  Inspectors. 
It  was  well  to  ascertain  whether  each 


maintained  that  every  person  ought  to 
be  acquainted  with  the  common  facts  of 
this  science.  They  ought  to  be  the 
common  possession  of  mankind ;  and 
without  calling  in  the  aid  of  Inspectors 
of  Nuisances,  the  people  should  know 
whether  their  houses  were  healthy  or 
not.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
children  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  referred  got 
much  less  benefit  from  our  elementary 
schools  than  children  belonging  to  the 
better  classes  in  society.  The  reason  of 
this  was  hunger.  The  children  of  the 
poorer  classes  attending  our  schools  in 
the  East  End  of  London — the  number, 
he  believed,  in  some  schools  was  quite 
ooe-tenth  of  the  whole — were  insuffi- 
ciently fed  and  insufficiently  clothed. 
It  was  certain  when  they  left  the  school 
each  day  they  returned  to  poor  homes, 
where  the  benefits  obtained  at  school 
were  soon  lost.  He  supposed  this  ques- 
tion was  starting  from  below,  and 
assumed  that  it  was  for  these  little 
children  who  went  out  merely  to  roam 
in  the  streets  after  finally  leaving  school, 
that  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  apply 
his  Motion.  One  of  the  principal  things 
to  be  observed  about  the  abject  poor 
was  their  want  of  '*  handiness,"  and  he 
behoved  it  to  be  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  try  to  make  the  children  of 
these  people  a  little  more  '*  handy  "  after 
they  left  the  primary  elementary  schools. 
The  position  of  the  children  of  casual 
labourers  was  one  of  deep  misery  ;  and  in 
this  connection,  he  (Mr.  J.  Stuai*t)  had 
taken  part  in  an  experiment  some  timo 
ago  at  Cambridge.  He  thought  it  would 
not  be  out  of  place  if  he  were  to  men- 
tion the  statistics  regarding  that  experi- 
ment. This  undertaking  at  Cambridge 
grew  out  of  a  similar  movement  where 
they  endeavoured  to  provide  handicrafts 
for  the  sons  of  the  rich,  and  in  which 
the  necessity  for  giving  some  handi- 
craft education  to  those  richer  young 
men  who  were  emigrating  to  the 
Colonies  was  one  of  the  strongest 
reasons  for  undertaking  the  experi- 
ment. Peeling  it  to  be  a  necessity 
in  the  case  of  the  rich,  he  was  struck 
much  more  with  the  necessity  of  a 
similar  experiment  in  the  case  of  the 
poor.  This  experiment  at  the  present 
time  consisted  of  17  boys.  The  time  of 
their  attendance  was  from  7  to  9  o'clock 
on  Mondays,  Wednesdays,  and  Fridays, 
and  the  age  of  those  boys  ranged  from 
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pupil  intended  to  follow  a  trade  or  not. 
The  system  h^d  proved  attractive  at 
Cambridge.  There  was  scarcely  any- 
thing so  valuable  to  a  young  man  as 
facility  in  using  his  hands.  The  great 
attraction  of  many  games  was  not  only 
the  physical  exercise,  but  also  the  plea- 
sure of  doing  anything  with  accuracy. 
Look  at  the  mass  of  our  proletariat,  and 
ask  how  many  of  them  could  do  any- 
thing with  accuracy  or  with  delight. 
There  was  an  absence  of  accuracy  in 
their  actions  and  of  pleasure  in  their 
lives.  The  very  beginning  of  what  was 
proposed  would  be  attractive,  and  de- 
velopment would  increase  the  attractive- 
ness. It  was  said  that  there  was  a  diffi- 
culty with  regard  to  girls ;  but  girls,  as 
well  as  boys,  might  benefit  from  in- 
structions in  the  laws  of  health,  and 
the  difficulty  might  be  got  over  by  pro- 
perly instructing  them  with  regard  to 
cookery.  Indeed,  he  believed  that  20 
per  cent  might  be  added  to  the  wages 
of  the  working  classes  if  only  the 
women  were  taught  to  cook  properly. 
There  was  nothing  alarming  in  the  So- 
cialistic aspect  of  the  question,  arising 
from  the  gift  of  the  free  instruction  of 
the  kind  shadowed  forth  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  he  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  had  no 
fear  of  its  being  in  any  way  advanced 
through  the  adoption  of  the  Eesolution. 
It  was  the  duly  of  the  State  to  en- 
deavour to  render  its  population  capa- 
ble and  efficient.  He  accepted  so  much 
of  Socialism  as  to  maintam  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  State  to  endeavour  to 
produce  a  population  efficient,  enter- 
prizing,  and  self-reliant.  The  State  had 
the  right  to  bring  about  the  state  of 
things  in  which  its  interference  should 
become  less  necessary ;  and  that  should 
be  the  tendency  of  State  interference  in 
education.  By  doing  what  was  pro- 
posed for  the  poorer  classes,  we  should 
only  be  paying  them  part  of  the  debt 
we  owed  them  in  respect  of  advantages 
of  which  they  had  been  deprived  by 
being  left  too  much  to  the  natural  evo- 
lution of  things.  They  had  been  de- 
prived of  their  naturally  fair  share  of 
the  advantages  produced  for  the  nation 
by  the  nation,  because  of  their  incapacity, 
and  in  this  they  were  too  largely  the  vic- 
tims of  our  imperfect  institutions. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  it  is  OKpedient  to  estahlish  a  system  of  com- 

Jfr.  Jamee  Stuart 


pulaory  industrial  training  for  the  children  d 
the  destitute  classes  in  night  schools,  from  the 
age  of  12  or  13  to  16  years,  in  order  to  fit  them 
to  earn  their  living  either  at  home  or  in  the 
Colonies,"— (if r.  Samuel  Smith,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  fell  said,  there  was  a  difference 
in  the  character  of  the  speeches  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  8.  Smith)  who  had 
moved,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Stuart) 
who  had  seconded,  the  Resolution.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover  had  shirked 
some  difficult  points ;  but  the  Seoonder 
had  dealt  with  the  question  less  in  the 
abstract,  and  more  in  the  concrete.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had  drawn 
a  pitiable  picture  of  the  condition  of  the 
country;  and  the  question  naturally 
arose,  whether  the  fact  that  there  were 
500,000  children  growing  up  in  the 
country  in  a  state  of  destitution  and  ab- 
solute ignorance — a  statement  which  he 
(Mr.  Pell)  had  heard  with  surprise — was 
the  outcome  of  the  efforts  of  the  Church 
and  of  the  setting  up  of  a  complete  sys- 
tem of  clemently  education.  It  was 
surely,  if  it  was  true  that  there  was  so 
much  destitution,  a  confession  of  the 
failure  of  all  these  influences,  and  an 
indication  of  the  uselessness  of  that  sort 
of  effort.  His  experience  of  emigration 
as  a  remedy  for  the  evil  complained  of 
had  not  been  very  encouraging,  and  he 
thought  a  great  deal  of  good  might  be 
done  in  the  poor  districts  by  individual 
duty  and  by  individual  action.  He  be- 
lieved that  when  boys  and  girls  got  to 
be  13  years  of  age,  the  less  they  came 
in  contact  with  the'  Government  In- 
spector, the  better  for  society  at  large. 
If  they  could  get  rid  of  some  existing 
institutions  and  bring  the  rich  people  of 
the  West  End  of  London  into  legitimate 
communication  with  the  poor  people  of 
the  East  End,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
good  would  result  from  it.  By  legiti- 
mate communication,  he  meant  that  com- 
munication which  existed  between  the 
owner  of  property  and  the  occupiers. 
Speeches  at  the  Mansion  House  and 
music  parties  were  all  veiy  good  in  their 
way ;  but  the  rich  could  not  shirk  the 
question  in  that  manner.  If  they  desired 
to  do  their  duty,  and  improve  the  con- 
dition of  the  lower  classes,  they  must  go 
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among  them  in  a  legitimate  way  as  the 
owners  of  property.  Complaints  were 
made  of  houses  in  the  poorer  districts 
heing  injured  by  the  tenants ;  but  he 
submitted  that  that  was  not  the  case, 
except  in  houses  that  were  jobbed  and 
let  for  the  purpose  of  making  high  rates 
of  interest  by  concessions  to  immorality. 
If  the  rich  would,  out  of  their  super- 
fluous wealth,  take  the  trouble  to  pro- 
Tide  good  house  accommodation  with 
perfect  sanitary  arrangements  for  the 
working  classes,  he  was  sure  they  might 
make  a  fair  percentage — 5  per  cent — 
and  they  would  be  received  with  respect 
and  attention  and  interest  by  the  people. 
Let  any  one  of  them  buy  a  street,  put  the 
bouses  and  drains  in  proper  order,  see 
that  the  property  was  thoroughly  kept  in 
repair,  and  that  the  rents  were  paid,  and 
he  would  do  more  than  by  any  other 
means  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
people.  He  wished  to  raise  his  voice  in 
favour  of  individual  duty  and  action,  as 
against  a  mistaken  philanthropy  and 
the  Inspector,  and  to  invite  all  those 
who  took  an  interest  in  this  subject  to 
go  down  into  the  poor  districts,  and  see 
for  themselves  what  could  be  done  to 
benefit  the  people.  Above  all,  he  did 
not  think  it  expedient  to  introduce  the 
compulsory  element  into  the  question. 
He  doubted  the  practicability  of  the 
scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool as  a  cure  for  the  serious  state  of 
things  that  no  doubt  existed. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that,  although  he 
agreed  with  very  much  in  the  Hesolu- 
tion,  he  was  not  able  to  support  it  as  it 
stood;  because  he  objected  to  compul- 
sion in  the  matter,  and  to  the  expres- 
sion **  the  destitute  classes."  He  agreed 
a  great  deal  more  with  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Seconder  of  the 
Besolution  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  than  he  did 
with  the  wording  of  the  Resolution 
itself.  It  was  not,  he  thought,  expe- 
dient to  introduce  a  compulsory  element 
into  any  question  of  this  sort.  One  of 
the  points  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
was  that,  at  present,  our  general  ele- 
mentary education  was  too  purely  theo- 
retic and  mental,  and  that  there  was  too 
little  handicraft  and  physical  education. 
There  was  a  substantial  element  of  truth 
in  that  charge ;  but,  surely,  the  remedy 
was  one  which  should  be  applied  to  the 
whole  body  of  persons  subjected  to  our 


present  system  of  education.  There  was 
too  much  of  a  penal  taint  in  the  mixture 
of  the  old  ragged  school  and  the  refor- 
matory in  the  speech  of  the  Mover  of 
the  Besolution.  He  could  not  altogether 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  in  the  extreme 
spirit  of  individualism  and  isolation 
which  characterized  his  remarks.  Of 
course,  nothing  good  could  be  done 
without  individual  efiPorts ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Lyulph  Stanley)  felt  perfectly  sure  that 
the  present  evils  would  never  be  met  by 
mere  isolated  efforts  of  individual  phi- 
lanthropists or  reformers.  What  they 
wanted  was  the  spirit  of  philanthropy 
in  its  true  sense — the  sense  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire spoke  when  he  referred  to  the 
legitimate  connection  between  the  rich 
and  the  poor.  It  was  no  good  to  show 
a  spirit  of  patronage,  or  the  spirit  of 
Lady  Bountiful  benevolence ;  what  they 
wanted  was  a  spirit  of  oommon  citizen- 
ship and  common  humanity.  To  bridge 
over  the  period  of  transition  between 
the  elementary  school  and  wage-earning, 
there  must  be  some  organized  effort 
based  upon  some  public  resources  ;  and 
if  that  was  to  take  effect,  it  would  in- 
volve a  large  expenditure  of  public 
money.  It  was  said  that  the  education 
of  the  children  was  too  intellectual,  and 
not  sufficiently  physical;  in  fact,  they 
were  told  that  the  children  did  not  know 
how  to  play.  But  if  they  wanted  to 
develop  the  physical  powers  of  the 
children,  they  ought  to  have  not  only 
playgrounds,  but  gymnasiums  where 
they  might  receive  a  regular  training. 
Then  it  was  suggested  that  in  addition 
to  the  intellectual  and  physical  training, 
there  should  be  some  training  for  the 
eye  and  the  hand.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  we  had  now  in  the  Code  a  more 
distinct  recognition  of  drawing.  When 
drawing  was  recognized  as  an  ordinary 
part  of  the  curriculum  of  schools,  it 
would  be  found  a  great  relief  to  the 
children  as  regarded  their  intellectual 
training.  But  if  they  had  these  things 
it  must  cost  money,  and  hon.  Members 
wrho  were  prepared  to  welcome  the  re- 
sults must  be  prepared  to  accept  the 
means  by  which  the  results  would  be 
accomplished.  We  were  behindhand  in 
England  as  compared  with  other  coun- 
tries, even  with  such  a  poor  country  as 
Sweden,  which  had  an  intelligent  har- 
monious school  system  for  the  derelop- 
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ment  of  all  the  faculties  of  school  chil- 
dren. In  Sweden  there  was  a  system  of 
training  the  children  to  produce  adroit- 
ness and  skill  in  the  use  of  the  hand 
and  eye,  so  that  they  might  become 
afterwards  intelligent  workmen.  In 
London  the  School  Board  was  endea- 
vouring in  a  small  and  tentative  way  to 
introduce  the  same  system.  On  Satur- 
day mornings  some  20  or  30  boys 
attended  an  instruction  given  by  a 
lady  who  had  spent  some  months  in 
Sweden  studying  the  Swedish  system. 
He  repudiated  the  idea  of  regarding 
this  as  a  criminal  interference  with  the 
children  of  criminal  or  semi-criminal 
parents.  If  the  system  was  good  for 
some  it  was  good  for  all.  He  objected 
to  its  being  left  exclusively  to  individual 
efforts.  If  it  were  to  be  done  at  all,  it 
must  be  done  by  national  effort. 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  E. 
AssHETON  Cross)  said,  he  should  like  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House,  as  he  had  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  S.  Smith). 
For  his  own  part,  his  attention  had  for 
many  years  been  called  to  the  state  of 
the  people  of  London  and  other  large 
towns ;  and  he  could  confirm  the  truth 
of  the  picture  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  had  drawn  of  the  state  of  the 
poor  of  London.  He  would  wish,  how- 
ever, to  say  that,  in  comparing  the  pre- 
sent state  of  London  with  what  it  was  oO 
or  60  years  ago.  Lord  Shaftesbury,  while 
admitting  the  great  misery  and  poverty 
which  still  prevailed,  had  stated  that 
London  was  a  paradise  now  compared 
with  what  it  was  at  that  time.  Although 
its  condition  might  have  somewhat  im- 
proved during  the  last  50  years,  there 
was  still  much  to  do ;  and  he  hoped  that 
the  investigation  into  its  condition,  which 
had  lately  taken  place,  would  bear  good 
fruit.  When  he  introduced  the  Bill 
with  which  his  name  was  connected,  now 
some  10  years  ago,  he  felt  bound  to  say, 
and  he  would  now  repeat  the  statemont, 
that  we  must  not  look  for  too  great  re- 
sults for  a  long  time.  The  state  of  Lon- 
don, for  instance,  was  the  growth  of 
many  generations,  and  we  could  not,  as 
by  the  stroke  of  a  magician's  wand,  re- 
medy all  the  evils  which  prevailed ;  but 
by  the  continuance  of  good  work  much 
might  be  done.  They  could  only  hope 
to  do   so   by  great  perseverance,  and 
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after  many  disappointments.  Still, 
if  the  good  work  were  continued,  he 
believed  that  success  would  eventually 
crown  our  efforts;  and  he  would 
only  further  touch  on  this  part  of 
the  subject  by  expressing  a  hope  that 
the  House,  when  the  Bill  which  was  the 
result  of  the  labours  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission was  presented,  as  it  would  be 
within  a  few  days,  would  allow  it  to 
pass,  even  within  the  short  remainder 
of  the  present  Session.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  that  it 
was  perfectly  idle  to  talk  of  emigrating 
the  class  of  people  to  which  he  fdluded. 
They  would  not  know  what  to  do  abroad. 
They  would  not  be  able  to  earn  their 
living  there ;  they  would  be  a  burden  to 
the  country  to  which  they  were  trans- 
ported, and  they  would  have  to  be  brought 
back  again  to  this  country  at  great  cost 
and  expense.  Emigrants  were  of  no  use 
unless  they  were  properly  trained  and 
were  fit  for  the  work  they  had  to  do.  It 
was,  therefore,  a  great  matter,  before 
they  left  these  shores,  to  fit  people 
for  their  calling  and  for  the  life  they 
would  have  to  lead  if  they  were  to  go 
abroad.  He  would  like  to  point  out  that 
something  had  been  done  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  day  industrial  schools 
which  we  had.  A  very  great  improve- 
ment had  taken  place  in  those  day  in- 
dustrial schools,  and  the  teaching  carried 
on  in  them.  We  now  had  very  large 
and  good  day  industrial  schools  in  Liver- 
pool, Sunderland,  Leeds,  Bristol,  and 
other  large  towns,  and  the  education 
given  in  them  was  very  good.  He  quite 
agreed  with  what  had  been  said  as  to 
the  value  of  mixed  education,  as  it 
might  be  called — an  education  by  which 
the  children  should  not  be  kept  at  their 
books  the  whole  day,  but  should  be  trained 
during  some  part  of  the  day  so  as  to  fit 
them  for  industrial  pursuits.  In  the 
schools  to  which  he  referred  three  hours 
a-day  were  devoted  to  education  and 
three  or  four  hours  to  industrial  train- 
ing. Anyone  who  had  examined  the 
Eeports  on  these  industrial  schools  would 
see  that  the  industrial  training  did  the 
physical  condition  of  the  children  so  much 
good  that  the  education  they  got  had  a 
better  effect  upon  them  than  if  they  had 
no  industrial  training  ;  and,  for  his  own 
part,  he  believed  that  if  this  system  were 
carried  out  in  our  other  schools,  a  much 
better  effect  would  be  produced  than  at 
present.    If  the  education  given  in  the 
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elementary  schools  of  the  country  were 
more  mixed  in  its  character,  it  would  be 
Tery  advantageous.  A  great  deal  might 
be  done  with  regard  to  the  education  of 
girls.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
oppoeite  that  cookery  was  one  of  the  most 
Taluable  arts  which  girls  ought  to  know. 
Needlework,  be  was  glad  to  see,  had 
now  entered  largely  into  the  education 
which  they  were  given,  and  altogether 
the  training  which  they  now  received 
was  much  better  than  that  which  they 
formerly  had.  It  might  then  be  asked 
what  was  it  he  objected  to  in  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool ?  Well,  he  objected  to  two  things 
— the  compulsory  part  of  it,  and  the 
extensive  powers  which  it  was  proposed 
to  confer  on  the  Inspectors.  There 
would,  he  believed,  be  great  objection 
to  extend  the  age  at  which  the  State 
had  hold  of  the  children  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool. In  his  opinion,  the  time  had  not 
arrived  for  taking  such  a  step.  It  might 
be  true  that,  in  many  cases,  parents  did 
not  look  after  their  children  as  they 
ought  to  do ;  but  he  was  not  sure  that 
if  the  compulsory  system  were  carried 
out  in  its  entirety  parents  would  not 
feel  that  the  State  was  taking  upon 
itself  a  great  part  of  their  responsi- 
bility, and  that  they  would  not  be 
glad  to  part  with  their  responsibility. 
An  article  written  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  a  short  time  ago  suggested 
that  legislation  should  be  accompanied 
with  a  more  strict  enforcement  of  pa- 
rental obligations;  but  the  scheme 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  propounded 
that  day  was  one  which  would  release 
the  parent  from  his  obligations  to  a 
great  extent.  Then,  what  was  the  In- 
spector to  do  ?  According  to  the  hon. 
Member's  proposal,  he  was  not  merely 
to  inspect  the  schools,  or  the  children  in 
them,  so  as  to  see  whether  they  were 
properly  taught,  but  he  was  also  to 
inspect  the  families  of  anything  like 
destitute  parents,  and  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  children  were  to  be  taken  out 
of  the  house  or  not.  Now,  he  thought 
that  the  people  of  England  would 
hardly  stand  such  a  step  as  that.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
intended  that  the  parents  were  to  con- 
tribute anything  to  the  support  of  their 
children  or  not.  He  understood  indeed 
that  the  education  was  to  bo  free ;  but 
if  the  children  were  takeji   away,  the 


parents  would  lose  the  services  of  their 
children  at  an  age  when  those  services 
were  of  great  advantage  to  them.  In 
his  opinion,  a  parent  was  entitled  to 
have  the  advantage  of  the  earnings  of 
his  children  when  they  arrived  at  the 
age  of  14  or  15.  On  the  other  hand,  if  a 
boy  was  working  for  his  parents  all  day 
long,  it  would  be  rather  hard  that  he 
should  be  taken  by  the  Inspector  and 
compulsorily  sent  to  a  night  school, 
without  having  the  opportunity  of  being 
at  home  in  the  evening.  What  he  would 
suggest  was  that,  so  far  as  industrial 
schools  were  concerned,  the  Home  Office 
would  be  prepared  to  make  arrange- 
ments, for  persons  who  so  desired,  to 
use  them  as  voluntary  night  schools  in 
the  evening  for  the  purpose  of  such 
training  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool thought  desirable,  such,  for  in- 
stance, as  they  were  told  could  be  ob- 
tained at  Cambridge.  He  saw  no  rea- 
son why  we  should  not  endeavour,  by 
voluntary  contributions,  to  offer  the 
people  of  this  country  the  advantages 
which  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  con- 
fer upon  them.  It  had  been  said  that 
if  such  schools  as  he  had  described  were 
offered  they  would  be  very  attractive 
and  very  useful.  He  quite  agreed  in 
that  view,  and  his  only  desire  was  to 
offer  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool, 
and  those  who  agreed  with  him,  every 
opportunity  to  make  use  of  the  day  in- 
dustrial schools  for  this  purpose,  if  they 
would  only  meet  those  who  had  charge 
of  them  with  some  voluntary  assistance 
to  meet  the  necessary  expenses.  He 
should  be  exceedingly  glad  to  see  in- 
dustrial night  schools  for  children  es- 
tablished ;  but  differing,  as  he  did,  from 
the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  proposed  to  attain  that 
end,  he  trusted  the  Besolution  would 
not  be  pressed  to  a  division,  although, 
at  the  same  time,  he  would  say  that  the 
discussion  had  been  a  very  interesting 
one. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  Sir,  we  are  very 
much  indebted  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  for  raising  this  interesting, 
instructive,  and  suggestive  discussion, 
a  discussion  which,  at  least,  brings 
this  plainly  before  us — a  point  upon 
which,  in  my  own  mind,  my  conviction 
is  strong  and  growing  daily  —  that  if 
you  are  to  deal  with  the  wretched, 
thriftless  classes  of  this  country,  you 
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must  begin  with  the  children.  When 
these  have  passed  beyond  the  age  of 
parental  control,  when  they  have  be- 
come young  men,  it  is  hopeless  to  at- 
tempt to  deal  with  them  in  the  way 
suggested.  If  they  have  been  neglected 
in  their  childhood,  taught  no  useful  trade 
or  occupation,  they  have  no  enterprize, 
no  incentive  to  help  themselves,  and  are 
really  a  curse  and  a  burden  on  society. 
This  one  good  thing  my  hon.  Friend's 
Motion  has  brought  out — that  the  root 
of  the  evil  is  parental  neglect  of  chil- 
dren in  early  life.  I  do  not,  however, 
agree  with  all  the  statements  and  all 
the  conclusions  he  has  submitted  to  the 
House.  I  am  inclined  to  concur  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross).  I  be* 
lieve  in  the  statement  by  Lord  Shaftes- 
bury, that  the  condition  of  the  masses  of 
the  people  in  this  country  is  infinitely 
better  than  it  was  40  or  50  years  ago. 
They  have  much  larger  means  of  secur- 
ing, and  much  more  sense  and  apprecia- 
tion of  comfort,  less  pauperism  and 
misery,  and  some  intelligence.  That 
there  is  much  more  thrift  is  shown  by 
the  growth  of  the  Savings  Banks  Re- 
turns and  the  increase  of  temperance. 
Indications  of  this  are  not  wanting  in 
all  directions  around  us ;  but  I  do  not 
want  the  House  to  come  to  the  con- 
elusion  that  it  is  possible  by  legislation, 
or  by  anything  this  House  can  do,  to 
train  up  the  neglected  classes  among 
our  people  in  useful  handicrafts.  I 
cannot  conceive  anything  much  more 
dangerous  than  to  suppose  that  these 
500,000  children  are  to  be  selected  from 
the  other  portions  of  the  community, 
and  trained  to  industry  at  the  expense 
of  the  ratepayers  or  taxpayers.  The 
reed  way  to  deal  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion is  to  begin  early  and  wiser,  with 
day  and  industrial  schools  as  the  first 
step.  Much  more  legislation  and  en- 
couragement are  wanted  for  industrial 
schools.  We  have  before  the  House  the 
Report  of  the  Industrial  School  Com- 
mission, and  an  excellent  Report  it  is. 
The  recommendations  of  this  Commis- 
sion are  among  the  questions  the  House 
ought  to  deal  with  as  soon  as  possible. 
I  hope  the  new  Parliament  will  deal 
with  them  in  a  large  and  liberal  man- 
ner, sparing  no  determination  to  en- 
courage day  industrial  schools.  The 
mischief  begins  when  the  child  becomes 
truant,  when  he  begins  to  associate  with 

Mr.  MundelJa 


bad  characters,  when  he  runs  about  the 
streets,  lanes,  and  markets,  and  lapses 
into  a  condition  from  which  he  never 
emerges.  The  right  course  is  to  lay 
hands  upon  the  child  at  once ;  an3  if 
the  parents  cannot  be  made  responsible 
for  him  he  should  be  made  to  attend  a 
day  industrial  school  where  he  would 
obtain  manual  training  simultaneously 
with  educational  training.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Stuart) 
has  made  a  most  useful  suggestion  as  to 
night  schools ;  and  I  may  say  that  there 
are  many  school  boards  in  the  country 
who  are  trying  a  little  supplementary 
manual  instruction — but  not  in  handi- 
craft instruction,  in  the  use  of  tools,  the 
file,  the  saw,  the  plane,  the  axe — and 
they  make  this  instruction  a  reward  for 
good  conduct  in  the  school.  At  present 
this  is  not  incorporated  in  the  Ck)de. 
The  time  has  not  come.  We  have 
not  had  enough  experience  of  the  work- 
ing of  it  to  justify  me  in  asking  for  a 
special  grant  for  giving  manual  instruc- 
tion. But  really  and  truly  there  is  no 
country  in  Europe — I  except  Belgium 
— where  the  term  of  training  children  is 
so  short  as  in  this  country.  In  many 
countries  the  compulsory  training  con- 
tinues to  ages  from  13  to  16.  I  do  not 
propose  that  we  are  not  prepared  for  it ; 
but,  unhappily,  we  do  not  get  the  chil- 
dren up  to  the  age  of  13.  In  the  rural 
districts  large  numbers  of  children  pass 
from  school  at  the  age  of  10;  and  in 
hundreds  of  rural  parishes  children  are 
employed,  contrary  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Education  Act.  They  have  not 
passed  the  Third  and  Fourth  Standards ; 
but  as  soon  as  a  child  is  able  to  earn  a 
shilling,  he  is  allowed  to  slip  from  the 
attendance  officers  and  the  schoolmaster, 
and  much  of  this  is  winked  at  by  school 
committees.  There  are  large  districts  in 
England,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  where 
the  Education  Act  has  not  come  into 
force  at  all,  where,  although  you  have 
the  machinery  —  a  school  attendance 
committee  —  nominally  a  school  at- 
tendance is  practically  not  enforced,  and 
you  find  the  result  in  large  measures 
of  ignorance  still  in  various  parts  of 
the  country.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  spoke 
of  600,(100  who  passed  from  the  rural 
districts  during  the  last  14  years  to  the 
great  centres  of  population.  Now,  I  do 
not  think  all  the  helplessness  in  London 
is  the  creation  of  London  itself.     Into 
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cities  like  London,  Liverpool,  and  others, 
the  helpless  portion  of  the  population 
have,  in  a  great  measure,  drifted,  for 
various  reasons,  to  escape  their  wretched 
surroundings,  to  find  employment,  some 
because  they  have  lost  their  character 
and  cannot  remain  in  the  place  where 
their  fault  was  committed.  London  is 
not  altogether  responsible  for  this  state 
of  things ;  but  in  London  and  other 
large  towns  the  condition  of  things 
which  has  so  painfully  been  brought 
before  us  is  the  result  of  generations  of 
neglect.  It  is  not  the  fault  of  the  Edu- 
cation Act  of  1870.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers speak  as  though  we  had  had  15 
years  of  compulsory  education  in  this 
country,  when,  in  truth,  we  have  only 
had  four.  The  Act  was  purely  optional 
up  to  1881.  Besides  that,  the  supply 
of  schools  was  altogether  insufficient 
then,  and  indeed  we  have  not  yet  over- 
taken the  requirements.  There  is  a 
state  of  things  which  I  commend  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope),  and  if  he  remains  long  in 
his  present  Office  I  hope  he  may  fiud  a 
remedy — ^I  mean  the  low  Standard  of 
education  necessary  for  employment  in 
thousands  of  parishes,  sometimes  as  low 
as  the  Third  Standard,  and  often  Fourth, 
when  children  between  the  ages  of  10 
and  15  are  at  work  in  the  fields,  or  on 
the  farm.  In  large  towns,  however,  the 
work  of  education  is  telling  marvellously, 
not  only  on  the  intellectual  but  on  the 
physical  and  industrial  condition  of  the 
population.  The  last  Report  of  the  Fac- 
tory Inspector  for  the  present  year — from 
Chief  Inspector  Henderson — says — 

"The  most  interesting  testimony  is  sub- 
mitted to  me  daily  of  the  great  and  beneficial 
inflnences  of  the  Education  Act  in  England 
and  Scotland.  Employers  and  others  are 
onaiiimous  in  acknowledging  a  marked  im- 
provement in  the  intelligence,  behayiour,  and 
character  of  the  children.  They  are  more 
tmenable  to  discipline  and  much  less  mis- 
duevons." 

There  is  also  a  long  statement,  with 
which  I  need  not  trouble  the  House, 
showing  the  result  of  the  Education  Act 
upon  the  industrial  condition  of  the 
population.  The  town  of  Preston  is 
specially  referred  to,  and  the  beneficial 
effect  of  the  Act  upon  the  factory  people 
there.  The  children,  who  passed  a  good 
preliminary  Standard,  made,  with  half- 
time  education,  half-time  employment, 
as  much  progress  as  children  who  passed 


the  whole  day  at  school.  But  the  con- 
dition precedent  is  this — that  the  child 
should  have  passed  a  good  Standard 
before  he  begins  that  hcdf-time.  Thus 
it  was  with  the  factory  people  in  the 
Lancashire  towns,  where  such  half-time 
children  of  13  and  14  passed  the  Seventh 
Standard,  beginning  half-time  at  11 
years  of  age.  If  we  raise  the  Standard 
all  over  the  country,  and  declare  that 
no  child  shall  bpgin  half-time  until  he 
has  passed  the  Third  Standard — and 
that  is  low  enough,  surely — and  that  he 
shall  not  begin  full-time  employment 
until  he  has  passed  the  Fifth,  and,  until 
he  passed  that,  making  it  obligatory  to 
attend  a  night  school,  we  should  make 
our  educational  system  much  more  com- 
plete, more  effectual,  with  more  result 
for  the  money  we  spend  so  lavishly.  In 
saying  this,  I  am  not  setting  up  a  very 
high  Standard.  Germany  and  Switzer- 
land have  been  quoted  to  the  House, 
where  children  must  attend  full  time 
until  they  are  12  or  13  years  old,  no 
matter  how  engaged.  In  Prussia  it  is 
12  years.  After  that  they  may  go  to 
work  half-time,  but  must  attend  half- 
time  at  school  until  14  years,  and  then, 
if  the  education  is  not  completed,  they 
must  attend  a  continuing  school  for  two 
years  more.  The  result  is,  you  do  not 
have  the  complaint  there  of  classes  who 
cannot  use  their  hands,  who  cannot  find 
employment,  who  are  shiftless  and  help- 
less, and  wretched  dependers  on  charity 
or  pauperism.  Scotland  is  another 
illustration.  Tou  do  not  find  the  same 
wretched  dependers,  a  class  hanging 
like  a  millstone  round  the  neck  of 
the  country,  or,  if  you  do,  they  are 
not  natives  to  the  manner  bom. 
The  only  way  to  get  rid  of  this  curse  is 
to  take  the  children  in  hand  promptly 
and  early.  By  developing  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  whole  population,  enter- 
prize  is  infused  into  them.  As  to  the 
industrial  school  system,  I  have  always 
been  of  opinion  that  the  right  way  to 
begin  is  to  begin  with  a  truant  school. 
Up  to  the  age  of  10  or  11  years,  a  child 
can  earn  no  wages,  and  therefore  when 
a  child  can  be  at  school  and  is  not  at 
school,  then  is  the  time  for  compulsion. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  of  the  meaning  of 
the  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, at  to  the  encouragement  of 
night  schools  supported  by  voluntary 
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oontributions.  I  would  refer  again  to 
Colonel  Henderson.  I  remember  him 
saying — 

**We  used  to  be  reducing  the  stream  of 
wretchedness  at  its  mouth ;  we  are  now  attack- 
ing it  at  its  source/' 

And  I  belieye  it  is  only  by  the  existing 
industrial  school  system,  you  can  g^t  a 
hold  over  the  children,  giving  them  in- 
tellectual and  manual  training,  but  not 
attempting  to  teach  them  trades.  The 
workshop  is  the  place  for  that.  I  know 
there  are  schools  where  trades  are  taught 
in  Paris,  where  £12  or  £14  per  head  is 
spent  per  annum  on  each  boy  in  teach- 
ing a  trade,  one  school  having  300  or 
400  boys  thus  taught  at  the  expense  of 
the  rates.  But,  in  the  result,  they  pro- 
duced no  better  workmen  than  our  in- 
dustrial schools.  No  child  learns  so 
quickly  and  can  work  so  well  as  an 
English  child.  Comparisons  are  odious ; 
but  experience  among  Continental  chil- 
dren— in  Italy,  in  Germany,  and  in 
France — has  shown  me  that  our  boys 
have  more  energy,  more  go  in  them, 
than  any  others  in  Europe.  The  girls 
especially  are  most  rapid  workers,  as 
they  have  so  much  deftness  of  eye  and 
hand.  All  that  we  want  in  many  cases 
is  to  keep  some  of  these  children  from 
their  own  parents.  Upon  this  subject  I 
was  glad  to  hear  the  last  remarks  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite 
to  the  efiPect  that  he  would  be  glad  to 
see  a  greater  enforcement  of  the  parents' 
responsibility.  This  lies  at  the  root  of 
the  whole  question,  for  in  Germany  and 
almost  every  country  but  our  own  it  is 
made  penal  for  a  man  to  neglect  his 
children.  In  this  country,  a  man  may 
half-starve  his  children  and  not  send 
them  to  school,  but  he  is  not  responsible 
for  his  conduct  and  his  neglect.  I  was 
glad  to  hear  from  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell),  of  the  help  that  the  rich  people 
of  the  West  End  of  London  were  giving 
to  the  poor  people  of  the  East  End  over 
this  matter.  I  think  that  this  is  a  very 
good  sign.  I  have  often  heard  of  the 
good  that  the  rich  Jews  living  in  the 
West  End  do  for  those  residing  in  the 
East  End.  In  the  East  End  of  London 
there  are  about  40,000  poor  Jews,  many 
of  them  refugees,  yet  no  Jew  is  ever 
found  applying  to  the  Guardians  for 
relief. 

Me.  E.  N.  fowler  (Loed  Mayoe)  : 
They  have  Guardians  of  their  own. 

Mr.  Mundella 


Me.  MUNDELLA:  But  the  relief  is 
paid  for  entirely  by  Jews.  I  am  thank- 
ful to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  for  haying 
brought  this  matter  before  the  House. 
I  have  great  sympathy  with  his  Beso- 
lutiou ;  but  I  should  recommend  him  to 
withdraw  it,  because  I  feel  that  I  could 
not  vote  at  once  to  make  a  selection  in 
this  matter  of  the  poorest  from  amongst 
the  poor,  and  to  grant  to,  say,  10  per 
cent  of  the  community,  what  is  denied 
to  the  rest  because  they  are  better  off. 
I  think  the  right  thing  to  do  is  to  follow 
upon  the  lines  upon  which  we  are  al- 
ready going.  A  great  deal  has  been 
done  in  the  education  of  our  children  in 
the  direction  of  domestic  economy.  The 
sewing  of  the  girls  has  wonderfully  im- 
proved, and  I  believe  that  English  girls 
are  being  taught  sewing  in  a  way  that 
will  make  them  the  best  hands  at  sewing 
in  Europe.  Then,  again,  thousands  of 
girls  are  being  now  taught  cookery, 
which  will  be  of  the  greatest  advantage 
to  them.  I  think  that  one  of  the  most 
important  things  that  can  be  taught  to 
boys  is  drawing.  I  mean  not  pictorial 
drawing,  but  drawing  that  gives  accu- 
racy of  eye  and  hand,  and  which  is  use- 
ful in  every  condition  of  life.  I  have 
been  spending  my  Whitsuntide  holidays 
in  the  country,  where  I  came  across  a 
Scotch  gardener  with  half-a-dozen  boys. 
In  reply  to  my  question,  this  man  told 
me  that  he  had  had  all  his  sons  taught 
drawing,  and  that  he  considered  it  of 
the  greatest  advantage  to  them.  There 
is  nothing  so  useful  to  a  boy  as  good 
mechanical  drawing.  Another  thing  I 
think  should  always  be  taught  to  boys. 
They  should  be  taught  the  geography 
of  the  Colonies.  In  saying  that,  I  do 
not  mean  that  they  should  simply  be 
taught  the  physical  geography,  but  that 
they  should  be  taught  the  resources  of 
them.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  drew  an  alarming  picture  as 
to  the  results  of  the  growth  of  our  popu- 
lation. That  growth  has  been  caused, 
in  my  opinion,  by  the  better  feeding  of 
the  poorer  classes,  by  better  clothing 
them,  and  by  the  better  sanitary  ar- 
rangements made  for  them.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  better  education  will  pro- 
duce a  class  of  men  who,  if  they  emi- 
grate, will  do  well,  and  will  not  allow 
those  whom  they  leave  behind  to  be  a 
burden  on  the  community.  I  feel  that 
a  successful  emigrant  is  not  only  a  bless- 
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ing  to  himself  but  a  blessing  to  those 
he  leaves  behind,  and  xvhose  manufac- 
tured goods  he  consumes  in  the  Colonies. 
Mb.  EOEOYD  said,  he  also  thought 
the  House  was  much  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  8. 
Smith)  for  raising  this  discussion,  which 
might  do  something  to  prepare  the  pub- 
lic mind  for  a  solution  of  several  social 
problems.  It  was  a  good  thing  to  have 
their  attention  drawn  to  these  matters, 
for,  though  no  practical  results  might 
immediately  follow,  such  discussion  of 
social  questions  drew  forth  their  sym- 
pathies with  the  great  mass  of  their 
poorer  brethren  in  their  difficulties  and 
miseriee.  He  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  placed  the 
highest  value  upon  every  kind  of  edu- 
cation ;  but  he  would  associate  with  it  a 
certain  amount  of  industrial  employment 
during  some  portion  of  the  day.  He  did 
not  believe  a  remedy  could  be  found  for 
the  great  evils  described  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool,  and  those  which 
had  been  discussed  the  previous  night, 
without  first  recognizing  that  they  arose 
to  a  great  extent  in  large  cities  like 
London  and  Liverpool  from  the  com- 
plete divorce  of  the  wealthy  and  in- 
dustrial classes.  It  was  by  directing 
attention  to  the  great  need  of  establish- 
ing industries  outside,  but  within  some 
reasonable  distance  of  these  great  cities, 
that  they  might  take  a  first  step  towards 
the  solution  of  this  difficult  problem. 
Following  out  the  plan  so  successfully 
adopted  by  Sir  Titus  Salt,  when  he  estab- 
lished Saltaire,  they  must  take  out  the 
people  of  these  congested  regions  to 
places  within  some  reasonable  distance, 
where  they  could  have  more  constant 
employment  at  remunerative  rates,  and 
obtain  decent  houses  at  a  moderate  price, 
No  amount  of  philanthropic  effort  would 
attain  the  end.  They  must  clear  the 
ground,  in  the  first  instance,  by  recog- 
nizing the  fact  that  a  population  par- 
tially and  fitfully  employed  and  inade- 
quately paid  could  never  be  respectably 
and  decently  housed.  Therefore,  if  they 
would  remedy  those  vast  congestions  of 
misery,  they  must,  in  the  first  place,  turn 
their  attention  to  the  real  root  of  the 
mischief,  which  did  not  lie  so  much  in 
the  want  of  education,  as  in  the  want  of 
sufficient  employment  and  adequate  re- 
muneration for  the  work  which  was  done. 
Labour  in  the  East  End  of  London 
was  not  adequately  paid.  Let  society 
discharge  its  just  debt  in  this  respect ; 


let  them  pay  the  poor  women  for  making 
their  shirts  before  they  began  to  treat 
the  matter  from  a  philanthropic  point  of 
view.  So  long  as  poor  women  were  al- 
lowed to  make  shirts  in  the  East  End 
of  London  at  a  third  of  the  remunera- 
tion to  which  they  were  fairly  and 
reasonably  entitled,  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  provide  themselves  with  healthy 
homes,  and  it  was  inevitable  that  many 
of  them  would  be  tempted  to  add  to 
their  miserable  pay  the  wages  of  immo- 
rality and  shame.  There  was  one  ele- 
ment in,  this  problem  which  was  too 
little  kept  in  view  by  those  who  dis- 
cussed it.  The  adoption  of  mechanical 
aids,  the  general  prc^ess  of  industry, 
and  the  division  of  labour  had  con- 
tinually concentrated  their  great  in- 
dustries in  certain  localities.  That  pro- 
cess was  still  going  on,  and  there  was 
something  like  a  survival  of  the  fittest 
localities  with  respect  to  special  indus- 
tries. In  his  own  county,  it  was  in- 
structive to  notice  that  among  a  popu- 
lation generally  intelligent,  and  of  an 
eager  industrial  character,  Oldham  was 
rapidly  absorbing  to  itself  the  great 
business  of  cotton  spinning.  In  the 
same  way  North-East  Lancashire  was 
rapidly  absorbing  to  itself  the  weaving 
industry.  Thus,  even  in  strong  and 
energetic  industrial  communities,  the 
strongest  and  fittest  survived.  Those 
who  failed  in  the  race  did  not  remain 
in  the  prosperous  neighbourhoods,  but 
drifted  away  to  the  congested  masses 
of  misery  in  our  large  towns ;  and  the 
lesson  he  wished  to  press  home  was 
this — if  they  would  understand  the 
cause  of  the  enormous  development  of 
the  melancholy  and  disgusting  social 
evil  which  they  discussed  the  previous 
evening,  and  of  the  inadequate  housing 
of  the  poor,  they  must  go  to  the  root  of 
the  difficulty  and  recognize  that,  after 
all,  whatever  might  be  the  apparent 
gain  to  portions  of  the  community  by  an 
opposite  policy,  the  duty  of  the  State 
and  of  individuals  was  to  care  for  and 
to  nurse  their  industries,  in  the  first 
place,  and  to  look  anxiously  to  the  em- 
ployment and  well-being  of  the  pro- 
ductive population.  By  so  doing  they 
would  enable  them  to  earn  their  own 
living  and  preserve  their  independence, 
and  would  foster  the  spirit  of  self- 
reliance,  by  giving  them  a  reasonable 
remuneration  for  ikeir  labour,  and  put- 
ting them  beyond  the  need  of  charity. 
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He  was  convinced,  therefore,  that  to 
find  honourable,  fully-paid  employment 
for  the  people  was  the  only  possible 
way  by  which  the  slums  of  our  great 
cities  could  be  improved.  When  they 
had  realized  that  fact  they  would  see  the 
necessity  of  encouraging  national  indus- 
tries. He  held  that  the  mistaken  legis- 
lation which  had  destroyed  the  silk  in- 
dustries of  Spitalfields,  and  the  cruel 
national  policy  which  in  times  past  had 
destroyed  industrial  occupations  in  Ire- 
land, was  largely  responsible  for  the 
misery  and  destitution  which  existed. 
"With  reference  to  the  proposals  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  in  regard  to  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary, he  (Mr.  Ecroyd),  said  there 
was  no  man  in  the  House  who  felt  a 
profounder  desire  to  see  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  the  population  enjoy  healthy  life 
and  employment  on  the  land  as  culti- 
vators than  he  did.  If  he  was  unable 
at  all  times  to  follow  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  particular  methods  by  which  he 
proposed  to  carry  out  his  scheme,  he 
would  say,  at  the  same  time,  that  any 
agency  of  a  sound  and  healthy  character, 
possessing  conditions  of  permanence, 
and  likely,  therefore,  to  accomplish  this 
desirable  end  efiPectually,  would  not  fail 
to  receive  his  cordial  support.  He 
thought  that  unless  they  could  find  some 
means  of  enabling  a  larger  proportion 
of  the  population  of  this  country  to  exer- 
cise their  industry  upon  the  soil,  with 
profit  to  their  employers  and  themselves, 
and  to  the  owners  of  the  soil — for  they 
all  hung  together — they  would  fail  to 
stop  one  of  the  greatest  causes  of  the 
existing  misery.  As  for  emigration,  he 
knew  the  value  of  their  magnificent 
Oolonies ;  but  the  mischief  was,  that  the 
conditions  at  present  existing  were 
making  larger  and  larger  masses  of  the 
population  unfit  for  emigration  to  those 
Colonies. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  many 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
could  subscribe  to  the  sentiments  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Ecroyd).  All  these 
difficult  questions  came  back  to  the 
immense  mass  of  poverty  which  existed 
among  the  people ;  and  he  was  glad  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  had  ventilated  the  subject, 
though  he  had  only  touched  upon  the 
fringe  of  it.  He  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) 
hoped  that  it  would  continue  to  receive 

Mr.  Ecroyd 


more  and  more  attention  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  and  that  Parliaments,  in  the 
future,  would  conceive  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  spend  a  much  larger  amount  of 
time  than  they  had  hitherto  done  in  the 
contemplation  and  solution  of  these 
social  problems.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  had  a  g^eat  notion  of  training 
up  children  individually,  and  he  (Mr. 
Jesse  Colling^)  agreed  with  him  in  all 
the  ideas  he  had  put  forward,  except  in 
that  of  sending  them  abroad,  as  he 
believed  we  had  facilities  enough  fop 
keeping  them  employed  at  home.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell)  replied  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool,  relying  on  individual 
effort;  but  he  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  whether 
individual  effort  was  ever  more  active 
than  it  was  at  present?  The  solution 
would  come  when  the  people  of  the  East 
of  London  saw  how  they  lived  in  the 
West ;  and  he  demanded  an  answer  to 
the  question.  How  it  was  that  in  the 
richest  country  in  the  world — in  a 
country  with  riches  incalculable — there 
should  be  an  amount  of  poverty  unex- 
ampled anywhere  else  ;  and,  how  it  was 
also  that  by  the  side  of  a  comparatively 
small  number  of  highly  opulent  indi- 
viduals, there  was  a  proletariat  so 
enormous?  The  last  Census  showed 
that  these  inequalities  were  still  on  the 
increase.  The  Census  Returns  showed 
a  very  large  increase  in  the  total  popula- 
tion, amounting  to  14^^  per  cent.  That  in- 
crease was  the  more  remarkable,  because 
nearly  all  the  rural  districts,  like  Wilts, 
Dorset,  and  Devon,  showed  a  decrease. 
Emigration  had  had  very  little  influence 
on  the  question,  and  the  conclusion  was 
that  the  rural  population  had  migrated 
into  the  towns.  In  prosperous  times, 
the  towns  had  always  been  able  to 
absorb  the  surplus  labour  flowing  into 
them  from  the  country,  but  they  had 
long  ceased  to  be  able  to  absorb  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  wanted  to 
train  up  the  children  to  industrial  handi- 
crafts. But  for  what  handicrafts  or 
industries  did  he  intend  them  ?  They 
were  all  overdone  already.  But  there 
was  one  industry  which  was  not  over- 
done ;  and  he  said  boldly  that  the  only 
industry  which,  at  that  present  moment, 
was  capable,  with  profit  to  the  workman 
and  the  nation,  or  absorbing  this  sur- 
plus population  was  the  agricultural 
industry.    In  Birmingham  they  had  an 
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indastrial  school  with  150  boys  eight  or 
10  miles  out  in  the  country,  so  that  they 
might  be  brought  up  in  the  technical 
details  of  the  agricultural  industry. 
They  did  not  bring  them  up  as  brass- 
founders,  because  they  knew  there  were 
now  five  brass-founders  where  four  were 
▼anted,  and  the  same  with  other  trades. 
He  would  recommend  that  training 
BchoolB  should  be  established  in  every 
village  and  in  every  parish  in  connec- 
tion with  the  rural  schools,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  technical  training  in 
matters  connected  with  the  rural  in- 
dustries. The  boys  could  be  taught 
fruit-growing,  bee-keeping,  and  the  care 
of  poultry,  &c. ;  while  the  girls  could  be 
instructed  in  general  dairy  work,  such  as 
the  making  of  butter  and  cheese,  great 
quantities  of  which  we  now  imported 
from  abroad.  The  result  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  such  schools  would  be  to 
keep  the  youth  of  the  countrv  upon  the 
land,  where  they  might  enjoy  ,all  the 
simplicity  of  country  life,  combined  with 
the  advantages  of  education,  and  so 
lessen  the  labour  competition  in  the 
large  towns.  He  hoped  attention  would 
be  directed  to  these  subjects  hereafter, 
as  he  was  certain  it  was  upon  those 
lines  that  our  village  life  was  to  be 
restored. 

Mb.  salt  said,  he  considered  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoUings)  had  suggested  two  very  re- 
markable solutions  of  the  social  problem 
with  which  they  had  to  deal.  The  first 
—namely,  that  the  East  End  should  see 
how  the  West  End  lived — was  quite  in- 
comprehensible; perhaps  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  on  another  occasion  explain 
exactly  what  he  meant.  The  next  so- 
lution was  almost  as  remarkable.  The 
hon.  Member  said  the  agricultural  sys- 
tem was  capable  of  indefinite  expan- 
sion for  the  benefit  of  those  who  lived 
by  it.  That  was  just  what  they  had  all 
been  looking  forward  to  in  vain.  How 
was  that  to  be  attained  ?  No  one  but 
the  hon.  Member  knew  how  his  magni- 
ficent scheme  for  the  development  of 
the  agriculture  of  the  country  was  to  be 
carried  out  so  as  to  yield  those  profits 
which  he  anticipated,  and  he  (Mr.  Salt) 
could  not  help  thinking  that  it  was 
rather  selfish  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
keep  this  great  secret  to  himself ;  and  he 
thought  the  House,  therefore,  had  some 
cause  of  complaint  against  the  hon. 
Member.    He  (Mr.  Salt)  had  listened 
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with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.    Member  for    Liverpool    (Mr.   S. 
Smith) ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  the  hon. 
Member  took  too  sanguine  and  hopeful 
a  view  of  the  results  he  anticipated  from 
the  adoption  of  the  proposals  he  made. 
He  had  shared  the  hon.  Member's  sur- 
prise at  the  statistics  relating  to  the 
condition  of  the  poor,  which  gave  such 
satisfactory  results,  at  a  time  when  one's 
own  experience  of  facts  led  one  to  know 
that  so  much  misery  prevailed.   But  the 
explanation  might  be  that,  during  the 
past  25  years,  the  people  who  lived  by 
manual  labour  had  been  dividing  them- 
selves into  two  classes — the  prosperous 
and  the  unfortunate — and  the  satisffiuj- 
tory  statistics  as  to  the  improvement  in 
the  dwellings  of  the  working  classes  and 
the  increase  in  the  savings  banks'  de- 
posits were  furnished  by  the  prosperous 
class.     There  could  be  no  denying  that 
the  condition  of  a  large  number  of  the 
class  who  lived  by  manual  labour  had 
been  deteriorating  owing  to  carelessness, 
or  ill-health,  or  great  depression  in  some 
special  branches  of   trade.     The  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  of  emigration.  Many 
agencies  were  at  present  at  work,  doing 
much  good  ;  but  he  thought  they  were 
in  a  very  confused  state,  owing  to  the 
want  of  some  directing  hand.   What  was 
wanted  was  information ;  and  it  might 
be  well  if  this  work  was  undertaken  by 
some  Government  Department,   which 
would  furnish,  month  by  month,  infor- 
mation as  to  the  class  and  amount  of 
labour  required  in  different  Colonies. 
He  sympathized    altogether    with  the 
spirit  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  had  made  his  suggestion ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  the  innate  goodness 
of  heart  which  actuated  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber tended  to  lead  him  into  the  region 
of  hopeful  speculations,  rather  than  into 
the  sphere  of  practical  possibilities.  He 
(Mr.  Salt)  could  not  see  that  the  pro- 
posal of  compidsory  industrial  training 
for  night  schools  was,  on  the  whole, 
either  practicable  or  desirable.     If  they 
could  establish  a  system  of  training  that 
was  partly  physical  and  partly  intellec- 
tual, they  would  teach  young  children 
quite  as  much  and  lead  them  to  like  the 
schools,  and  they  would  not  require  the 
power  of  compulsion  to  force  them  into 
night  schools.     He  was  glad  to  hear 
what  had  been  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  the  late  Yice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Mr.  Mundella)  as 
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to  the  system  of  industrial  homes.  That 
system,  ho  thought,  might  he  very  use- 
fully extended  so  as  to  maintain,  at  far 
less  cost  and  with  much  benefit  to  the 
children  themselves,  many  poor  children 
"who  were  wandering  about  the  streets 
uncared  for.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend' the  Member 
for  Liverpool  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
valuable  discussion  that  he  had  elicited, 
and  not  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  divi- 
sion. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  said,  he 
thought  they  must  all  have  been  in- 
terested in  that  debate,  which  had 
ranged  over  a  great  variety  of  topics, 
and  had  drifted  away  from  the  scheme 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  S.  Smith),  and  introduced  to 
their  notice  almost  every  possible  sub- 
ject which  could  be  discussed  in  refer- 
ence to  education.  He  had  risen  chiefiy 
because  a  special  appeal  had  been  made 
to  him  on  one  or  two  points.  Amid  the 
various  suggestions  that  had  been  made, 
a  very  substantial  agreement  appeared 
to  exist  on  one  or  two  main  points. 
They  were  in  that  House  all  heartily 
agreed  as  to  the  desirability  and  the 
importance  of  trying  to  improve  the 
technical  education  of  the  children.  The 
hon.  Member  who  introduced  this  sub- 
ject had  proposed  to  attempt  this  object 
by  the  establishment  of  industrial  night 
schools.  Well,  he  should  like  to  see  the 
experiment  tried.  But  he  himself  did 
not  look  very  hopefully  upon  it.  He 
was  rather  inclined  to  think  that  the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  was  the  cor- 
rect one,  and  that  it  would  be  well  if 
they  could  establish  in  all  the  large 
towns  day  industrial  schools,  a  system 
which  might  receive  every  reasonable 
development.  When  he  himself  served 
upon  the  Commission  on  Industrial  and 
Beformatory  Schools,  the  evidence  led 
him  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  hope- 
less to  expect,  and  useless  to  attempt, 
to  teach  children  the  particular  trades 
which  they  would  have  to  carry  on  in 
after-life.  What  they  had  to  teach 
them  was  some  trade  or  other,  in  order 
to  quicken  their  intelligence  and  fit 
them  in  a  general  manner  for  their 
duties  in  after-life.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  had 
put  forward  a  scheme  of  wide  applica- 
tion, and  would  add  an  agricultum  de- 
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partment  to  the  schools  in  the  country. 
But  what  were  the  boys  in  the  agricxd- 
tural  districts  now  doing  ?  Why,  they 
were  withdrawn  from  school,  generally 
speaking,  at  about  10  or  11  years  of 
age ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  at  that 
early  age  they  need  not  think  much 
about  industrial  training.  They  should 
rather  endeavour  to  make  the  best  use 
of  the  opportunities  they  had  for  giving 
the  children  a  sound  education  in  ele- 
mentary subjects  which  would  stick  to 
them  in  after-life.  The  case  of  girls 
was  different;  and  now  considerable 
efforts  were  made  to  give  them  indus- 
trial training  in  elementary  schools. 
He  did  not  speak  of  sewing  only,  but 
of  cooking,  training  in  which,  he  was 
glad  to  say,  was  extending.  Seventeen 
years  ago  he  found  in  a  village  in  Shrop- 
shire— Stokesay — instruction  in  cottage 
cooking  being  given  on  a  system  that 
was  then  novel ;  and  since  that  time  the 
system  had  gone  on  developing  to  a 
very  large  degree.  He  would  do  every- 
thing in  his  power  to  encourage  that 
training  in  cookery,  because  he  believed 
that  by  it,  perhaps,  more  might  be 
done  for  the  happiness  of  the  popula- 
tion than  in  any  other  way.  Those, 
however,  were  subjects  on  which  he 
should  have  more  to  say  next  week ; 
and  he  now  desired  simply  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool in  regard  to  his  Motion,  with  the 
objects  of  which  they  all  sympathized. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had 
done  good  service  in  bringing  so  im- 
portant asubject  before  the  House ;  and 
he  would  appeal  to  him  to  be  content 
with  the  discussion,  and  not  to  press 
the  Motion  to  a  division. 

Mr.  mundella  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  understated  the  fact. 
There  were  500  centres  of  instruction  in 
cooking;  but  there  were  many  schools  at 
which  cookery  was  taught  connected 
with  some  of  these  centres. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  he  had 
often  observed  that  the  breaks  in  the 
Party  organization  of  the  House  which 
changes  of  Administration  produced 
afforded  scope  for  free  and  friendly  in- 
terchange of  opinion.  In  this  debate 
everyone  had  recommended  education  as 
a  remedy  for  the  poverty  and  the  social 
evils  described  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  8.  Smith).  It  was  pro- 
posed to  make  education  compulsory,  and 
to  make  this  a  charge,  not  upon  th^ 
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rates,  but  upon  the  Imperial  Eevenue. 
What  were  they  coming  to  ?  The  pro- 
posal meant  an  enormous  charge  upon 
the  Eevenue,  brought  about  by  the  dis- 
placement of  a  great  industry,  and  by  the 
removal  of  a  large  part  of  the  popula- 
tion, not  to  the  Colonies,  but  to  the  large 
towns  of  this  country,  where  the  people 
found  employment  almost  as  deficient  as 
in  the  country  districts  which  they  had 
left.  He  had  always  feared,  and  he  had 
not  been  ashamed  to  say  it,  that  he  had 
long  foreseen,  and  declared  his  opinion, 
tiiat  the  policy  of  free  imports  would 
turn  out  more  expensive  to  this  country 
than  the  policy  whioh  it  superseded. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  not  solitary  in 
that  opinion.  It  was  now  generally 
known  that  the  German  Empire  had  re- 
cently adopted  a  Com  Law,  and  that  the 
French  Bepublio  had  still  more  recently 
adopted  a  similar  measure ;  while  Eng- 
land was  obliged  to  cast  forth  a  popula- 
tion so  unprepared  for  labour,  that  the 
United  States  had  passed  a  statute  to 
the  effect  that  no  such  people  should  be 
allowed  to  immigrate  into  that  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  CoUings)  had  stated  that  farmers 
should  turn  their  attention  more  than 
they  had  done  to  dairy  produce.  The 
hon.  Member  ought  to  know  something 
about  Birmingham,  but  seemed  not  to  be 
aware  that  through  poverty  in  Birming- 
ham itself,  or  from  the  extent  that  land 
had  been  laid  down  in  the  Midland 
Counties  for  dairy  purposes,  that  the 
price  of  milk  in  that  town  had  fallen 
one-third,  while  the  superiority  of  the 
quality  of  English  cheese  was  gradually 
^ving  American  cheese  out  of  the  mar- 
ket. He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  submitted 
that  the  Legislature  had  no  right  to  en- 
force compulsory  education  until  they 
had  the  knowledge  to  inform  scholars 
from  13  to  16  years  of  age  where  they 
might  employ  their  industry.  He  con- 
tended that  it  was  cruel  and  impolitic  to 
force  this  advanced  education  upon  lads 
without  furnishing  them  with  informa- 
tion as  to  where  they  oould  obtain 
spheres  for  its  use.  The  Government 
of  the  day  alone  possessed,  or  could 
promptly  obtain,  this  information  from 
foreign,  countries  and  from  the  Colonies, 
and  ought  to  publish  it  monthly.  With 
respect  to  the  training  of  girls,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  all  girls  ought  to  marry. 
He  himself  was  a  bachelor ;  but  if  he 
▼ere  to  marry  he  would  have  to  bless 


the  Government,  who  had  made  his  wife 
a  good  cook. 

Mr.  CLARE  READ  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings) 
was  perfectly  right  when  he  said  that 
for  a  long  series  of  years  the  rural  popu- 
lation was  flocking  into  the  towns. 
Some  20  years  ago  this  arose  from  the 
better  employment  given  in  the  towns; 
but  during  the  last  10  years  there  had 
been  going  on  a  considerable  migration 
into  the  towns,  which  resulted  mainly 
from  the  quantity  of  land  that  was  laid 
down  in  grass.  When  the  hon.  Member 
told  them  that  the  salvation  of  farming 
would  be  attained  by  the  production  of 
more  cheese  and  butter,  he  hardly  knew 
how  small  a  quantity  of  labour  was  em- 
ployed in  the  production  of  cheese. 
There  was  scarcely  anyone  employed  on 
the  great  cheese  farms,  and  the  same 
might  also  be  said  of  butter  ;  but  when 
they  considered  the  amount  of  labour 
employed  in  growing  an  acre  of  wheat, 
it  would  be  seen  that  the  laying  down  of 
land  in  grass,  while  much  more  profit- 
able to  the  farmer,  would  be  a  loss  to  the 
country  and  to  the  labouring  population. 
A  farmer  could  not  grow  an  acre  of  wheat 
unless  he  spent  something  like  40«.  in 
labour  upon  it,  while  10«.  would  be 
ample  when  the  land  was  laid  down  in 
grass. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  CLARE  READ,  continuing,  ob- 
served that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
had  said  that  there  was  a  very  success- 
ful future  before  the  farmer;  but  that 
future  must  depend  upon  the  production 
of  fruit,  butter,  and  cheese.  Why,  but- 
ter had  been  selling  at  from  9d,  to  10^. 
per  pound,  and  milk  at  6rf.  per  gallon. 
Fruit  was  never  more  cheap  than  at 
present,  and  vegetables  were  abso- 
lutely given  away.  He  saw  a  bill  the 
other  day  for  three  cartloads  of  rough 
vegetables  sent  into  Birmingham,  and 
all  that  the  man  received  for  them 
was  14«.  6rf.  Cabbages  were  actually 
sold  for  \d.  a-dozen.  If  they  were  to 
grow  com,  mutton,  and  beef,  they  would 
have  a  very  much  larger  quantity  of 
labour  employed  than  at  present,  and 
they  would  stop  the  migration  into  the 
towns.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
they  ought  to  have  in  all  the  rural 
schools  an  acre  or  two  upon  which  the 
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boys  should  be  taught  agriculture.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  whether 
the  boys  could  tend  stock,  or  girl»  make 
the  oheese,  on  this  acre  or  two  ?  Many 
practical  suggestions  had  been  made  in 
the  course  of  the  debate ;  but  those 
which  had  been  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  would  not 
tend  much  to  the  benefit  of  the  rural 
population. 

MR.  RANKIN  said,  he  was  prepared 
to  give  a  general  support  to  the  Motion. 
He  thought  that  more  information 
should  be  given  to  persons  intending  to 
emigrate  than  was  given  at  present.  It 
would  be  well  if  an  Office  could  be  es- 
tablished which  should  collect  all  the  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  and  diffuse  it 
throughout  the  country.  He  would 
suggest  that  that  might  be  done  without 
difficulty  through  the  instrumentality  of 
the  Post  Office.  He  agreed  with  what 
had  been  said  as  to  the  importance  of 
industrial  training  for  the  children  of 
the  country.  Though  it  might  be  almost 
impossible,  as  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
last  spoken  observed,  to  make  a  profit 
out  of  small  items,  yet  these  might  form 
an  important  element  in  the  industrial 
life  of  the  rural  labourer.  Though  the 
labourer  might  not  be  able  to  sell  his 
vegetables,  he  might  be  able  to  con- 
sume them  himself  very  profitably.  A 
great  deal  was  being  done  by  voluntary 
effort  for  emigrating  children  to  Canada 
from  industrial  homes ;  and  if  those 
homes  were  encouraged  by  a  Govern- 
ment grant  a  much  greater  work  might 
be  done.  If  children  physically  and 
mentally  fitted  for  emigration  were  se- 
lected from  the  schools  and  sent  to 
Canada,  where  the  demand  for  young 
emigrants  appeared  to  be  inexhaustible, 
much  good  would  be  effected.  Con- 
sidering how  magnificent  a  Colonial 
Empire  we  possessed,  it  seemed  a  great 
pity  that  our  surplus  population  should 
remain  at  home  instead  of  going  to  De- 
pendencies, where  energy  and  intelli- 
gence were  highly  valued. 

Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  instructive 
discussion  that  had  taken  place  upon 
the  matter,  and,  therefore,  woTild  not 
ask  the  House  to  divide. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  ''  That 
Mr.  SpeeJser  do  now  letfve  the  Chair." 


SCOTLAND— ADMINISTRATION  OF 

JUSTICE    IN    THE    HIGHLANDS    AND 

ISLANDS.-OBSERVATIONS. 

Dr.  CAMERON,  in  calling  atten- 
tion to  the* administration  of  justice  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland, 
with  special  reference  to  statements  set 
forth  in  depositions  sworn  to  on  the  19th 
ultimo  hy  the  postmaster  and  telegraph 
clerk  of  Portree  before  David  Boss, 
Esquire,  J.P.  for  Inverness-shire,  said, 
that  under  the  Telegraph  Act  of  1868  it 
was  constituted  a  felony  in  England  and 
a  crime  in  Scotland  f  or-anyone  employed 
in  the  Postal  Telegraph  Service  to 
divulge  the  contents  of  any  telegram. 
That  Act  was  one  of  the  Post  Office  Acts, 
and  in  all  the  Post  Office  Acts  it  was 
laid  down  that  any  person  inciting  to 
the  commission  of  a  felony  or  crime  was 
himself  guilty  of  a  felony  or  crime,  and 
was  liable  to  two  years'  imprisonment. 
The  case  he  had  to  refer  to  was  that  of  a 
gentleman  in  a  high  and  powerful  posi- 
tion, who  had  been  apparently  guilty  of 
the  offence  which  he  had  described. 
About  a  month  ago  a  statement  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers,  substantiated 
by  the  signatures  of  two  witnesses,  to 
the  effect  that  Sheriff  Ivory,  Sheriff  of 
Inverness-shire,  had  gone  into  the  Post 
Office  of  Portree,  and  had  used  intimi- 
dating language  towards  the  telegraph 
clerk  and  the  postmaster,  to  induce 
them  to  divulge  the  contents  of  certain 
telegrams  which  had  passed  through 
that  office.  A  Question  was  asked  the 
late  Lord  Advocate  on  the  subject,  and 
another  Question  was  asked  of  the  late 
Postmaster  General.  The  late  Post- 
master G-eneral  said  he  had  communi- 
cated with  the  postmaster  at  Portree, 
and  his  Keport  entirely  bore  out  the 
statements  in  question.  He  said  he  had 
handed  the  matter  to  the  late  Lord  Ad- 
vocate ;  and  the  Lord  Advocate,  being 
asked  whether  he  woiild  take  steps  in 
the  matter,  replied  that  he  had  received 
from  Sheriff  Ivory  an  explanation  on 
the  subject,  and  that  he  did  not  intend 
to  take  any  steps.  Since  then  sworn 
depositions  had  been  made  by  the  two 
men  who  heard  what  was  going  on,  and 
by  the  postmaster  and  telegraph  clerk. 
They  were  all  to  the  same  effect — that 
Sheriff  Ivory  did,  on  the  25th  May,  go 
into  the  Post  Office,  force  himself  into 
the  private  room,  and  in  a  most  im- 
perious and  unlawful  way  incite  th^ 
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officials  to  commit  a  felony — namely,  to 
disclose  the  contents  of  telegrams  which 
had  passed  throup^h  the  office.  The 
Sherifif  in  Scotland  was  not  merely  a 
Judge,  but  held  an  important  adminis- 
trative office ;  and  it  was  entirely  in  his 
administrative  and  not  in  his  judicial 
capacity  that  he  should  have  occasion  to 
criticize  his  conduct.  They  had  all  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  military  expedi- 
tion to  Skye ;  but  it  was  not  generally 
known  that  the  chief  mover  in  connec- 
tion with  those  military  expeditions  was 
Sheriff  Ivory.  He  did  not  state  that  on 
hearsay  authority ;  he  stated  it  on  the 
authority  of  a  Eeport  presented  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  of  Inverness- 
shire  to  Sheriff  Ivory.  In  1882,  there 
was  considerable  commotion  in  the  High- 
lands. The  Commissioners  of  Supply 
found  themselves  obliged  to  supply 
police  or  some  other  protection  to  Sheriff 
officers  who  Went  there  to  serve  notices 
either  of  interdict  or  eviction,  and  they 
put  themselves  in  communication  with 
the  Imperial  authorities.  Sheriff  Ivory 
impressed  upon  the  military  authorities 
the  necessity  of  sending  a  Government 
steamer  with  Marines ;  but  the  late  Home 
Secretary  absolutely  refused  to  sanction 
any  such  expedition.  Later  on,  the  re- 
presentations of  the  Police  Committee  of 
the  Inverness  Commissioners  of  Supply 
were  more  successful,  and  Sheriff  Ivory 
was  the  moving  spirit.  Pressure  was 
put  upon  the  Government,  and  at  last  a 
military  expedition  was  sent.  Sheriff 
Ivory  went  with  that  expedition ;  and  a 
statement  was  published,  signed  by  a 
clergyman  in  Skye,  to  the  effect  that  in 
his  presence  Sheriff  Ivory  had  said 
that  he  had  power  to  order  the  Ma- 
rines to  shoot  the  people.  When  an 
observation  was  made  that  he  could  not 
make  the  Marines  shoot  them,  he  said 
he  could  ;  and  he  used  language  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  rev.  inhabitant  of 
Skye,  was  of  a  very  irreligious  and  un- 
becoming character.  A  statement  to  that 
effect  was  published,  signed  by  the  men 
who  heard  what  Sheriff  Ivory  had  said. 
It  was  Sheriff  Ivory's  duty,  as  the 
officer  in  charge  of  the  expedition,  to 
send  a  Heport  to  the  Government,  and  he 
sent  a  Beport.  That  Keport  cast  asper- 
sions broadcast.  Sheriff  Ivory  was  the 
Judge  in  the  county,  and  naturally  any 
case  that  was  for  trial  would  come  be- 
fore him.  But  he  showed  in  the  course 
of  the  Beport  the  most  extraordinary 


resolution  to  make  statements  without 
evidence,  and  to  judge  cases  beforehand  ; 
and  he  thought  himself  justified,  with- 
out any  sanction  from  the  Government, 
in  publishing  his  own  Beport  in  the  Scot- 
tish newspapers.  He  did  not  do  so  even 
in  a  straightforward  fashion.  The  Be- 
port was  dated  on  the  1 0th  February, 
and  on  the  12th  it  appeared  in  extenso  in 
The  Scotsman.  It  was  prefaced  with  this 
introduction — 

"  The  following  is  the  Eeport  of  Sheriff  Ivory, 
which  has  heen  laid  before  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply  of  Invemeflfl.*' 

What  could  be  the  object  of  that  intro- 
duction but  to  lead  the  country  to  be- 
lieve that  it  had  been  supplied  to  The 
Scotsman  by  the  Commissioners  of  Sup- 
ply at  Inverness  ?  He  found  that  there 
had  been  no  meeting  of  the  Commis- 
sioners on  the  11th,  and  he  asked  the 
late  Lord  Advocate  a  Question  on  the 
subject,  and  was  told  that  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  admitted  to  him  that  he  had  pub- 
lished this  official  document — which  the 
Home  Secretary  subsequently  refused  to 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House — entirely 
on  his  own  responsibility.  In  view  of 
such  conduct  he  asked  the  House  was 
that  a  man  who  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
dragoon  a  highly-steang  portion  of  the 
population  of  Scotland?  Was  that  a 
man  on  whose  word  the  Government 
should  send  military  expeditions  to  Skye, 
involving  the  country  in  expense,  and 
taking  steps  which  might  lead  to  blood- 
shed and  other  deplorable  results  ?  He 
maintained  that  the  conduct  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  in  publishing  that  confidential  Be- 
port, and  again  in  committing  the  breach 
of  the  law  which  was  laid  in  the  charge 
in  the  depositions  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, was  such  that  he  could  not  be 
safely  entrusted  with  administration  of 
a  disturbed  district  such  as  that  over 
which  he  ruled.  An  even-handed  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  the  Highlands 
was  essential  in  order  to  prevent  the 
people  from  regarding  the  law  and  the 
officers  of  the  law  as  their  enemies,  and 
to  prevent  it  being  in  their  power  to  de- 
feat the  law.  The  hon.  Member  then 
proceeded  to  refer  to  the  cases  of  the 
mutilation  of  animals.  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate had  admitted  all  the  facts  that 
Martin  had  so  mutilated  the  crofters' 
sheep  that  they  died,  and  the  autho- 
rities had  thought  it  necessary  to  take 
action  in  the  matter ;  and  when  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  questioned  him  on  th9 
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subject  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Lord  Adyooate  explained  that  there  was 
no  evidence  that  Martin  had  wantonly 
or  intentionally  mutilated  the  sheep. 
But  was  there  no  law  against  cruelty  to 
animals  in  Scotland  ?  And  if  there  was, 
why  was  not  that  law  enforced  ?  Well, 
Martin  brought  his  action  for  the  muti- 
lation of  his  ram,  and  the  crofters  their 
counter-addon  for  the  deterioration  of 
the  value  of  their  ewes ;  and  the  Sheriff 
awarded  to  each  party  £3  in  the  shape 
of  damages,  and  the  crofters  found 
themselves  minus  their  expenses,  and  the 
value  of  their  time  occupied  in  the  action. 
And  when  the  crofters  followed  him 
afterwards,  calling  him  "  ba ! "  in  refer- 
ence to  what  had  really  occurred,  they 
were  brought  up  before  Sheriff  Black 
and  sentenced  to  30  days'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  without  the  option  of 
a  fine.  And  the  late  Home  Secretary, 
when  questioned  on  the  subject  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  said  that  it  was 
necessary  to  maintain  the  strong  arm  of 
the  law  in  Scotland.  It  might  be  neces- 
sary to  maintain  order  in  the  Highlands 
by  a  stem  administration  of  the  law ;  it 
might  be  necessary  to  imprison  the 
crofters  for  30  days  with  hard  labour, 
for  in  their  natural  resentment,  and  in 
their  ignorance  of  the  consequences  of 
saying  ''  ba ! ''  to  a  tacksman ;  it  might 
be  necessary  to  interpret  the  law  in  the 
most  literal  fashion  to  hold  that  any 
man  breaking  it  should  be  punished 
by  the  extremest  penalties  of  the  law ; 
but  if  they  laid  it  down  so  in  one  case 
they  ought  to  do  so  in  all  cases,  but,  as 
he  had  pointed  out,  the  severity  of  the 
law  was  not  vindicated  in  the  case  of 
Martin.  There  might  have  been  some 
excuse  for  those  ignorant  Highlanders  for 
collecting  in  a  mob.  They  had  not  much 
experience  of  mobs ;  they  did  not  know 
it  was  a  crime  to  walk  behind  a  person 
who  had  denounced  them  as  thieves 
and  robbers;  but  Sheriff  Ivory  was  a 
Judge  and  an  administrator  of  the  law, 
and  it  was  his  business  to  know  the  law, 
and  yet  they  had  him  going  into  a  post 
office  at  Portree,  and  committing  the 
offence  he  was  alleged  to  have  com- 
mitted— an  offence  which  the  statutes  of 
Parliament  declared  to  be  a  felony  in 
England,  and  a  crime  in  Scotland, 
punishable  with  two  years'  imprison- 
ment. He  (Dr.  Cameron)  did  not  want 
to  assume  the  guilt  of  Sheriff  Ivory, 
although  he  should  like  to  hear  what 

Dr.  Cameron 


explanation  he  had  to  offer,  if  he  had 
any ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  no  expla- 
nation of  Sheriff  Ivory's  was  comparable 
to  the  sworn  evidence  of  those  four  wit- 
nesses. The  Sheriff  might  have  the 
authority  of  the  State  for  the  course 
taken  by  him ;  but,  if  that  was  so,  he 
had  not  produced  his  authority.  When 
the  postmaster  said  he  was  the  serviuit 
of  the  Postmaster  General,  Sheriff  Ivory 
was  reported  to  have  replied  that  he  did 
not  care  for  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre ;  that 
these  Englishmen  knew  nothing  about 
Scotsmen ;  and  that  he  did  not  care  for 
the  hard-and-fast  rules  of  the  Post 
Office,  and  was  determined  that  the 
Post  Office  should  not  be  made  a  me- 
dium to  convey  intelligence  for  the  pur- 
pose of  defeating  the  ends  of  justice, 
and  he  threatened  that  he  should  have 
the  postmaster  apprehended,  andcharged 
with  being  "  art  and  part"  in  the  of- 
fences in  question.  He  did  not,  as  he 
had  said,  desire  to  assume  the  guilt  of 
Sheriff  Ivory  as  to  the  offence  ascribed  to 
him ;  but,  according  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, the  prosecution  of  offenders  was 
the  duty  of  the  Crown  officials,  and 
it  was  their  duty  in  this  case,  as  in 
that  of  the  wretched  Highlanders  who 
mobbed  the  tacksman,  or  in  the  expe- 
dition to  Skye  of  Shenff  Ivory.  Why, 
instead  of  trying  them  with  a  jury  in 
Inverness  in  [ordinary  fashion,  tiiey 
put  them  to  the  inconvenience  and 
expense  of  a  jury  trial,  without  the  cor- 
responding benefits  to  be  reaped  from  a 
summary  trial  at  Portree,  and  in  a  man- 
ner altogether  unprecedented.  The 
public  of  Scotland  had  been  so  scan- 
dalized by  the  proceedings  that  they 
had  signed  and  published  in  TAe  Times 
a  protest  in  the  matter,  for  a  more 
miserable  fiasco  was  never  enacted  in  a 
Scotch  Court.  It  might,  as  he  bad  al- 
ready observed,  be  necessary  under  ex- 
isting circumstances  to  administer  the 
law  in  Scotland  with  severity,  to  inflict 
penalties  for  offences  against  the  law 
which  might,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, be  overlooked;  but  unless  it 
was  desired  to  prejudice  the  minds  of 
the  people  against  the  impartiality  of 
the  law,  he  would  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  administer  even-handed  justice— 
to  let  the  law  be  what  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  declared  it  to  be,  and  not 
the  dictum  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal. 

Mh.    teaser. MACKINTOSH 
wiehed  to  impress  on  the  Government 
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the  necessity  of  making  a  full  inquiry 
into  the  charge  against  Sheriff  Ivory,  of 
having,  as  it  was  alleged,  taken  upon 
himself,  without  authority  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  to  enter  the  Post  Office 
at  Portree  and  threaten  the  postmaster, 
if  he  did  not  disclose  the  contents  of 
telegrams,  that  he  would  have  him  up 
before  himself.  Now,  that  had  caused 
much  excitement  in  Scotland,  and  he 
himself  had  received  several  communi- 
cations on  the  subject ;  and  the  answer 
given  by  the  late  Lord  Advocate,  when 
questioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Dr.  Cameron)  on  the  subject,  was 
not  by  any  means  a  sufficient  answer  to 
satisfy  the  House  of  Commons.  But  since 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had  asked 
the  Question  of  the  late  Lord  Advocate 
the  matter  had  assumed  greater  gravity. 
The  matter  then  rested  on  the  evidence 
of  the  two  witnesses  who  were  accident- 
ally present ;  but  since  then  their  state- 
ments had  been  fully  corroborated  by 
the  official  testimony  of  the  postmaster 
at  Portree,  and  the  telegraph  derk.  He 
urged  on  tiie  Postmaster  General  to  un- 
dertake a  full  investigation  into  the 
charges  made  by  the  two  responsible 
witnesses,  fortified  by  the  postmaster  and 
his  clerk,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
afterwards  inform  the  House  of  the  re- 
sult of  the  inquiry;  and  he  (Mr.  Mack- 
intosh) hoped  that,  should  it  be  found 
that  this  person  (Sheriff  Ivory),  however 
high  his  position, .  was  guilty  of  the 
charge  brought  against  him,  an  equal 
measure  of  justice  and  of  punishment 
ahonld  be  dealt  out  to  him  as  had  been 
dealt  to  the  crofters. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  had 
put  a  Question  on  this  subject  to  the  late 
Lord  Advocate,  and  the  answer  was  per- 
fectiy  unique.  A  serious  charge  had 
been  made  against  a  high  official  in 
Scotland ;  it  had  since  been  affirmed  by 
three  or  four  persons  on  oath,  and  the 
Lord  Advocate's  reply  was  that  the  per- 
son inculpated  had  given  an  entirely 
different  version  of  the  case.  He  did 
not  wish  to  charge  Sheriff  Ivory  with 
any  criminality ;  but  he  supposed  it  was 
usual  for  criminals  to  give  an  entirely 
different  version  of  a  case ;  yet  he  had 
never  known  high  officials  like  the  Lord 
Advocate  or  the  Judges  to  accept  the 
criminal's  Torsion  as  a  settlement  of  the 
matter.  But  this  was  not  a  dispute  be- 
tween two  individuals  in  Portree.  It 
was  a  question  between  the  dignity  and 


honour  of  tlio  law  and  the  people.  He 
denied  that  there  was  any  necessity  for 
enforcing  the  law  with  severity  in  the 
Highlands.  The  crofters  for  the  most 
part  were  wholly  ignorant  of  English, 
and  on  that  account  they  frequently  did 
not  know  when  they  might  be  commit- 
ting breaches  of  the  law.  But  the  mo- 
ment they  discovered  they  had  done  so 
they  voluntarily  surrendered  themselves 
to  the  Court  to  take  their  trial ;  and  it 
was  not  likely  that  people  who  would 
walk  such  great  distances  as  thev  had  in 
order  to  reach  the  Court  to  tale  their 
trial  could  be  such  very  great  despera- 
does. Whether  the  Highlands  were 
disturbed  or  not,  the  administration  of 
the  law  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
above  suspicion.  That  was  not  the  case. 
He  did  not  wish  to  give  his  own  judg- 
ment on  this  occasion.  All  that  they 
asked  for  was  a  strict  investigation ;  and 
if  on  that  it  was  proved  that  a  high 
officer  of  the  law  had  misused  his  posi- 
tion to  terrorize  the  people— as  he  had 
good  reason  to  believe  he  had — then  he 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  would 
make  an  example  of  him  that  would  be 
remembered  by  the  Highlands  and  by 
all  Scotland.  Apart  from  this  matter  of 
the  telegrams,  they  had  had  innume- 
rable instances  of  the  watit  of  discretion 
on  the  part  of  this  high  officer.  He 
travelled  through  Skye  when  the  people 
were  in  a  great  state  of  excitement,  and 
a  judicious  man  would  not  have  treated 
the  people  as  he  did.  It  had  been  the 
same  from  the  time  the  man-of-war  went 
to  Skye  and  the  Marines  fraternized 
with  the  people.  From  that  time,  and 
before  that  time,  he  had  been  practically 
a  firebrand.  The  people  did  not  believe 
in  him  or  his  justice;  and  it  did  not 
matter  whether  he  was  just  find  impar- 
tial or  not.  So  long  as  the  people  did 
not  believe  in  his  justice  and  impar- 
tiality he  was  unfit  to  be  an  officer  of  the 
Crown.  During  recent  years  the  House 
of  Commons  had  had  brought  before  it 
a  great  many  cases  from  Ireland,  per- 
haps some  good  and  perhaps  some  bad ; 
but  he  did  not  believe  the  magistrates 
and  j  ustices  had  anything  like  a  chance  of 
carrying  on  their  practices  in  Ireland  as 
they  did  in  the  Scottish  Highlands.  There 
was  a  public  opinion  in  Ireland  that 
kept  a  watchful  eye  on  them ;  and  within 
the  last  few  years  they  had  done  nothing 
amiss  without  being  called  in  question. 
He  wished  to  see  the  same  vigilance  ex- 
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eroised  in  regard  to  the  Highlands  also. 
There  ought  to  be  a  trial  of  this  Sheriff, 
and|  if  found  guilty,  justioe  ought  to  be 
meted  out  to  him.  He  would  not  dwell 
upon  the  subject,  because  another  op- 
portunity would  be  afforded  for  discuss- 
ing" it,  by  moving  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  for  the  salaries  of  the  Scottish  Law 
Officers. 

The  LOED  of  the  TREASUItY 
(Mr.  Dalrymplb)  said,  he  had  paused 
before  rising  to  address  the  House, 
because  he  thought  it  possible  that 
the  only  Member  of  the  late  Goyern- 
ment  who  was  on  the  Bench  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Mundella)  would  have  taken 
the  opportunity  of  making  some  reply 
to  the  statements  regarding  affairs  with 
which  the  late  Government  alone  were 
concerned.  It  was  quite  obvious  that 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  had 
not  been  concerned  in  any  way  in  the 
matters  under  discussion,  and,  indeed,  it 
would  have  been  only  natural — indeed, 
it  would  have  been  very  much  to  be  ex- 
pected— that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  should  have 
taken  notice  before  quitting  the  House 
of  the  speeches  that  had  been  made. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Oameron)  put  his  Notice  on  the  Paper 
only  on  Thursday  night,  and  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  obtain  fresh  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  from  Skye  in  time 
for  this  debate.  He  believed  it  was  a 
matter  of  convenience  to  various  Mem- 
bers that  the  question  should  be  brought 
on  to-night ;  but  he  thought  it  was  un- 
fortunate that  it  should  have  been 
brought  on  in  the  absence  of  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour),  who 
must  have  been  much  better  informed 
on  the  subject  than  any  Member  of 
the  present  Administration  could  be. 
He  was,  moreover,  of  opinion  that  it 
would  not  have  been  inappropriate  if 
the  discussion  had  been  delayed  till  the 
Vote  on  Law  and  Criminal  Expenses  in 
Scotland  was  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee, especially  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Inverness  Burghs  (Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh)  had  intimated  that  he  in- 
tended to  raise  the  whole  discussion 
again  on  that  Vote  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  had  no  complaint  to  make 
about  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  for 
bringing  forward  the  matter,  although 
he  had  said  a  great  deal  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  which  was  not  in  the  least 
foreshadowed  in  his  Notice  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  Macfarlane 


The  hon.  Member  had  entered  into  a 
review  of  the  conduct  of  Sheriff  Ivory 
from  first  to  last.  It  was  no  part  of  hu 
(Mr.  Dalrymple's)  business  to  defend 
Sheriff  Ivory,  and  he  had  very  little  to 
say  in  reply,  because  there  was  no  in- 
formation in  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment independent  of  that  which  was 
vrithin  the  reach  of  the  late  Government, 
nor  was  there  anything  in  the  papers 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  been  so  good  as  to  send  him  which 
in  any  degree  covered  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow's  speech,  for  the  papers  had 
reference  alone  to  the  matter  of  the 
telegrams.  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
had  taken  no  action  in  this  matter  be- 
cause they  had  no  new  information.  On 
the  8th  of  June  he  observed  that  a 
Question  was  put  to  the  then  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  in  reference 
to  the  tcdegrams.  The  Question  asked 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  letter  in  Th$  North  Brituh  Daily 
Mail  of  May  9th ;  and  the  answer  was 
that  the  Postmaster  General  had  re- 
ceived a  statement  from  the  postmaster 
at  Portree  to  a  similar  effect,  but  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  received  an 
essentially  different  account.  The  mat- 
ter had  since  been  made  the  subject  of 
certain  depositions.  These  were  brought 
before  the  notice  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  were  dealt  with  after  communication 
with  Sheriff  Ivory,  who  gave  a  distinctly 
different  account  of  the  proceedings. 
The  present  Government  had  not  got  in 
their  possession  the  communication  from 
Sheriff  Ivory.  He  (Mr.  Dalrymple)  did 
not  know  where  it  was,  and  he  could 
give  no  account  of  it  whatever.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
said  he  had  not  seen  it.  Why,  if  he 
had  not  seen  it,  should  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  assume 
that  it  was  a  valueless  document,  and 
was  not  to  be  taken  as  evidence  any 
more  than  any  part  of  the  evidence? 
The  hon.  Member  thought  it  incredible 
that  the  communication  should  be  re- 
lied on  ;  and  yet,  it  was  to  be  observed, 
though  the  present  Government  had  not 
seen  it,  it  was  thought  sufficient  by  the 
late  Government.  He  oould  but  state 
that  the  late  Lord  Advocate  had  made 
inquiry,  and  had  seen  no  cause  to  take 
steps.  No  new  information  having 
reached  the  present  Gt)vernment,  the 
Secretary  of  State  did  not  see  any 
ground  for  re  openiug  the  case.     This 
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answer  might  be  unsatisfactory  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow.  He  entirely 
agreed  that  even-handed  justice  sbould 
be  dealt  out  in  a  district  which  had  been 
the  subject  of  considerable  agitation  in 
times  past,  and,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oarlow  had  said,  the  administration  of 
justice  should  be  above  suspicion ;  but 
the  whole  case  seemed  to  have  been 
under  review  of  the  late  Government, 
and  as  the  present  Government  had  no 
fresh  information  on  the  subject  it  was 
impossible  to  re-open  the  case. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAItOLAY  said,  there  was 
great  force  in  some  of  the  remarks  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  addressed 
to  the  House.     He  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had  any  in- 
tention of  putting  the  responsibility  on 
the  present  Government ;  and  the  ques- 
tion had  been  brought  forward  to-night 
in  order  that  the  new  Government,  or 
whoever  might  now  be  responsible  for 
Scotch  affairs,  might  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  some  assurance  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  particularly  the 
Highlanders,  that  they  would  see  that 
justice  should  be  now  administered  fairly 
and  impartially.     There  was  no  doubt 
that  there  was  the  greatest  dissatisfac- 
tion with  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land.     So  far  as  he  could  make  out, 
there  was  great  reason  to  doubt  that 
justice  was  impartially  administered  in 
that  quarter  of  the  country.     He  deeply 
regretted  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
late  Government  did  not  give  sufficient 
importance  to  the  subject  when  it  was 
first  brought  before  their  notice.     He 
was  also  sorry  to  call  attention  to  the 
circumstance  that  there  was  not  one  of 
the  late  Law  Officers  now  in  the  House 
— ^that  there  was  not  present  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  late  Government — although 
he  understood  that  the  Notice  of  his 
hon.  Friend  had  come  under  the  notice 
of  the  late  Law  Officers.     There  was  no 
doubt  whatever  that  a  large  proportion 
of  the  disturbances  that  took  place  re- 
cently in  Skye  was  due  to  the  want  of 
confidence  among  the  people  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.     They  felt  from 
long  experience  that  they  could  not  look 
to  the  Crown  to  protect  them  from  in- 
justice ;  and   they  were  driven  as  the 
only  resource  to  attempt,  very  unwisely 
and  injudiciously,  to  take  the  law  into 
their  own  hands,  though  the  result  of 
that  had  been  that  they  had  had  an  at- 


tention drawn  to  their  case  which  it 
otherwise  would  not  have  received.  The 
new  Government  would  put  the  people 
of  the  West  of  Scotland  to  a  great 
amount  of  indebtedness  if  they  would 
take  means  to  have  a  fair  inquiry  into 
the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Islands  of  Scotland.  So  far  as  the  case 
of  Sheriff  Ivory  was  concerned,  he 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  place  the  sworn  affidavits  before 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  for  Scot- 
land, and  ask  their  opinion  whether 
there  was  not  primd  faci$  evidence  to 
justify  a  prosecution  of  Sheriff  Ivory. 
There  were  sworn  affidavits  by  two  per- 
sons in  authority,  and  by  two  respect- 
able householders.  All  these  concurred 
in  making  the  same  statement,  not  from 
hearsay,  but  on  the  evidence  of  their  own 
senses ;  and  he  did  not  see  how  the  Lord 
Advocatecould  set  aside  these  affidavits  on 
the  simple  explanation  of  Sheriff  Ivory  of 
what  took  place.  In  the  particularly 
excited  state  of  the  Island,  and  the  ideas 
of  the  people  as  to  the  administration  of 
justice,  he  thought  there  ought  to  be 
some  public  inquiry,  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  people  that  impartial  justice  would 
be  meted  out  to  all.  This  was  not  the 
only  case  in  which  Sheriff  Ivory  had 
contradicted  evidence  of  individuals 
given  on  affidavit.  Complaint  was 
made  of  him  on  a  previous  occasion 
when  certain  arrests  were  made,  and  of 
the  undignified  and  unbecoming  lan- 
guage used  in  discussing  the  matter 
with  the  crofters.  Sheriff  Ivory  denied 
the  language  attributed  to  him,  where- 
upon those  who  made  the  statement 
went  before  a  magistrate  and  made 
affidavit  that  the  statement  was  correct. 
Five  witnesses  agreed  on  that  occasion. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  to  take  steps  to  satisfy  the 
people  that  the  law  would  be  fairly  and 
justly  administered.  The  conduct  of 
Sheriff  Ivory  had  been  principally  dealt 
with  on  the  present  occasion  ;  biit  on  a 
previous  occasion  he  had  called  attention 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
and  of  Sheriff  Black,  which  he  begged 
the  House  to  consider  for  a  moment 
in  relation  to  the  position  of  the 
people  in  the  Highlands  of  Scot- 
land. The  population  of  Lewis 
amounted  to  about  26,000  people,  and 
the  whole  Island  belonged  to  one  pro- 
prietrix,   and,    with    the    exception    of 

uigiiizea  oy  vjv/OQlC 


339 


Hot/al  Irish 


I  COMMONS} 


Comtahdary. 


340 


the  Sheriff  Substituteship,  every  place 
of  emolument  or  power  was  ia  her 
hands,  or  those  of  her  nominees  and 
officials.  The  Procurator  Fiscal— a  Law 
Officer  of  the  Grown — was  also  the  law 
agent  for  the  proprietrix.  There  was, 
therefore,  no  independent  individual  to 
whom  the  islanders  could  trust,  except 
the  Sheriff.  He  had  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  by  Question  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal  in  the 
case  of  Murdo  Graham,  when  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal,  as  agent,  obtained  a 
warrant  from  the  Sheriff  for  the  de- 
molition of  a  house,  and  at  the  pulling 
down  of  the  house  a  disturbance  took 
place.  In  connection  with  the  subse- 
quent trial  Sheriff  Black  had  shown 
such  a  partizanship  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
prietrix that  the  people  did  not  believe 
that  they  could  have  impartial  justice. 
The  Eeport  of  the  Royal  Commission 
indicated  very  clearly  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  reason  to  believe  that  there 
were  grounds  for  the  dissatisfaction  at 
the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Highlands;  and  they  strongly  recom- 
mended that  all  the  officers  of  the  Crown 
— Procurator  Fiscal,  Sheriff  Clerk,  and 
Sheriff— should  be  placed  in  a  position 
entirely  independent  of  the  landlords  in 
those  districts.  He  therefore  thought  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  present  Government 
to  apply  to  Parliament  for  sufficient 
power  to  deal  with  existing  circum- 
stances ;  and  he  appealed  to  the  Home 
Secretary  to  give  them  an  assurance 
that  the  whole  matter  would  be  in- 
quired into.  He  also  desired  to  urge 
on  the  Government,  as  probably  one  of 
the  best  measures  for  the  pacification  of 
the  Western  Highlands,  to  issue  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  on  the  spot  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  justice  had  been  ad- 
ministered during  the  last  six  or  12 
months  in  that  part  of  the  country. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  for  the  courteous  way  in 
which  he  had  brought  his  case  forward, 
and  had  given  all  the  information  in  his 
power  to  his  hon.  Friend  who  sat  beside 
him,  to  himself,  and  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. Considering,  however,  that  it  was 
a  question  of  the  administration  of 
Scotch  law,  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  agree  with  him  that  it  would 
be  wrong  for  him  to  enter  further  into 

Mr.  J,  IV.  Barclay 


the  case  at  present.  In  the  absence  of 
the  late  Lord  Advocate,  who  had  had  this 
matter  before  him,  it  was  quite  impos- 
sible for  him  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  to 
express  any  opinion  on  the  facts.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  would  excuse  him  ;  but  he  had 
never  heard  the  name  of  Sheriff  Black 
before,  and  had  certainly  received  no 
complaint  in  regard  to  him.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
that  this  matter  would  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  He  would  take  care  that  the  matter 
would  be  thoroughly  looked  into,  and, 
of  course,  the  only  object  of  his  Friends 
and  himself  would  be  to  see  that  jus- 
tice was  administered  in  the  Highlands 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  inhabitants. 
At  the  same  time,  he  hoped  no  one 
would  go  away  with  the  impression  that 
he  was  expressing  any  opinion  on  the 
subject.  He  had  no  information  on 
which  he  could  do  so,  and  he  only  wished 
to  give  an  assurance  that  he  looked 
upon  the  satisfactory  administration  of 
justice  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  as 
one  of  the  most  important  parts  of  his 
duty,  and,  as  far  as  he  could  render 
assistance  in  that  direction,  he  should 
be  most  happy  to  give  it. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  considered  the 
case  one  of  great  hardship,  and  one 
that  no  Oovemment  could  tolerate.  He 
wa^  much  obliged  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  for  the  spirit 
which  he  had  shown,  which  contrasted 
very  favourably  with  that  of  his  Prede- 
cessors. 

ROYAL   IRISH   CONSTABULARY— CASE 
OF  DISTRICT  INSPECTOR  MURPHY. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND,  who  had  the 
following  Notice  upon  the  Paper : — 

*'  To  move,  That  the  interests  of  justice  re 
quire  that  an  independent  inquiry  should  be 
made  into  the  circumstances  attending  the  dis- 
missal of  District  Inspector  Murphy  from  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,'* 

said,  that  so  unsatisfactory  and  evasive 
were  the  replies  given  to  the  representa- 
tions made  on  former  occasions  to  the 
officials  of  the  late  Government,  that  the 
Irish  Party  had  felt  it  to  be  their  duty, 
on  the  first  possible  opportunity,  again 
to  press  the  matter  of  the  dismissal  of 
District  Inspector  Murphy.  He  rejoiced 
exceedingly  that  this  fresh  appeal  was 
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to  be  made  to  a  new  set  of  Irish  officials 
rather  than  to  th6se  who,  being  respon- 
sible for  the  iDJnstice  done,  wonld  be 
unwilling  to  remedy  it.  He  had  been 
much  gratified  by  the  remarks  made  in 
"  another  plaoe ''  by  the  new  Viceroy, 
who  said  he  went  to  Ireland  with  an 
open  mind.  He  hoped  that  that  would 
bo  the  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Holmes)  would  consider  this 
matter.  The  case  was  a  painful  one, 
for  it  raised  again  the  question  of  those 
horrible  Dublin  scandals,  which  all 
would  be  glad  to  see  buried  in  obliTion. 
But  they  could  not  be  allowed  so  to  rest 
until  justice  had  been  done.  The  Irish 
of&cials  had  endeavoured  to  ruin  the 
accusers  of  their  political  associates; 
and  when  obliged  by  a  jury  to  take  pro- 
ceedings, so  contrired  them  that  the 
chief  criminals  escaped,  and  it  was  with 
difficulty  that  one  of  them — French — 
was  convicted.  In  fact,  he  was  only  con- 
victed after  he  had  threatened  the  Irish 
Gbvemment  that  he  would  publish  fur- 
ther disclosures  concerning  them.  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Murphy  was  the  victim 
of  the  Irish  officials,  who  had,  so  far  as 
lay  in  their  power,  rained  him.  He  had 
been  in  the  Force  from  December,  1856, 
until  October  10,  1884,  when  he  was 
dismissed,  without  pension  or  compensa- 
tion ;  and  his  record  for  that  period  of 
18  years  was  that  he  had  rendered  long 
and  valuable  service.  Indeed,  it  was 
only  by  a  breach  of  the  rule  that  acts  of 
indiscipline  could  not  be  revived  against 
a  man  after  the  lapse  of  12  months  that 
the  Government  could  find  any  pretext 
for  his  dismissal.  He  (Mr.  J.  Redmond) 
joined  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Campbell- Bannerm an)  with  refer- 
ence to  the  question  of  Inspector  Mur- 
phy's alleged  drunkenness  and  indis- 
cipline. Inspector  Murphy  had  been 
many  times,  and  in  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land, recommended  for  favourable  re- 
cords. In  June,  1882,  considerably 
more  than  a  year  before  United  Ireland 
breathed  a  syllable  against  James  Ellis 
French,  the  late  Government  had  in 
their  possession  evidence  showing  that 
accusations  of  a  grave  nature  were  made 
against  him  by  members  of  the  Oon- 
Rtabulary  Force.  At  that  date  District 
Inspector  Murphy,  in  connection  with 


others,  had  sent  a  round  robin  to  Earl 
Spencer  and  Colonel  Brackenbury  on 
the  subject  of  French's  infamies;  and 
yet  the  officials  of  the  late  Government 
in  that  House  refused  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  his  conduct,  and  even  had  the 
audacity  to  stand  at  the  Table  and  de- 
fend him  when  he  was  attacked  in  de- 
bate. In  July,  1883,  Mr.  Murphy  made 
up  his  miud  that  he  would  communicate 
with  some  Members  of  that  House,  and 
have  the  matter  probed  to  the  bottom. 
In  October,  1883,  a  letter  was  opened  by 
one  of  Mr.  Murphy's  subordinates,  which 
disclosed  the  fact  that  he  was  the  person 
who  was  prompting  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  giving  information  to  them.  From 
that  time  this  system  of  persecution  com- 
menced against  Mr.  Murphy.  The  per- 
secution was  continued  persistently  for 
some  time.  Mr.  Murphy  was  removed 
from  place  to  place,  his  life  as  a  Con- 
stabulary officer  being  rendered  almost 
intolerable.  As,  however,  he  had  more 
endurance  than  was  expected,  the  per- 
secution culminated  at  last  in  a  distinct 
charge  made  against  him.  That  charge 
of  alleged  drunkenness  was  tnmiped  up 
from  the  first ;  it  was  not  substantiated ; 
and  eventually  it  was  withdrawn  by  the 
Government.  Moreover,  the  official  in- 
quiry was  conducted  in  a  most  irregular 
manner.  During  the  trial  a  letter,  with 
the  seal  of  Dublin  Castle,  was  handed 
to  the  President  of  the  Court,  read  by 
him  and  by  other  officers,  one  of  whom 
made  the  significant  remark,  in  a  slight 
whisper — **It's  very  pleasant  to  know 
what  we  have  got  to  do.'*  Eleven  wit- 
nesses were  called,  eight  of  whom  were 
for  the  prosecution.  Of  these  eight,  four 
swore  absolutely  that  Mr.  Murphy  was 
sober ;  two  knew  nothing ;  and  two,  one 
of  whom  was  the  accuser.  County  In- 
spector Sheehy,  and  the  other,  a  broken- 
down  hanger-on  at  the  officers'  kitchen, 
gave  evidence  which  was  uncertain. 
That  charge  having  failed,  another  was 
framed,  that  of  insubordination  in  his 
correspondence,  and  for  this  he  was  dis- 
missed. Now,  no  written  charge  to  that 
efPect  was  made  against  Mr.  Murphy. 
He  was  not  tried  for  it,  and  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  Eules  of  the  Force  that  he 
should  be  dismissed  without  trial.  An- 
other regulation  provided  that  no  man 
should  be  called  upon  to  answer  any 
general  charge  of  misconduct,  but  only 
specific  and  definite  allegations.  He 
challenged  the  Government  to  say  that 
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there  was  any  charge  against  Mr.  Mur- 
phy but  a  general  one  of  insubordina- 
tion in  his  official  correspondence.  For 
18  years  Inspector  Murphy  had  been  a 
trusted  officer  in  the  Force,  and  he  had 
only  been  dismissed  upon  yague  charges 
of  insubordination,  in  contradiction  to 
the  Code  dealing  with  the  Force,  when 
it  was  found  that  he  had  been  an  agent 
in  exposing  the  practices  of  Mr.  French. 
In  doing  so  he  contended  that  Inspector 
Murphy  had  done  a  lasting  service  to  the 
interests,  not  only  of  the  Irish  people, 
but  of  humanity  itself.  He  (Mr.  J.  Bed- 
mond)  now  asked  for  an  independent 
inquiry  into  the  case.  There  were  pre- 
cedents for  that  demand  being  granted. 
Lord  Spencer,  having  failed  to  ruin  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  0*Brien), 
found  that  he  had  one  man  on  whom  he 
could  wreck  his  vengeance,  and  so  Mr. 
Murphy  was  offered  up  as  an  atonement 
for  the  blasted  reputation  of  his  quondam 
adviser  and  friend,  Mr.  James  Ellis 
French,  and  the  infamous  gang  asso- 
ciated with  him.  The  new  Viceroy  had 
promised  that  he  would  inquire  for  him- 
self into  the  Irish  question ;  and  he  would 
ask  his  Eepresentative  in  the  House  that 
night  that  he  would  inquire  himself  into 
this  case. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  :  Rising.  Sir, 
ae  I  do,  for  the  first  time  to  address  this 
House,  I  find  myself  placed  in  a  position 
of  considerable  difficulty,  and  I  feel  that 
I  must  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
I  need  hardly  remind  the  House  that 
the  circumstances  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  New  Ross  (Mr.  J.  Redmond) 
has  referred,  occurred  long  before  either 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  or  I  myself  became  connected 
with  the  Executive  of  Ireland.  I  may 
also  say  that  the  principal  matters  which 
have  been  mentioned  have  been  brought 
before  my  notice  and  that  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  for  the  first  time.  The 
position  in  which  we  found  this  matter 
of  Inspector  Murphy  was  this.  Mr. 
Murphy  had  been  a  District  Inspector 
in  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  and 
had  been  dismissed  as  long  ago  as  Sep- 
tember last  by  the  Inspector  General  of 
the  Force,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant;  and  I  believe  that  at  a 
later  period  the  question  of  his  dismissal 
was  the  subject  of  discussion  in  this 
House  ;  but  with  these  facts  we  became 
acquainted  simply  as   members  of  the 
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general  public.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, my  right  hon.  Friend  and  myself 
naturally  expected  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  formerly  been  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
would  have  been  present,  and  would 
have  risen  at  once  to  express  his  views 
upon  this  subject.  As  far  as  we  our- 
selves are  concerned,  we  are  not  ac- 
quainted, in  the  same  degree,  with  the 
facts  which  have  been  brought  before 
the  House.  At  the  same  time  we  have 
been  enabled  within  the  last  24  hours  to 
acquaint  ourselves,  to  a  certain  extent, 
with  the  details  of  the  matters  now 
under  discussion;  and  in  venturing  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  them,  I  am 
obliged  to  say  that,  as  I  now  understand 
the  facts,  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member,  although  I  listened  carefully  to 
his  speech,  in  the  conclusion  at  which  he 
desires  the  House  to  arrive.  I  vrill  ask 
the  House,  in  the  first  place,  to  consider 
the  position  of  the  Constabulary  Force 
in  Ireland,  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  admit  is  a  most  important  factor 
in  that  country.  It  is  most  necessary 
that  its  discipline  should  be  preserved, 
and  that  anything  tending  to  a  want  of 
discipline  or  insubordination  should  be 
suppressed.  [Mr.  Healy  :  By  the  land- 
lords.] Now,  the  government  of  that 
Force  is  placed  by  statute  under  the 
direction  of  an  Inspector  General,  and 
the  Inspector  General  has  conferred 
upon  him  very  large  powers.  He  has 
power,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  to  dismiss  any  person  in  the 
Force  upon  facts  proved,  or  which  come 
under  his  own  notice  ;  and  if  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Force  is  guilty  of  insubordi- 
nation the  Inspector  General  has  the 
power  of  dismissing  him.  [An  Irish 
Member:  Without  a  court  martial?]  The 
person  dismissed  has,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, no  right  of  demanding  an 
inquiry  by  court  martial.  I  understand 
that  if  the  circumstances  come  under  the 
Inspector  General's  own  notice,  or  that 
he  feels  no  doubt  about  them,  he  has 
power,  at  his  own  discretion,  to  dismiss 
the  officer  offending,  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  officer 
has  no  right  of  appeal.  If  the  Inspector 
General  of  the  Force  has  got  the  ability 
and  intelligence  to  exercise  a  correct 
judgment  on  a  question  of  this  kind, 
and  he  exercises  his  judgment  in  good 
faith  and  honesty,  I  think  the  House 
would  not  be  disposed,  under  any  cir- 
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omnstanoes,  to  retry  the  question,  be- 
cause in  doing  so  they  would  be  trying 
the  Inspector  General,  who,  as  I  have 
said,  would  have  acted  in  good  faith  and 
honesty.  It  therefore  appears  to  me 
that  the  question  before  the  House  re- 
solves itself  into  this— whether  the  In- 
spector General  (Colonel  Bruce)  of  the 
Boy  al  Irish  Constabulary  acted  with  good 
faith  and  honesty;  and  if  the  House 
comes  to  the  conclusion  that  he  has  done 
80, 1  think  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
present  Government — apart  altogether 
from  what  may  have  influenced  their 
Predecessors — to  approve  the  Inspector 
General's  action,  or,  at  least,  at  this  dis- 
tance of  time,  not  to  have  a  matter  of 
this  character  re-agitated.  A  great  por- 
tion of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  New  Boss  (Mr.  J.  Eedmond)  was 
taken  up  with  an  investigation  held  in 
the  month,  of  September  into  a  charge  of 
drunkenness  against  District  Inspector 
Murphy.  Now,  I  confess  that  if  I  had 
been  informed  that  Mr.  Murphy  was 
dismissed  from  the  Force  on  account  of 
that  charge  I  should  have  great  hesi- 
tation in  accepting  such  a  judgment  as 
that;  and  if  the  Inspector  General  of 
Constabulary  had  acted  solely  on  the 
finding  of  that  Court  of  Inquiry,  I 
should  think  that  there  would  be  strong 
ground  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Murphy.  The  reason  I  think  it  un- 
necessary to  enter  into  that  inquiry  is 
that  admittedly,  as  I  understand,  the 
Injector  General  of  Constabulary  and 
the  Lord  lieutenant,  in  confirming  the 
decision  which  dismissed  Mr.  Murphy 
from  the  Force,  did  not  rest  upon  the 
finding  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  at  all. 
They  put  the  matter  in  this  way.  Pre- 
vious to  the  time  of  holding  that  Court  of 
Inquiry  the  conduct  of  District  Inspector 
Murphy,  as  a  member  of  the  Force, 
and  as  regards  the  discipline  of  the  Force, 
was  under  consideration.  It  appeared  to 
them  that,  commencing  as  far  back 
as  1875,  under  successive  Inspectors 
(General,  District  Inspector  Murphy 
had  been  guilty  of  what  was  considered 
in  the  Constabulary  to  be  insubordina- 
tion. That  course  of  conduct  was  said 
to  have  eone  on  down  to  September 
last ;  and,  accordingly,  when  a  full 
inquiry  was  made  into  the  subject,  the 
authorities  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
District  Inspector  Murphy's  insubordi- 
nation was  of  such  a  character  that  he 
ought  not  tQ  b^  aUowed  to  retain  his 


position  in  the  Force.  On  that  ground, 
and  on  that  ground  alone,  the  sentence 
of  dismissal — he  having  refused  to  tender 
his  resignation — was  passed  upon  him. 
The  material  point  of  the  complaint  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  New  Eoss  (Mr.  J. 
Kedmond)  was  this ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  he  would  not  have  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  this  occasion,  nor 
asked  that  the  matter  should  be  re- 
opened by  the  Government,  if  he  had 
not  reason  to  believe  that  the  Inspector 
General,  in  passing  the  sentence,  had 
not  acted  in  good  faith.  He  said  that 
it  was  not  on  account  of  acts  of  insubor- 
dination that  Mr.  District  Inspector 
Murphy  was  dismissed,  but  for  a  very 
different  cause — that  it  was  really  be- 
cause the  Inspector  General  ascertained 
that  Mr.  Murphy  had  been  the  means 
of  bringing  to  justice  County  Inspector 
French,  and  on  that  account  he  had 
incurred  the  odium  of  the  Constabulary 
Office,  and,  therefore,  that  proceeding 
was  instituted  against  him.  I  think  I 
have  now  stated  clearly  the  issue  which 
has  been  raised  in  this  House,  and  every- 
one must  admit  that  an  issue  of  that 
description  ought  not  to  be  found  against 
a  person  in  the  position  of  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary  except  upon 
very  convincing  evidence.  The  Inspector 
General  of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary 
has  been  for  some  years  in  his  present 
office;  previous  to  that  he  held  the 
position  of  Deputy  Inspector  General ; 
and  he  has  always  borne,  at  all  events 
before  the  public,  an  honourable  cha- 
racter and  a  high  reputation.  [An  Irish 
Membeb:  So  did  French.]  Having 
had  the  privilege  of  becoming  acquainted 
with  him  in  his  official  character  during 
the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield's  Administra- 
tion, the  Inspector  General  of  Constabu- 
lary always  struck  me  as  being  an  active 
officer  and  a  fair-minded  man.  What, 
then,  is  there  in  the  case  which  should 
lead  the  House  to  believe  that  the 
motive  in  the  mind  of  Colonel  Btuce 
was  a  desire  to  injure  District  Inspector 
Murphy  for  the  reason  that  has  been 
suggested  ?  Now,  while  knowing  no- 
thing myself  of  District  Inspector 
Murphy,  I  am  quite  certain  that,  although 
he  may  feel  aggrieved  and  annoyed  at 
his  dismissal,  he  woidd  not  state  what 
he  did  not  believe  to  be  true;  but  I 
can  well  understand  that,  smarting 
under  what  he  imagined  to  be  an  in- 
justice, he  mi^ht  be  led  to  believe  that 
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which  was  oot  the  fact.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  claim  that  hon.  Members  coming 
to  scrutinize  the  conduct  of  the  Inspector 
G-eneral  of  Constabulary  will  give  that 
officer  credit,  when  he  makes  a  state- 
ment, for  believing  it  to  be  true.  Mr. 
Murphy  stated  that  in  1882,  prior  to  the 
publication  of  any  article  in  United 
Ireland^  he  addressed  two  letters,  one  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  other  to 
Colonel  Brackenbury,  then  in  the  De- 
partment of  Dublin  Castle  connected 
with  crime,  in  which  he  referred  to  the 
charges  then  circulated  that  French  was 
living  a  grossly  immoral  and  criminal 
life.  I  believe  him  when  he  says  that 
he  sent  these  letters.  I  understand  that 
Mr.  Murphy  did  not  retain  a  copy  of 
them;  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  said 
that,  according  to  his  recollection,  he 
never  received  the  document  at  all. 
Colonel  Braokenbury  and  his  Secretary 
make  a  similar  statement  about  the 
letter  addressed  to  him.  Whether  or 
not  the  letters  were  overlooked  in 
Colonel  Brackenbury's  or  in  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Office  by  some  oversight, 
one  thing  is  perfectly  certain  — 
namely,  that  those  letters  were  never 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Inspector 
General  of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, and  Colonel  Bruce  has  stated  most 
distinctly  and  positively  that  he  never 
saw  them.  Therefore,  we  have  it  that, 
although  the  letters  may  have  been  writ- 
ten by  Mr.  Murphy  and  sent  to  Dublin 
Castle,  they  never  came  in  any  way  to 
Colonel  Bruce,  because  we  have  it  stated 
by  the  persons  to  whom  they  were  ad- 
dressed that  they  never  sent  them  to 
Colonel  Bruce, 

Mb.  O'BEIEN  :  How  do  you  account 
for  his  sending  for  the  witnesses  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  :  I  will  come  to  that  in 
a  minute.  Colonel  Bruce  says  that, 
so  far  as  District  Inspector  Murphy 
was  concerned,  he  was  never  aware, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  that  Mr. 
Murphy  had  preferred  any  charge 
against  Inspector  French  until  the  day 
after  he  was  arrested.  The  day  after 
French  was  arrested  he  did  receive  a 
communication  from  Murphy  making 
charges  against  French,  and  immedi- 
ately put  himself  in  communication 
with  Mr.  Harrold  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  who  prosecuted  further  in- 
quiries. If  I  am  correct  in  what  I  am 
stating,  there  could  not  have  been  any 

Tht  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


feeling  on  the  part  of  Colonel  Bruce 
against  Mr.  Murphy  on  account  of  the 
charges  he  had  made  against  Inspector 
French,  because  he  could  not  have 
known,  until  after  French  was  arrested 
in  July,  that  Inspector  Murphy  had 
been  working  in  the  matter.  After  the 
charge  against  French  was  made,  and 
after  he  had  been  arrested,  the  in- 
quiry was  pursued  very  vigorously, 
honestly,  and  efficiently— [tfrm  of  "  No, 
no  !  **  from  the  Irish  Members. '\  That, 
of  course,  is  a  matter  for  the  late  Admi- 
nistration to  answer;  but  I  can  assure 
hon.  Members  that  there  were  difficul- 
ties at  the  time  connected  with  the 
prosecution  which  were  very  hard  for 
anyone  to  cope  with.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: What  were  they^?]  It  will  be 
found  that  up  to  that  time  it  was  impos- 
sible for  Colonel  Bruce  to  have  had  any 
feeling  against  Murphy  on  account  of 
French,  nor  can  it  be  alleged  that,  be- 
cause he  happened  to  know  that  Murphy 
sent  in  some  information  after  French 
was  arrested,  such  a  feeling  of  ani- 
mosity was  got  up  against  Murphy 
as  to  make  Colonel  Bruce  determined 
to  ruin  him.  I  certainly  do  feel  that 
unless  much  stronger  evidence  is  brought 
before  the  GK>vemment  it  would  be 
wholly  impossible  for  the  Irish  Ad- 
ministration to  re-open  this  inquiry.  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  the 
matter  further.  I  had  certainly  ex- 
pected that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  would  have  con- 
tributed something  towards  this  discus- 
sion, because  there  may  be  matters  con- 
nected with  it  of  which  the  present 
Executive  know  nothing;  but,  taking 
the  general  facts  of  the  case,  I  am  dis- 
posed to  say  that  the  Irish  Executive  at 
the  present  time  would  not  be  justified 
in  recommending  the  inquiry  asked  for. 
Mr.  sexton  said,  he  gathered  some 
hope  from  the  closing  declaration  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
that  this  was  a  matter  the  Government 
would  not  feel  disposed  to  run  away  from 
in  one  way  or  another.  The  last  Govern- 
ment had  some  cause  to  run  away ;  but 
the  present  Gx)vemment  were  in  a  posi- 
tion to  face  it  with  courage,  and  arrive 
at  a  different  oondusion.  He  was,  there- 
fore, disposed  to  hope  that  the  language 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  intended  to  lead  the  House  to  infer 
that  the  n[iatter  was  not  finally  closed, 
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and  that  when  he  and  his  Colleagues 
had  had  a  longer  time  than  24  hours  to 
devote  to  the  consideration  of  it,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  demand  made  upon 
them  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Redmond) 
was  not  only  justice,  but  which  the 
necessities  of  the  case  called  on  them  to 
obey.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  difficulties  which 
had  arisen  in  a  prosecution  in  which  he 
had  been  lately  concerned.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  as  a  lawyer, 
might  have  been  expected  to  enlighten 
Uie  laymen  of  the  House  upon  some  of 
those  difficulties;  but  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  been  silent, 
and  had  kept  his  legal  lore  to  himself. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton),  as  a  layman,  would 
hambly  admit  that  the  prosecutions  to 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  referred  had  some  difficulties  con- 
nected with  them  except  to  the  prisoners 
in  the  dock.  They  had  had  exceptional 
facilities,  and  the  facility  with  which 
they  were  allowed  to  leave  the  dock/ by 
reason  of  some  black  letter  unexplained 
dif&cnlties  of  law,  contrasted  pain- 
fully with  the  fate  of  those  poor  pea- 
sants in  the  West  of  Ireland  who 
had  been  prosecuted  by  the  same  Leeal 
Ad?isers,  and  sent  to  the  gallows  by 
their  political  enemies.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  this 
case  arose  before  he  and  his  Friends  took 
Office.  No  doubt  it  arose — was  prose- 
cuted and  culminated — before  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  assumed  power.  It  was  on  that 
ground  that  the  Irish  Members  presented 
the  case  to  the  new  Government  with 
great  confidence;  because  they  hoped, 
and  reasonably  expectedi  that  the  Gen- 
tlemen now  in  power  would  not  so 
fooHshly  deny  justice  to  an  officer  who 
happened  to  be  an  honest  man,  simply 
because  in  the  backbonelessness  of  offi- 
cial life  in  Ireland  one  man's  word  was 
preferred  to  that  of  another.  He  was 
Dot  surprised  at  the  obstinate  silence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman),  nor  yet  at  the 
reserve  of  the  late  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral (Mr.  Walker).  They  were  con- 
edous  of  the  complexity  and  true  cha- 
racter of  the  proceedings.  They  were 
fully  acquainted  with  the  poHcy  of 
Dublin  Castle,  and  they  had  a  memory 
more  keen  than  pleasant  of  the  appear- 
ance thejr  had  to  make  on  this  subject ; 


and,  with  a  modesty  which  all  prudent 
men  would  appreciate,  they  now  re- 
frained from  making  a  further  exhibi- 
tion of  themselves.  He  gave  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  credit  for 
the  frankness  with  which  he  had  dealt 
with  the  charge  of  drunkenness.  It  re- 
dounded to  his  manliness,  and  afforded 
a  creditable  contrast  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  case  had  been  dealt  with  by 
the  late  Chief  Secretary.  The  late  Chief 
Secretary,  with  all  the  cunning  of  a 
lawyer,  but  none  of  his  skill,  had  en- 
deavoured to  get  rid  of  the  case  of 
drunkenness  by  a  course  of  special 
pleading;  but  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite, what  had  become  of  the  charge 
of  drunkenness?  When  District  Lu- 
spector  Murphy  was  put  on  his  trial  there 
was  a  charge  of  drunkenness  against  him 
and  nothing  else.  There  was  not  the  re- 
motest hint  or  suggestion  that  any  other 
cause  existed  for  dismissing  him  from  the 
Force.  The  Court  of  Inquiry  reported 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  the  drunken- 
ness was  very  slight,  and  in  the  letter 
of  Earl  Spencer,  by  his  Secretary,  from 
Dublin  Castle  drunkenness  was  no  longer 
held  to  have  been  the  cause  of  District 
Inspector  Murphy's  dismissal ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  disappeared  altogether. 
Inspector  Murphy  and  the  public  were 
told  that  the  dismissal  was  not  at  all  on 
account  of  drunkenness.  So  that  the 
sole  charge  upon  which  Mr.  Murphy  was 
impeached  upon  the  Court  of  Inquiry 
was  now  declared  to  have  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  his  dismissal.  Was 
there  ever  so  complete  and  astonishing  a 
transformation?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  gone  a 
step  further  that  night  in  reference  to 
the  charge  of  drunkenness,  because  he 
had  conveyed  an  intimation  that  if 
drunkenness  had  been  the  cause  of  the 
dismissal  of  Inspector  Murphy,  and  the 
case  against  him  had  rested  on  the  charge 
of  drunkenness,  he  would  have  felt  bound 
to  grant  the  inquiry  asked  for.  He  asked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
run  over  the  evidence  as  to  the  charge  of 
drunkenness.  The  Court  of  Inquiry  said 
that  the  evidence  of  drunkenness  was 
very  small;  the  Lord  Lieutenant  said 
that  it  was  not  the  cause  of  dismissal, 
and  now  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman himself  declared  that  if  it  had 
been  the  cause  of  dismissal  he  would  feel 
bound  to  re-open  the  case.    How,  then, 
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did  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man dare,  in  addressing  a  rational  As- 
sembly, to  say  that  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral of  the  Irish  Constabulary  had  acted 
in  this  matter  with  honesty  and  good 
faith?  It  was  notorious  that  District 
Inspector  Murphy  was  sent  down  to 
Nenagh  to  be  entrapped ;  to  be  put  in 
the  hands  of  Inspector  Sheehy,  who  was 
playing  into  the  hands  of  those  in 
superior  authority.  He  was  sent  down 
there  to  be  ruined  and  dismissed,  and 
the  "trip"  or  the  **  stagger "  which 
Inspector  Murphy  gave,  according  to 
one  witness,  in  the  street,  might  be  taken 
as  a  figure  of  the  **  trip  "  which  the  au- 
thorities at  Dublin  Castle  were  waiting 
for  in  order  to  make  out  an  order  for 
Inspector  Murphy's  dismissal.  Inspector 
Sheehy  would  never  have  presumed  to 
contravene  the  Constabulary  Code  and 
violate  its  settled  law  by  sending  a  con- 
fidential communication  to  the  Inspector 
General  if  he  had  not  been  previously 
authorized  to  do  so.  What  was  the 
meaning  of  that  private  and  confiden- 
tial communication  ?  It  took  Inspector 
Murphy  entirely  by  surprise.  The  Code 
said  that  any  charge  against  a  member 
of  the  Constabulary  Force  must  be 
written  and  communicated  to  him  before 
it  was  sent  in;  that  he  must  give  a 
specific  answer  to  it ;  but  in  this 
case  the  doctrine  of  Thuggee  was  ap- 
plied to  Inspector  Murphy,  and  he 
was  choked  off  on  a  Eeport  drawn  up  by 
means  of  a  collusion  between  the  In- 
spector General  and  the  County  Inspec- 
tor, the  Inspector  General  taking  upon 
himself  the  double  capacity  of  prose- 
cutor and  judge.  By  this  stealthy  pro- 
cess Inspector  Murphy  was  dismissed 
from  the  office,  having  been  tried  upon 
one  charge  and  condemned  upon  another. 
What  was  the  honesty  of  saying 
that  he  was  not  dismissed  upon  the 
charge  for  which  he  was  tried,  and  yet 
allovnng  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  stand  up  at  that  Table  and 
endeavour  to  maintain  the  charge  of 
drunkenness  which  had  been  preferred  ? 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  had  not  gone  so 
far  as  to  say  that  the  evidence  of  a 
County  Inspector  in  such  a  case  as  this 
was  to  be  regarded  as  something  sacred, 
and  certainly  the  sequence  of  dates  in 
this  case  was  most  irresistible.  Inspec- 
tor Murphy  sent  in  his  round  robin  in 
1882.     He   wondered   that   the  right 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
ashamed,  even  after  a  lengthened  prac- 
tice in  the  Four  Courts  of  Ireland,  to 
come  there  and  suggest  that  the  terms 
and  phrases  used  in  the  round  robin 
were  a  matter  of  no  importance.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
it  was  a  communication  which,  by  its 
nature,  would  hardly  compel  anyone  to 
fix  his  attention  upon  it,  no  matter  what 
the  language  was  in  which  it  was 
couched.  But  the  nature  of  the  charge 
was  so  terrible  and  so  unprecedented 
that  it  must  have  commanded  the  star- 
tled attention  of  all  who  saw  it.  If  one 
letter  was  lost  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  two  were  sent,  one  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  one  to  Colonel  Bracken- 
bury.  They  were  asked  to  believe  that 
those  two  letters,  sent  in  different  enve- 
lopes, to  two  different  officials  in  Dublin 
Castle  both  miscarried.  He  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) did  not  believe  it,  and  he  was  forti- 
fied in  his  imbelief  by  knowing  that 
when  the  matter  could  no  longer  be 
kept  from  the  action  of  the  authorities — 
when  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had,  in  bis  news- 
paper, drawn  public  attention  to  it,  the 
Government  proved  their  own  guilt  by 
prosecuting  his  hon.  Friend,  by  threaten- 
ing his  newspaper,  by  dogging  him  with 
detectives,  and  by  delaying  and  refusing 
to  indict  the  criminals  until  the  public 
indignation  made  it  no  longer  possible 
for  the  Castle  officials  to  throw  their 
shield  over  the  culprits.  It  was  then 
too  late  in  the  day  for  the  Government 
to  endeavour  to  defeat  the  application  of 
the  law,  or  to  delude  the  public  by  keep- 
ing back  the  facts  of  the  case.  Ho^  was 
it  that  if  the  letters  addressed  to  the 
Government  had  miscarried,  having 
been  sent  in  1882.  they  allowed  Inspec- 
tor Murphy  to  retain  his  position  until 
1883  ?  It  was  because  it  was  not  until 
1883  that  they  discovered  by  chance  that 
Inspector  Murphy  was  the  person  who 
had  sent  these  letters  to  the  Castle. 
From  that  moment  Inspector  Murphy 
never  had  an  easy  day ;  from  that  mo- 
ment the  die  of  his  fate  was  oast. 
Wherever  he  went  he  had  enemies  about 
him.  Some  cause  or  other  must  be  found 
for  his  dismissal;  if  not  drunkenness 
then  insubordination.  If  the  Court 
could  not  find  him  guilty  of  drunkenness 
the  Chiefs  of  the  Department  would  find 
him  guilty  of  something  else.  He  (Mr. 
Sextpn)  had  always  thought  that  civilians 
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were  badly  off  in  Ireland ;  but  it  would 
appear  that  members  of  the  Eoyal  Irish 
C5)n8tabnlary  were  far  worse  off.  It 
now  appeared  that  if  a  police  constable 
dared  to  be  honest  it  was  not  necessary  for 
the  Government  to  go  through  that  cere- 
mony of  bringing  him  to  trial  at  all.  They 
gave  him  no  venue  and  no  jury ;  but  if 
the  Inspector  General  thought  it  con- 
venient to  ruin  a  Constabulary  officer 
his  own  mere  will  was  amply  sufficient  for 
the  purpose.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  endeavoured  to  make  the 
House  believe  that  the  Government  at 
Dublin  Castle  did  not  derive  their  know- 
ledge of  the  witnesses  against  French 
from  the  letters  which  were  sent  to 
them.  Yet  the  day  after  they  arrested 
French  the  Government  sent  for  Inspec- 
tor Murphy  and  examined  him.  They 
also  examined  every  Inspector  who  had 
been  named  in  the  round  robin — ^five  In- 
spectors in  all,  who  were  declared  in  that 
round  robin  to  have  a  personal  knowledge 
of  the  unnatural  crimes  of  French.  No 
other  person  except  District  Inspector 
French  was  in  a  position  to  make  the 
statement,  and  the  Government  sent  for 
these  Inspectors  before  they  arrested 
French.  It  was  said  that  the  round 
robin  miscarried  in  its  passage  through 
the  post,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  never 
got  it,  and  that  the  Head  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Crime  never  got  it.  They 
would,  therefore,  know  nothing  of  the 
persons  who  had  been  named  in  the 
round  robin.  How  was  itj  then,  that 
they  summoned  the  very  persons  who 
were  named  in  the  round  robin,  and  no 
others  ?  There  were  6,000,000  of 
people  in  Ireland,  and  only  five  per- 
sons named  in  the  round  robin.  How 
was  it  that,  out  of  the  5,000,000  of  people 
in  Ireland,  the  Government  only  sum- 
moned the  five  persons  named  in  the 
round  robin,  and  no  one  else  ?  Would 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  or  anybody  else  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  get  up  and  attempt  to  an- 
swer that  question?  It  was  quite  evi- 
dent that  from  the  round  robin,  and 
from  it  alone,  they  derived  the  know- 
ledge which  led  to  the  conviction  of  In- 
spector French;  and  on  that  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  was  entitled  to  maintain  that 
Inspector  Murphy  met  with  dismissal 
because  he  was  found  to  be  an  honest 
man,  and  for  that  simple  reason  he  had 
been  met  with  malignant  persecution. 
Because  Inspector  Murphy  dared  to  be 
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vulgar  enough  to  think  that  the  law, 
which  was  intended  to  punish  crime, 
was  ever  intended  to  be  applied  to  an 
official  of  Dublin  Castle,  he  was-  dis- 
missed in  disgrace  from  the  Hoyal  Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes), 
at  the  commencement  of  his  speech,  had 
expressed  some  surprise  that  neither  he 
himself  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  nor 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  near 
him  (Mr.  Walker)  had  risen  to  reply  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New 
Boss  (Mr.  J.  Eedmond) ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Sexton),  in  the  beginning  of  his  re- 
marks, had  made  an  observation  to  the 
same  effect.  Now,  it  would  have  been 
extraordinary  if  they  had  risen,  because, 
so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
was  concerned,  he  had  listened  atten- 
tively to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  J.  Redmond) ;  and,  from  the  begin- 
ning to  the  end  of  it,  the  whole  gist  of 
it  was  that  it  was  an  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  the  late  Gt)vernment  to  the 
more  candid  and  impartial  minds  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  It  would, 
therefore,  have  been  most  unbecoming 
on  his  part  if  he  had  disappointed  the 
hon.  Gentleman  by  interfering  with  the 
progress  of  the  debate  for  the  purpose 
of  expressing  his  tainted  and  discredited 
opinions,  and  attempting  to  corrupt  the 
innocent  minds  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  was  a  question 
of  an  appeal  from  a  decision  of  the  late 
Government  to  the  present  Government ; 
and,  therefore,  he  had  thought  that  the 
proper  course  was  to  hear,  in  the  first 
place,  the  decision  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  arrived  at  on  the  subject.  He 
had  now  to  tell  the  House  that  he  had 
nothing  to  add  to  the  explanation  of  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Government  which 
he  gave  to  the  House  some  weeks  ago. 
On  that  occasion  the  matter  was  very 
fully  discussed  and  debated.  He  had 
made  a  speech,  and  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  beside  him  (Mr.  Walker) 
also  made  some  observations,  and  he 
had  no  more  recent  information  in  his 
possession  than  that  which  he  had  then. 
Therefore,  he  had  nothing  further  to 
say  in  the  matter.  What  he  said  then 
remained  on  record ;  but  there  were  one 
or  two  things  which  appeared  to  have 
been  dwelt  upon,  and  which  might  call 
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for  a  few  remarks.  In  the  first  place,  it 
was  said  that  District  Inspector  Murphy 
was  accused  of  one  thing  and  dismissed 
for  dnother.  It  was  said  that  the  of- 
fence for  which  he  was  tried  was 
drunkenness,  and  that  he  was  after- 
wards dismissed  on  account  of  insubor- 
dination. It  had  farther  been  alleged 
that,  in  the  first  place,  the  charge  of 
drunkenness  was  the  only  charge ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  it  was  afterwards 
stated  to  have  been  proved,  but  to  have 
been  of  a  very  slight  nature.  Then, 
when  pressed  a  little  further,  it  was 
said  that  the  Government  admitted  that 
drunkenness  was  not  the  cause  of  dis- 
missal at  all;  and,  finally,  they  were 
informed  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  that  if  the  dismissal 
had  taken  place  on  the  ground  of 
drunkenness,  he  thought  there  might 
be  a  case  for  re-opening  the  inquiry. 
Now,  the  facts  of  the  case,  as  he  had 
explained  them  before,  were  simply 
these.  District  Inspector  Murphy  had 
been  for  a  long  course  of  years  guilty 
of  acts  of  insubordination.  He  had 
again  and  again  been  reprimanded  and 
warned,  not  only  by  Colonel  Bruce,  but 
by  that  gentleman's  predecessors  in 
command  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary. He  had  confessed  his  faults,  and 
had  promised  amendment ;  and  he  was 
warned  that  if  a  difficulty  of  the  kind 
occurred  again  he  would  render  him- 
self liable  to  dismissal.  It  was  on  the 
top  of  these  proceedings,  such  being  the 
character  of  Inspector  Murphy  in  the 
eyes  of  his  superior  officer,  that  he  was 
accused  of  the  offence  of  drunkenness, 
and  tried  for  that  offence.  It  was  said 
that  the  inquiry  ought  to  have  embraced 
the  whole  subject ;  but  in  this  case,  as 
had  been  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  where 
there  was  an  accusation  of  writing  insub- 
ordinate letters,  and  of  displaying  an 
ill-disciplined  tone  in  his  correspondence, 
which  were  the  principal  matters  of 
which  Mr.  Murphy  was  guilty,  they 
were  not  subjects  which  could  be  re- 
mitted to  any  Court  of  Inquiry.  His 
superior  officers  had  a  whole  body  of 
evidence  before  them ;  but  no  verbal 
evidence  could  be  taken.  The  offence 
was  contained  in  the  letters  which 
Inspector  Murphy  had  written,  and  his 
superior  officers  were  the  best  and  the 
natural  judges  of  what  constituted  want 
of  discipline.    The  ordinary  clauses  of 

Mi\  CamphelUBannerman 


the  Constabulary  Code,  which  had  been 
quoted,  as  to  the  necessity  of  having 
a  Court  of  Inquiry,  did  not  apply  to 
this  sort  of  offence  at  all,  but  to  such 
an  offence  as  that  of  drunkenness,  which 
was  capable  of  proof  by  evidence  in 
Court.  The  reason  why  Inspector 
Murphy  was  dismissed  from  the  Force 
was  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  a 
series  of  acts  of  insubordination.  The 
drunkenness  was  a  very  slight  matter. 
It  was  not  right  to  say  that  it  was  not 
proved.  It  was  proved ;  but  as  it  was 
slight,  that  alone  would  not  have  been 
sufficient,  in  itself,  to  have  led  to  his 
dismissal  from  the  Force.  It  had  this 
effect,  nevertheless — ^that,  coming  after 
a  long  course  of  misconduct,  of  which 
complaints  had  been  made,  although 
they  were  in  reference  to  a  different 
matter,  his  whole  position  in  the  Service, 
and  his  conduct  while  he  had  been  a 
member  of  it,  were  looked  into ;  and  it 
was  thought  better,  as  he  had  been 
guilty  of  these  intemperate  and  ill-dis- 
ciplined acts,  that,  in  the  interests  of 
the  Force,  he  should  cease  to  belong  to 
it.  That  was  all  he  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  thought  he  need  say  as  to 
the  cause  of  Inspector  Murphy's  dis- 
missal. But  there  was  an  additional 
matter  imported  into  the  case — ^namely, 
the  allegation  on  his  part  that  a  con- 
siderable time  before  his  dismissal  oc- 
curred he  had  communicated  to  Earl 
Spencer  and  Colonel  Brackenbury  cer- 
tain facts  which  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge. The  House  had  heard  a  good  deal 
of  a  round  robin.  As  far  as  he  could  make 
out,  it  was  alleged  to  be  an  "anony- 
mous round  robin  "—a  kind  of  docu- 
ment which  was  seldom  heard  of  on  this 
side  of  the  Channel.  He  was  not  certain 
whether  District  Inspector  Murphy 
signed  it;  but  he  had  never  heard  of 
anyone  else  who  did,  and  a  round  robin 
was  usually  signed  by  a  good  many 
people.  There  was  certainly  no  allega- 
tion that  it  was  signed  except  by  In- 
spector Murphy ;  and  if  Inspector  Mur- 
phy did  sign  the  letter,  all  that  could 
be  said  was  that  it  must  have  miscarried 
in  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  There  were  two 
letters  sent — one  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  one  to  Colonel  Brackenbury. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  made  it  still  more  extraordi- 
nary, and  he  thought  they  were  entitled 
to  have  distinct  evidence  that  the  letters 
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were  ever  put  into  the  post.  They 
had  nothing  at  present  but  Inspector 
Murphy's  ex  post  facto  statements  to 
induce  them  to  believe  they  were  sent ; 
and  all  be  (Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman) 
could  say,  on  the  part  of  Earl  Spencer 
and  Colonel  Brackenbury's  Secretary— 
who  still  occupied  an  official  position 
in  Ireland — was  that  neither  of  them 
had  any  recollection  of  having  received 
Buoh  a  letter,  and  there  was  no  trace 
of  them,  either  officially  or  unofficially, 
in  any  way  whatever.  It  was  incon- 
ceivable tbat  if  letters  of  sucb  impor- 
taDoe  were  received,  the  fact  should 
have  passed  completely  from  the  minds 
of  those  to  whom  they  were  addressed. 
As  the  case  stood,  the  House  had  before 
them  a  distinct  statement  by  Earl  Spen- 
cer and  Colonel  Braokenbury,  and  an 
Mr  post  faeto  allegation,  on  the  other 
hand,  by  District  Inspector  Murphy. 
The  Irish  Gt>vemment  said  the  first 
they  heard  from  Inspector  Murphy  on 
the  subject  was  the  day  that  French 
was  arrested,  and  then  Mr.  Murphy 
wrote,  stating  that  he  could  give  certain 
important  evidence.  He  was  sent  for 
at  once,  and  brought  up  to  Dublin  ;  but 
it  tamed  out  that  the  evidence  he  bad  to 
give  was  not  worth  a  farthing.  It  was  of 
no  value  whatever.  It  consisted  merely 
of  heckrsay  evidence  that  was  perfectly 
incapable  of  substantiation  in  Court. 
He  must  say,  in  truth,  that  the  round 
robin  was  obviously  an  afterthought  to 
account  for  the  unfortunate  termination 
of  Inspector  Murphy's  career.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  that,  because  Inspector 
Murphy  had  undoubtedly  on  some  occa- 
sions done  good  service.  [^Ironical  chews 
from  the  Irish  Memhers.']  If  he  made 
a  concession  of  that  kind,  surely  it  was 
not  a  point  to  be  jeered  at.  He  was 
prepared  to  admit  that  on  some  occasions 
Inspector  Murphy  had  done  good  ser- 
vice ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  from  first 
to  last,  the  letters  and  communications 
in  poseeasion  of  right  hon.  G-entle- 
men  opposite  would  prove  that  he  had, 
unfortunately,  been  endowed  with  con- 
siderable facility  for  letter  writing  and 
using  improper  and  intemperate  lan- 
guage towards  his  superior  officers.  He 
had  created  around  himself  an  atmo- 
sphere indicative  of  want  of  discipline, 
which  was  quite  incompatible  with  his 
being  retained  in  a  Force  of  this  kind. 
That  was  the  whole  cause  and  reason  of 
his   dismissal.     The   question,    as  he 


(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  had  already 
stated,  was  discussed  at  great  length 
some  weeks  ago.  He  had  stated  then  the 
different  occasions  on  which  Inspector 
Murphy  had  been  reprimanded  and 
warned,  and  the  way  in  which  he  had 
accepted  the  warning  and  promised 
amendment ;  and  it  was  only  after  his 
dismissal  that  anything  was  ever  heard 
of  his  having  made  accusations  against 
Inspector  French.  It  was  said  that 
after  his  dismissal  he  heard,  for  the  first 
time,  that  he  had  been  accused  of  in- 
subordination ;  but  that  could  not  be  the 
fact,  because  he  had  himself  admitted  it 
cmd  promised  amendment,  so  that  it 
could  not  have  been  new  to  him.  As  to 
the  round  robin,  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman) was  sure  the  House  would  not 
believe  that  Earl  Spencer  would  for  a 
moment  conceal  the  fact,  either  from  the 
public  now  or  from  those  who  acted 
with  him  at  the  time,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived so  startling  a  letter  as  this  would 
have  been  which  was  alleged  to  have 
been  sent  to  him.  And  he  would,  fur- 
ther, point  to  the  fact  which  he  had  just 
stated  —  that  when  Inspector  Murphy 
came  to  make  a  clean  breast  of  it,  and 
came  to  give  all  the  information  of  which 
he  said  he  was  in  possession,  it  was 
found  to  be  of  no  material  value.  On 
those  grounds,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  believe  that  the  Irish  authorities 
had  been  actuated,  in  dismissing  In- 
spector Murphy,  by  no  other  motive 
than  the  desire  to  maintain  the  disoi- 
pline  of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
strength  of  the  case  against  Colonel  Bruce 
was  increased  rather  than  diminished  by 
the  course  which  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
had  taken  in  defending  him.  Instead 
of  replying  at  once  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  New  Eoss  (Mr.  J. 
Bedmond),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
laid  back  upon  the  Bench  in  order  that 
he  might  hear  what  the  Members  of  the 
new  Government  had  to  say  before  com- 
mitting himself  to  a  reply.  As  soon  as 
he  found  that  the  new  Government  had 
not  been  able  to  devote  their  minds  to 
the  consideration  of  the  question,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  repeated  the 
arguments  he  had  addressed  to  the 
House  some  weeks  ago  ;  but  from  first 
to  last,  throughout  the  speeches  they 
had  heard  both  from  the  present  and 
from  the  ex-Government,  no  explanation 
had  been  offered  of  one  remarkable  fact 
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—  namely,  that  although  nobody  re- 
oeived  the  letter  which  had  been  spoken 
of  as  a  round  robin,  yet  the  moment  the 
charges  against  certain  officials  con- 
nected with  the  QoTemment  were  pre- 
ferred in  United  Ireland^  the  five  gentle- 
men who  had  been  named  in  Inspector 
Murphy's  letter  were  sent  for  and  exa- 
mined. \^Alaugh.']  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman)  laughed  when  he  stated 
that  those  five  gentlemen  were  sent  for 
and  examined  directly  the  charges  were 
made  by  UntUd  Ireland.  Instead  of  in- 
dulging in  idle  laughter,  it  would  have 
been  much  better  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  explained  various  points 
in  the  matter  which  were  very  strongly 
open  to  doubt.  Such  laughter  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  indulged  in  might 
be  intelligible,  perhaps,  in  Scotland; 
but  in  the  House  of  Commons  it  was 
not  likely  to  be  regarded  as  a  com- 
plete answer  to  a  serious  charge.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
evidence  given  by  Inspector  Murphy 
himself,  when  he  was  called  before  the 
Castle  Authorities,  was  merely  of  a  hear- 
say character.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  he  was  speaking  of  hearsay  evi- 
dence in  the  case  of  accusations  against 
individuals  for  the  perpetration  of  abomi- 
nable crimes.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman expect  to  set  the  evidence  of  the 
principals  themselves  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had,  perhaps,  used  a  slipshod 
phrase  when  he  had  stated  that  Inspec- 
tor Murphy  only  gave  hearsay  evidence. 
What  he  had  meant  was  that  they  were 
merely  statements  in  the  nature  of  idle 
gossip,  with  no  substantial  facts  that 
could  be  acted  upon,  and  which  only 
amounted  to  hearsay  evidence. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  there  was  a  line  in 
Othello  which,  when  the  actor  came  to 
it,  he  was  in  the  habit  of  making  a 
marked  pause — 

"  "Would  you  grossly  gape  on." 

— and  then  the  actor  stopped.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  interrupted 
him  with  a  commentary  upon  hearsay 
evidence,  which  he  said,  in  this  particular 
case,  was  idle  gossip.  When  he  was 
contending  that  the  Detective  Inspectors 
of  Ireland  should  be,  like  CaBsar's  wife, 
above  suspicion,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man interrupted  him  in  order  to  correct 
his  own  slipshod  phrase,  as  he  termed 
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it,  in  regard  to  '^  hearsay  evidence." 
He  had  invited  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, when  he  laughed,  to  give  some  ex- 
planation of  his  merriment.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  how  it  was 
that  the  five  witnesses  mentioned  by 
Inspector  Murphy  were  immediately 
called  and  examined  after  United  Ire- 
land had  referred  to  the  charges  against 
French  and  not  before  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  did  not  get  up 
upon  his  legs  then,  and  was  by  no  means 
ready  with  an  explanation.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  offer  an  ex- 
planation, he  (Mr.  Healy)  was  prepared 
to  give  way  to  him  once  more. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  the  reason  why  he  had  laughed 
was  that  in  his  belief  the  letter  alleged 
to  have  been  sent  was  never  sent  at  all. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  did  not  know 
how  it  was  that  he  (Mr.  Healy)  should 
be  so  stupid ;  but  he  certainly  could  not 
understand  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     What  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  was  to  ac- 
count for  the  fact  how  it  was  that  the 
moment  United  Ireland  gave  the  facts  in 
regard  to  French,   the    five  witnesaes 
mentioned  in  the  round  robin  were  im- 
mediately sent  for  and  examined  by  C]lo- 
lonel  Brackenbury,  if   the  letter  had 
never  been  received?      The  names  of 
the  five  witnesses  who  were  sent  for 
were  mentioned  in  the  round  robin,  and 
had  been  mentioned  nowhere  else.     He 
would  afford  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
an  opportunity,  by  giving  way  a  third 
time,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
sired to  offer  an  explanation  of  this  cir- 
cumstance.    He  was  satisfied,  however, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no 
explanation  to  give,  and  it  was  really 
remarkable  how  differently  the  case  had 
been  treated  at  different  times.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  began  his  speech  by  stating  * 
that  the  discipline  of  the  Force  must  be 
preserved ;  and  on  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  raised  an  argu- 
ment that  nothing  could  be  done  in  this 
case  without  upsetting  the  discipline  of 
the  Force.    But  he  appealed  from  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  the  Bible  of  the  Consta- 
bulary— to  their  Code — to  Sections  416 
and  1632  of  that  Code,  which  declared 
that  all  charges  must  be  in  writing  ex- 
pressed in  clear  and  express  terms,  and 
that  a  copy  of  them  must  be  furnished 
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to  the  party  accused  a  reasonable  time 
before  the  inquiry  came  on  for  investi- 
gation. The  name  of  the  prosecutor 
was  to  be  entered  on  the  face  of  the 
charge;  no  member  of  the  Force  was 
to  be  called  upon  to  admit  or  deny  a 
general  Beport  upon  his  conduct;  but 
if  a  clear  charge  or  charges  were  framed 
upon  the  Beport  of  the  officer  by  whom 
they  were  made,  then  they  were  to  be 
forwarded  to  the  accused  for  his  admis- 
sion or  denial.  When  the  Inspector  Ge- 
neral talked  about  observing  the  disci- 
pline and  order  of  the  Force,  how  did 
he  expect  to  maintain  it  by  going  directly 
in  the  teeth  of  his  own  Oode?  Were 
the  Force  to  understand,  in  future,  that 
when  the  Inspector  General  entertained 
a  grudge  against  a  particular  individual 
he  could  dismiss  that  individual  without 
even  the  formula  of  a  court  martial  ? 
There  was  another  point.  They  had  a 
Code  which  could  be  invoked  ag^ainst  a 
man  when  he  'misconducted  himself. 
Was  it  not,  then,  to  be  quoted  in  his 
favour?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  coolly  stated  that 
the  discipline  of  the  Force  must  be 
maintained;  but  if  it  was  to  be  main- 
tained it  ought  to  be  maintained  in  a 
legitimate  manner  by  the  usual  methods 
of  procedure  adopted  in  a  recognized 
form,  and  by  the  sanctions  which  were 
the  spirit  of  all  discipline.  He  ap- 
pealed from  the  declaration  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  discipline  must  be  main- 
tained to  the  very  rules  which  defined 
the  discipline,  and  which  declared  that  no 
man  should  be  called  upon  even  to  answer 
a  charge  unless  the  charge  had  been  ex- 
pressed in  writing  in  clear  and  distinct 
terms  in  the  name  of  the  officer  who 
made  it,  and  was  replied  to  by  the  party 
accused.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket),  who  now 
filled  an  Office  he  was  glad  to  see  him 
promoted  to — the  Office  of  First  Com- 
missioner of  Public  Works — onght  to 
have  some  knowledge  of  the  precedents 
in  this  case.  [Mr.  Plunket  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
shook  his  head ;  but  he  believed  it 
was  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  replied  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  in  the  year  1876  to  the 
case  of  a  constable,  which  was  on  all 
fours  with  the  one  they  were  now 
discnssing.  That  case  was  brought  for- 
ward by  a  Tory  Member,  Mr.  Bruen, 


formerly  Member  for  Carlow,  and  an 
inquiry  was  granted.  Was  he  to  be 
told  now  that  because  one  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  present  Government,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir  Hervey 
Bruce),  was  connected  with  the  Inspec- 
tor General  of  Constabulary  in  Ireland, 
the  Government  now  refused  to  grant 
what  they  acceded  to  in  1876  through 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  ? 
This  was  what  occurred  in  May,  1876, 
and  it  would  be  found  recorded  at  page 
1442  of  the  volume  of  Hansard  for  that 
year.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land said — **8ir  John  Wood" — who 
then  occupied  the  position  Oolonel 
Bruce  fillea  now — ''is  a  distinguished 
servant" — ^hon.  Members  would  find 
that  those  men  were  all  distinguished 
servants — 

"Since  the  Chief  Secretary  had  spoken, 
several  matters  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  not 
aware  when  he  arose  to  address  it.  He  had 
now  to  announce  to  the  House  that  if '  the 
present  Motion  were  withdrawn  the  Govern- 
ment would  institute  such  an  inquiry  as  would, 
he  thought,  be  satisfaotorjr  to  all  parties.  Ho 
wished  to  mention  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had,  before  coming  down  to  &e  House,  made 
inquiry  at  the  Treasury,  and  had  been  informed 
that  there  was  no  such  letter  or  Report  as  had 
been  referred  to.*' 

That  was  exactly  the  case  now.  The 
circumstances  of  the  present  case  were 
exactly  on  all  fours  with  those  of  the 
case  which  were  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  in  1876.  He  would 
appeal  also  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with 
regard  to  a  case  that  came  under  his 
attention  in  1876,  when  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  A 
question  was  at  that  time  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  with  reference 
to  a  constable  named  Maloney,  who  was 
dismissed  and  reinstated,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  replied  that  Maloney 
had  been  restored  after  dismissal,  not 
because  there  was  proof  of  his  innocence 
of  the  offence  imputed  to  him,  but  be- 
cause he  had  been  dismissed  without 
haying  been  tried.  Well,  Inspector 
Murphy  had  been  dismissed  without 
having  been  tried ;  or,  in  other  word^, 
he  was  tiied  for  drunkenness  and  dis- 
missed for  insubordination.  He  would 
now  quote  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stirling 
(Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman),  and  late 
Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
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of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  Inspector  Murphy  was 
dismissed  for  drunkenness;  but  Earl 
Spencer,  the  late  Yioeroj  of  Ireland, 
caused  a  letter  to  be  sent  to  Inspector 
Murphy  to  the  effect  that  His  Excellency, 
after  further  consideration,  thought  it 
necessary  to  inform  him  that  his  re- 
moval from  the  Irish  Oonstabulary  was 
due  to  his  insubordinate  conduct  after 
repeated  warnings,  and  to  no  other  cause 
whatsoever.  Thus  the  House  would  see 
that  the  late  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  said  that  he  found 
that  the  man  was  dismissed  for  drunk- 
enness, and  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
himself  stated  that  he  had  been  dis- 
missed for  persistent  insubordination. 
Parliamentary  usages  would  not  allow 
him  to  say  that  either  of  those  two 
officials  were  liars;  and  therefore  he 
found  refuge  in  collating  the  two  con- 
flicting statements,  and  in  expressing  a 
hope  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man met  Earl  Spencer  he'  would  try  to 
reconcile  the  two  statements,  and  have 
the  matter  arranged  before  the  case 
was  again  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  because  so  long  as  it  re- 
mained in  its  present  state  so  long 
would  the  Irish  Party  keep  ringing  the 
case  in  the  ears  of  Her  Majesty's  Qto- 
vemment.  He  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  contrast  the  way  in  which 
Murphy  was  dismissed  with  the  way  in 
which  French  was  dismissed.  The  Go- 
vernment had  acted  very  differently  in 
the  two  oases.  They  knew  of  the  charge 
against  French,  and  they  allowed  him, 
in  spite  of  his  conduct,  to  continue  in 
office ;  they  knew  that  he  had  committed 
perjury— that  he  was  allowed  to  commit 
perjury  in  connection  with  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Marlow  (Mr. 
O'Brien).  French  was  then,  according 
to  the  statement  of  the  present  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan),  allowed  to  make  an  affidavit 
that  he  had  not  been  dismissed  or  8u,s- 
pended,  and  that  his  official  position  was 
not  affected  in  one  way  or  the  other. 
But  in  that  House  the  Irish  Party 
charged  that  French  had  been  dismissed, 
and  that  he  had  been  suspended ;  but 
he  was  allowed  to  declare  in  his  affi- 
davit that  that  was  not  so.  And  yet  the 
Gt>vemment  at  the  time  paid  no  atten- 
tion to  the  acts  of  French ;  they  allowed 
him  to  get  the  benefit  of  that  affidavit 
by  having  him  still  kept  in  the  Police 
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Force,  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Mal- 
low was  being  harassed  by  a  prosecu- 
tion for  libel.  Let  hon.  Members  con- 
trast the  two  cases.  The  letters  of 
Murphy  which  he  addressed  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  were  opened,  and 
when  the  Government  were  informed 
that  he  was  in  communication  with 
them  a  watch  was  set  upon  him,  and 
Oolonel  Bruce  began  at  once  to  follow 
him  up ;  and  then  there  was  the  state- 
ment of  the  late  Ohief  Secretary  that  he 
was  dismissed  for  drunkenness,  and  the 
statement  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  that  he  was  dismissed  for  in- 
subordination. Would  it  be  maintained 
that  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  Public 
Service  that  when  a  public  officer  had 
done  a  service  to  the  cause  of  morality 
he  should  be  immediately  afterwards 
dismissed  for  an  offence  which  he  did 
not  commit  ?  Was  the  humblest  soldier 
in  the  ranks  ever  treated  as  Inspector 
Murphy  had  been  treated?  The  late 
Chief  secretary  had  said  that  Murphy 
had  served  with  distinction,  and  he 
called  that  making  a  concession  to  hon. 
Members  for  Ireland — in  other  words, 
it  was  making  a  concession  to  them  to 
tell  the  truth.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  only  make  concessions 
when  it  suited  him — ^in  other  words,  he 
would  do  what  was  best  for  his  own 
case.  After  his  (Mr.  Healy's)  experience 
of  Castle  government  in  Irelana  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  case  of 
Inspector  Murphy  was  the  most  in- 
famous that  had  come  under  his  notice. 
French  had  been  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced to  penal  servitude,  and  the  man 
through  whose  instrumentality  he  was 
detected  had  been  dismissed  firom  the 
Service  without  the  opportunity  of 
making  a  defence,  and  on  a  charge  for 
which  he  had  not  been  tried,  and  in 
spite  of  the  rules  which  said  that  a  man 
was  not  to  be  charged  in  general  terms, 
or  any  statement  made  against  him  ex- 
cept in  writing.  They  were  all  glad  to 
find  in  the  Attorney  General  an  Irish- 
man who  gave  promise  of  such  an  ex- 
cellent career  in  that  House ;  but  they 
said  it  was  not  for  him,  after  his  slight 
experience,  to  set  up  for  a  defender  of 
the  Irish  Gk>vemment  in  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  formerly 
granted  an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  Mr. 
Croker,  and  into  that  of  Malony,  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  been  dismissed  with- 
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out  inquiry ;  and  lie  would  appeal  fear* 
leflslj  to  ihe  right  hoD.  Gentleman  in 
this  matter  not  only  as  Leader  of  the 
House,  but  as  one  who  had  had  ex- 
perience in  Ireland,  and  one  who  had 
had  the  advice  of  Members  of  that 
Houfe.  He  maintained  that  if  the  Code 
declared  that  no  man  should  be  found 
guilty  until  tried,  and  that  he  should 
not  be  tried  until  he  had  seen  the  charge 
made  against  him— that  it  was  in  the 
interest  of  that  Code  that  Murphy  should 
not  have  been  tried  on  one  charge  and 
dismissed  on  another.  By  such  a  course 
a  feeling  of  mistrust  would  be  created 
'  in  the  mind  of  those  who  were  connected 
witii  the  Army  and  Nary  and  with  the 
Police  Force  of  the  Kingdom.  A  fatal 
blow  would  be  struck  at  a  Force  like 
the  Irish  Constabulaiy,  who  it  should  be 
remembered  were  Irishmen,  and  men  who 
knew  that  their  officers  were  Englishmen. 
If  those  men  came  to  know  that  amongst 
the  officials  in  Ireland  there  were  those 
vho  could,  on  the  word  of  a  single  in- 
dividual, set  aside  the  finding  of  a  court 
martial,  and  say  to  a  man — '*  You  are 
not  charged  with  drunkenness ;  but  you 
are  found  guilty  of  insubordination, 
which  you  never  heard  of  until  you  had 
yoxtf  letter  of  dismissal/'  he  said  that 
the  Police  Force  would  read,  mark, 
learn,  and  inwardly  digest  the  conduct 
of  the  Government.  He  appealed,  there- 
fore, to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  he 
valued  the  fidelity  of  the  Irish  police, 
to  remember  that  they  were  Irishmen, 
that  most  of  them  were  Catholics,  that 
they  knew  tliat  there  were  placed  above 
them  officers  hostile  to  them  in  politics 
if  not  in  religion,  and  that  they  were 
men  who  must  sympathize,  to  a  great 
extent,  with  the  movements  taking  place 
in  Ireland — ^he  appealed  to  him  not  to 
allow  those  men  to  think  that  the  Go- 
vernment wanted  to  throw  a  screen  over 
the  most  terrible  charge  which  could  be 
brought  against  mankind,  and  which 
had  called  down  fire  from  Heaven  thou- 
sands of  years  ago.  He  said  that  if, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment refused  an  inquiry  they  would 
strike  a  great  blow  at  their  own  Ser- 
vice in  Ireland ;  and  when,  perhaps,  it 
was  most  needed,  they  might  find  the 
Irish  Constabulary  a  weapon  that  had 
broken  in  their  grasp. 

Mr,  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  said,  he 
thought  the  feeling  uppermost  on  those 
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Benches  was  one  of  surprise  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  not  answered  the 
appeal  made  to  him  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy).  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  pointed  out  with  a  great  deal  of 
force,  which  everyone  in  the  House 
would  recomize,  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  who  replied  on  this 
case,  must  of  necessity  be  utterly  igno- 
rant of  the  whole  matter.  It  had  been 
pointed  out  by  more  than  one  speaker 
on  those  Benches  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  himself  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
at  a  period  when  there  occurred  a  case 
very  similar  to  that  of  Inspector  Murphy ; 
it  had  been  pointed  out  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  personally  dealt 
with  the  case  of  a  police  officer  during 
his  term  of  Office ;  and,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  it  surprising 
that  he  had  not  thought  it  fit  to  respond 
to  the  appeal  made  to  him.  The  silence 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  might  be  due  to  the  fact 
that  it  was  not  a  very  congenial  task 
to  them  to  take  up  the  fag-ends  of 
the  business  left  them  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. It  was  said  that  a  new  broom 
swept  clean ;  but  it  was  evident  that  the 
broom  which  swept  away  the  late  Go- 
vernment from  Office  had  left  certain 
disreputable  things  in  Ireland,  and  it 
was  impossible  not  to  sympathize  with 
the  Government  in  having  to  associate 
themselves  with  the  acts  of  their  Prede- 
cessors. It  had  been  put  forward  by 
Irish  Members  that  Inspector  Murphy 
was  dismissed  because  he  was  giving 
information  which  led  to  the  detection 
of  French.  If  that  was  not  so,  why  was 
Mr.  Murphy  dismissed?  It  was  not 
denied  that  Mr.  Murphy  had  been  treated 
in  an  altogether  unprecedented  way,  and 
as  no  other  officer  of  the  Constabulary 
had  ever  been  treated,  so  far  as  hon. 
Members  were  aware.  And,  therefore, 
taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Murphy  had  been  treated  in  a  most 
unusual  way,  it  was  reasonable  for  the 
Irish  Members  and  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  look  round  and  inquire  what 
possible  reason  could  there  be  for  treat- 
ing Mr.  District  Inspector  Murphy  in  a 
manner  in  which  no  other  police  officer 
had  been  treated  in  the  whole  course  of 
the  constitution  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
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Btabulary.  Why  was  tlie  man  treated 
unusually?  Echo  answered,  why  ?  In 
lookiog  round  for  the  reason  the  re- 
markable fact  came  to  the  surface  that 
Murphy  was  the  man  who  originally 
gave  to  an  hon.  Member  of  the  House 
the  information  which  led  to  the  ex- 
posure of  Mr.  French  and  those  other 
Government  officials  in  Ireland  who 
acted  in  such  a  disreputable  and  infa- 
mous way.  It  was  the  most  natural 
thing  in  the  world  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers and  the  people  of  Ireland  generally 
should  come  to  the  conclusion,  after  due 
deliberation,  that  Murphy  was  dismissed 
the  Force  because  he  was  the  man  who 
gave  the  information  which  brought 
about  the  conviction  of  Mr.  French 
and  the  disbanding  of  the  gentlemen 
whose  acts  had  rendered  the  reign  of 
Earl  Spencer  so  infamous.  Unless  they 
got  some  better  reason  for  Murphy's 
dismissal  than  had  as  yet  been  given,  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends,  and  the  people 
whom  they  represented,  would  remain 
firmly  under  the  impression  that  Murphy 
was  made  a  victim  because  he  led  to  the 
exposures  which  had  covered  with  so 
much  disgrace  and  infamy  the  name  of 
Earl  Spencer  and  his  administration  in 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman)  had  said 
Mr.  Murphy  was  dismissed  not  because 
of  the  charge  of  drunkenness,  but  on 
account  of  insubordination  which  he  dis- 
played from  time  to  time  during  his  18 
years'  service  in  the  Constabulary.  The 
hoD.  Member  (Mr.  J.  Eedmond)  who 
commenced  this  discussion  spoke  very 
frankly  indeed  of  the  cases  of  insubordi- 
nation of  which  Mr.  Murphy  was  con- 
victed, pointing  out  that  Murphy  was 
convicted  and  punished  for  the  insubor- 
dination of  which  at  different  periods  he 
had  been  guilty.  And  after  such  a  state- 
ment the  House  was  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  Murphy  was  dis- 
missed for  insubordination.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  W.  Bedmond)  wished  to  know  if 
it  was  the  fact  that  if  a  Constabulary 
officer  was  guilty  of  insubordination,  and 
was  punished  for  it,  the  offence  could  be 
raked  up  against  him  10  or  15  years 
afterwards  in  order  that  he  might  be 
dismissed  the  Force  ?  It  was  very  ne- 
cessary that  question  should  be  settled, 
because,  as  the  matter  now  stood,  they 
had  heard  nothing  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  teach  them  anything  else 
but  that  when  the  charge  of  drunken- 
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ness  fell  through  Mr.  Murphy  was  dis- 
missed for  the  old  acts  of  insubordina- 
tion for  which  he  had  been  punished 
years  before.  Now,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Healy)  had  already  pointed  out  a 
fact  which  they  had  not  got  admitted  as 
yet  by  any  Member  of  the  Treasury 
Bench.  He  (Mr.  W.  Eedmond),  with 
perfect  earnestness  and  a  full  desire  to 
gain  information,  would  ask  the  new 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke),  who,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  sufficiently  courteous 
to  give  him  a  reply,  whether  it  was  not 
a  fact  that,  according  to  the  Constabu- 
lary Code  of  Begulations,  a  man  who 
was  charged  with  an  offence  must  have 
a  written  notification  of  the  offence  given 
to  him  before  the  day  on  which  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  charge  against  him 
was  to  take  place  ?  If  that  was  one  of 
the  Constabulary  Begulations,  was  it 
put  into  force  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Murphy  ?  An  answer  ought  to  be  g^ven 
to  that  question.  Either  Murphy  got  a 
written  notification  of  what  he  was  to 
be  charged  with,  or  he  did  not ;  and  if 
he  did  not,  the  Constabulary  Begula- 
tions were  not  carried  out,  and  the  man 
was  convicted  in  an  irregular  and,  it 
appeared  to  him  (Mr.  W.  Bedmond),  an 
infamous  manner.  It  had  not  been 
alleged  that  night  that  Murphy  was 
guilty  of  any  insubordination  save  that 
for  which  he  was  punished,  and  for 
which,  according  to  the  theory  of  the 
authorities,  he  was  ultimately  dismissed. 
Upon  that  point  a  full  and  frank  state- 
ment ought  to  be  made  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  be- 
cause, whether  they  made  it  or  not,  the 
truth  would  ultimately  be  proclaimed. 

The  first  COMMISSIONEB  of 
WOBKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  follow  the  course  the 
debate  had  taken,  but  simply  rose 
in  answer  to  an  appeal  made  to  him 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy), 
whom  he  desired  to  thank  for  the  flat- 
tering remarks  he  had  made  about 
him  (Mr.  Plunket).  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  made  an  appeal  to  him  as 
having  taken  part  in  a  debate  in  the 
House  in  1876  upon  a  case  very  like  the 
one  which  was  now  presented  to  the 
House.  He  was  ashamed  to  confess  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  when 
he  called  his  attention  to  the  circum- 
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stance  it  Had  passed  away  from  his  re- 
collection. But  he  had  since  referred  to 
the  report  of  the  debate  in  Hansard,  and 
he  found  he  could  explain  to  the  House 
exactly  how  the  matter  stood.  There 
was  certainly  considerable  similarity  be- 
tween the  two  oases.  In  both  oases  a 
Constabulary  officer  was  dismissed  for 
insubordination,  and  his  case  was  after- 
wards brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  was  this  further  de- 
gree of  similarity — that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary of  that  day,  and  now  Leader 
of  the  House  of  Commons  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  at  first  declined  to  grant 
an  inquiry  upon  the  ground  that  he 
placed  confidence  in  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral of  Constabulary  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
was  not  prepared  to  re-open  the  ques- 
tion as  between  the  Inspector  General 
and  his  subordinate  officer.  So  far,  the 
cases  were  exactly  on  all  fours.  But 
the  peculiarity  of  the  case  which  arose 
in  1876  was  that  a  document  was  pro- 
duced, which  purported  to  be  a  Eeport 
made  by  Mr.  George  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton, who  at  one  time  had  been  a  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  giving  the  view  of 
the  case  which  was  taken  in  official 
quarters.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  heard 
something  about  the  alleged  Eeport  of 
Mr.  Hamilton ;  but  he  treated  it  with 
indifference,  as  it  had  no  signs  of  a 
genuine  document  about  it.  The  docu- 
ment, however,  had  been  circulated  two 
days  previously  amongst  Members  of  the 
House,  and  had  proauced  a  great  im- 
pression, because,  as  he  had  said,  it 
purported  to  be  a  Eeport  of  an  official 
of  ihe  Treasury,  and  was  supported  by 
a  letter  which  appeared  to  give  colour 
to  its  veracity. 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  recollected 
whether  the  original  Eeport  itself  was 
ever  produced  ? 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONEE  said, 
he  was  about  to  explain  to  the  House 
what  really  happened.  The  Eeport 
produced  a  great  effect  on  the  House ;  it 
was  thought  it  would  be  better  that  an 
inquiry  should  be  held,  and  under  the 
circumstances  an  inquiry  was  granted. 
The  inquiry  resulted  in  the  discovery 
that  the  document  was  a  forgery,  and, 
as  far  as  he  understood  the  case,  that 
the  view  taken  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  was  the  cor- 
rect one.     He  (Mr.  Plunket)  did  not 


wish  to  pursue  the  matter  further,  hav- 
ing shown  the  difference  between  this 
case  and  the  one  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
called  his  attention. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  listened 
with  amazement  to  the  line  which  the 
present    Government   had    thought    it 
their  duty  to  take  upon  this  question. 
He    could    not    understand  why  they 
should  hold  that  an  investigation  con- 
ducted by  themselves  into  the  case  of 
Mr.  Murphy,  late  Inspector  in  the  Irish 
Constabmary,  would  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree affect  the  good  order  and  discipline 
of  the  Force.    Indeed,  it  appear^  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.  and   learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  had 
himself  given  them  a  very  good  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  an  inquiry,  for  he 
had  called  to  their  recollection  the  re- 
sult of  an  inquiry  which  was  held  in 
the  case  of  Captain  Croker,  an  Inspector 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary,  a  case  which 
he  (Mr.  Parnell)  remembered  veiy  well. 
It  was  discovered  that  Captain  Croker 
had  no  case  against  the  Government, 
and  that  he  had  put  forward  a  forged 
document.    Was  not  that  a  very  happy 
result  for  the  Government  ?  Why  should 
that  case  be  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  a  case  where  the  granting 
of  an  inquiry  resulted  in  injury  to  the 
discipline  of  the  Force,  because  the  only 
ground  that  this  or  the  last  Government 
took  up  in  refusing  the  Motion  for  in- 
quiry into  the  case  of  Mr.  Murphy  was 
that  it  would    injure  the  discipline  of 
the  Force  ?    Of  course,  they  knew  very 
well  that  there  were  other  grounds  be- 
hind that  ostensible  one.    They  knew 
very  well  that  the  late  Government  could 
not  give  an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  Mr. 
Murphy,  because  Earl  Spencer's  admi- 
nistration in  Ireland,  and  Earl  Spen- 
cer's personal  action,  would  have  been 
placed  in  a  very  disagreeable  light.  But 
the  present  Government  did  not  stand 
committed,  so  far  as  he  could  see  from 
their  action,  to  uphold  Earl  Spencer  in 
every  particular,  or  to  swear  that  every- 
thing Earl  Spencer  did  was  absolutely 
right.    However  much  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary for  the    late  Chief   Secretary 
(Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman)  to  oppose 
such  a  Motion  as  this,  he  (Mr.  Parnell) 
could  not  see  in  what  respect  the  pre- 
sent Government  were  committed  against 
it.    He  submitted  that  an  overwhelming 
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case  for  inquiry  had  been  made  out  by 
his  hon.  Friends;  and  therefore  they 
were  entitled  to  a  more  definite  answer 
than  they  had  received  from  the  present 
Oovemment.  It  was  manifestly  absurd 
to  plead  that  the  discipline  of  the  Force 
would  be  affected  by  giving  an  officer  of 
the  Force  who,  apparently,  had  been 
wrongfully  dismissed  a  fair  trial,  or  by 
granting  a  fair  inquiry  into  the  reasons 
of  his  dismissal.  It  had  been  Ahown  by 
his  hon.  Friends  that  night  that  Inspec- 
tor Murphy  was  an  officer  of  very  old 
standing  in  the  Force ;  that  at  the  time 
of  his  dismissal  he  had  been  in  the 
Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary  for  18  years; 
and  that  during  the  whole  of  that  time 
the  only  fault  alleged  against  him  was 
an  insubordinate  tone  in  certain  corres- 
pondence which  passed  between  him  and 
the  Inspector  General  of  Constabulary 
of  Ireland,  between  the  years,  according 
to  the  statement  of  the  late  Chief  Se- 
cretary, 1875  and  1881.  According  to 
the  statement  of  the  late  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, Earl  Spencer,  Inspector  Murphy 
was  dismissed,  not  for  the  charge  of 
drunkenness,  which  was  now  admitted 
on  all  hands  to  be  absolutely  unfounded, 
but  solely  on  account  of  the  insubordi- 
nate tone  he  adopted  in  the  correspon- 
dence during  the  years  from  1875  to 
1881 ;  indeed,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes),  in  his  very  able  speech  that 
night,  admitted  that  if  Inspector  Mur- 
phy had  been  dismissed  for  nothing  else 
than  the  insubordinate  tone  in  the  cor- 
respondence in  question,  he  would  have 
considered  it  an  unjust  dismissal,  not  a 
very  illogical  conclusion  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
because  it  appeared  rather  illogical  to 
dismiss  a  man  for  the  offence  of  which 
he  was  not  found  guilty,  and  to  refuse 
to  commit  him  for  the  offence  which 
was  brought  against  him ;  and  the 
seriousness  of  the  charge  brought  by 
the  Irish  Members  was  this  —  that  it 
was  not  until  1883-4  that  action  was 
taken  in  reference  to  these  matters,  and 
then  only  after  an  inquiry  into  a  totally 
different  charge — namely,  the  charge  of 
drunkenness.  If  it  was  right  that  In- 
spector Murphy  should  have  been  dis- 
missed for  writing  these  letters  during 
the  years  from  1875  to  1881,  his  dis- 
missal should  have  immediately  followed 
that  offence.  It  was  preposterous — nay, 
more,  it  was  eminently  unjust — on  the 
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part  of  the  Gt>vemment  only  to  re- 
collect these  acts  of  insubordination  so 
many  years  after  they  had  been  com- 
mitted, and  when  serious  comments  had 
been  made,  which  showed  that  he  had 
had  a  hand  in  bringing  James  Ellis 
French  to  justice.  Beu>re  Inspector 
Murphy  had  ceased  writing  the  letters 
which  were  complained  of,  he  obtained 
a  favourable  record  from  his  superior 
officers,  and  was  commended  for  his 
services,  so  that  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  en- 
titled to  hold  that  these  alleged  offences 
had  been  looked  over  and  forgotten. 
But  what  was  the  nature  of  these  ^eged 
offences  ?  The  House  would  be  sur- 
prised when  he  told  them  that  Inspector 
Murphy's  sole  offence  against  subordi- 
nation was  that  he  paid  his  addresses  to 
a  young  lady,  whose  father  objected  to 
those  addresses,  as  he  had  a  riffht  to  do ; 
that  he — the  father — addressed  remon- 
strances to  the  superior  officer  of  In- 
spector Murphy,  and  asked  that  officer 
to  interfere  and  prevent  Murphy  from 
renewing  or  repeating  these  addresses — 
which  were  addresses  with  a  view  to 
marriage ;  that  the  superior  officer  of 
Constabulary  in  Ireland  did  intervene  at 
the  request  of  the  father,  and  did  re- 
monstrate with  Murphy,  and  directed 
him  to  discontinue  his  addresses ;  and 
that  Murphy,  as  any  man  of  spirit  would 
have  done  under  similar  circumstances, 
refused,  and  repeatedly  refused,  in  the 
letters  which  were  alleged  to  be  in- 
subordinate, to  cease  these  attentions. 
Now,  that  was  the  whole  story  of  In- 
spector Murphy's  insubordination  from 
the  year  1870.  It  could  be  substantiated 
by  reference  to  names;  but  these,  of 
course,  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  would  not  give. 
That  was  the  whole  history  of  Murphy's 
insubordination  committed,  according  to 
the  statement  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  between  the 
years  1875  and  1881,  and  for  which, 
according  to  Earl  Spencer's  letter,  Mur- 
phy was  dismissed  in  1884.  It  was 
obvious  that  the  action  the  Government 
had  taken  in  this  matter,  and  their  re- 
fusal to  grant  an  investigation,  so  far 
from  being  an  advantage  to  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Force,  must  tend  to  injure 
it  to  an  extreme  extent.  In  1882,  after 
the  necessity  for  it  was  practically  over 
and  Inspector  Murphy's  alleged  insub- 
ordinate conduct  had  ceased,  Murphy 
received  favourable  mention  from  his 
superior  officers.    In  that  year  he  ad- 
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dressed  a  round  robin  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant— subsequent  to  the  commenda- 
tion— ^in  his  own  name  and  those  of  four 
other  persons  in  the  Constabulary.  They 
alleged  in  the  round  robin  to  have  evi- 
dence in  their  possession  which  would 
tend  to  incriminate  Detective  Inspector 
French  of  the  offence  for  which  he  was 
recently  tried  and  convicted.  The  round 
robin  was,  of  course,  anonymous,  and  it 
could  not  be  traced  to  Inspector  Murphy 
at  the  time.  But,  in  the  subsequent 
year,  the  Gt>vemment  were  able  to  trace 
out  that  Inspector  Murphy  was  the 
originator  of  this  round  robin  ;  and  then 
it  was  that  the  charge  of  drunkenness, 
of  which  he  was  admittedly  innocent, 
was  trumped  up  against  him,  owing  to 
the  necessity  which  French,  the  Detec- 
tive Inspector  of  Constabulary,  felt 
under  of  shielding  himself.  This  charge 
was  trumped  up  against  him,  and  it  was 
ordered  that  he  should  be  brought  be- 
fore a  Court  of  Inquiry.  The  Court  of 
Inquiry  held  its  sittings,  and,  as  a  re- 
sult. Inspector  Murphy  was  informed 
that  he  was  dismissed  the  Service,  not 
on  account  of  the  charge  of  drunkenness, 
but  on  account  of  the  alleged  acts  of 
insubordination  committed  between  the 
years  1875  and  1881.  Now,  he  would 
not — he  did  not  think  it  necessary — 
explain  to  the  House  the  manner  in* 
which  the  Government  obtained  infor- 
mation that  Inspector  Murphy  was 
moving,  in  order  to  obtain  a  vindication 
of  justice  in  reference  to  the  man  French. 
But  they  undoubtedly  did  obtain  that 
information,  and  as  soon  as  they  ob- 
tained it  proceedings  were  commenced 
against  French,  and  he  was  sent  to  a 
part  of  the  country  where  it  was  im- 
possible to  entrap  him.  That  course 
of  action  was  successful,  and  Murphy 
was  finally  dismissed  from  the  Force, 
after  18  years'  service,  without  a  pen- 
sion, and  with  his  character  ruined. 
His  (Mr.  Parnell's)  hon.  Friends  had 
pointed  out,  during  the  course  of  this 
debate,  in  reference  to  the  denial  which 
had  been  repeatedly  given  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  that  the  five  persons 
who  signed  the  round  robin  of  Inspector 
Murphy — that  the  five  names  mentioned 
as  being  the  witnesses,  or  as  having  evi- 
dence to  g^ve  of  French's  guilt,  were 
the  five  persons  who  were  called  on  by 
the  Inspector  General  of  Constabulary 
immediately  French  was  attacked  in 
UhiUd  Ireland.    They  were  at  once  sent 


for  and  asked  for  their  evidence — asked 
what  they  knew  with  regard  to  French. 
They  gave  their  evidence,  and  the  re- 
sult of  it  was  that  the  Government  were 
able  to  get  up  a  case  against  French 
which  resulted  in  his  conviction.  First 
of  all  he  was  suspended,  then  he  was 
convicted,  and  he  was  now  suffering  the 
punishment  of  his  crimes.  He  (Mr. 
Pamell)  contended  that  that  was  a  suf- 
ficient answer  to  he  denial  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  proved  that  the  denial  of 
the  officials  in  the  (Constabulary  as  to 
the  receipt  of  this  round  robin  was  not 
true.  He  maintained  that  the  fact  that 
the  five  men,  and  only  the  five  men, 
who  were  mentioned  in  the  round  robin 
by  Inspector  Murphy  as  being  important 
witnesses  were  called  in  by  the  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary — who  was  one 
of  the  persons  to  whom  the  round  robin 
was  addressed — immediately  the  attack 
was  made  on  French  showed  that  the 
denial  of  the  authorities  was  not  true. 
How  was  it  that  the  Constabulary  au- 
thorities hit  upon  these  five  men,  and 
only  these  five — that  they  did  not  call 
six,  seven,  or  eight  persons  ?  Why  did 
they  not  call  three  out  of  the  five  ?  Why 
was  it  that  they  called  these  five  men, 
and  none  others,  as  witnesses  against 
French  on  the  preliminary  inquiry  and 
investigation  they  made  as  to  the  man's 
character  in  the  Force  ?  It  was  mani- 
fest that  it  must  have  been  in  conse- 
quence of  the  round  robin  which  they 
had  received,  and  which  had  not  mis- 
carried in  the  post — which  had  been 
sent  by  Inspector  Murphy  both  to  Earl 
Spencer  and  to  the  Inspector  General 
of  Constabulary.  It  was  manifest  that 
it  was  this  round  robin  which  enabled 
the  authorities  to  put  their  hands  on  the 
five  men  whose  testimony  it  was  neces- 
sary for  them  to  obtain  in  order  to  get 
at  the  clues  and  proofs  of  French's  guilt. 
It  was  manifest  that  it  was  from  this 
document  of  Murphy's  that  the  Consta- 
bulary authorities  had  got  their  infor- 
mation, and  that  it  was  this  document 
that  first  put  it  into  their  heads  in  Dublin 
Castle  to  prosecute  this  unfortunate  man 
to  his  doom  and  to  his  ruin.  It  was 
evident  that  this  matter  could  not  be 
left  where  it  was.  It  was  true  the  Go- 
vernment had  only  lately  come  into 
Office,  and  that  it  might  not,  perhaps, 
have  been  expected  by  them  that  this 
matter  would  have  been  reached  that 
night,  the  Motion  not  having  had  the 
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first  place  in  the  Order  Book,  and  that 
it  might  not  have  been  possible  for  thorn 
to  fully  consider  this  very  great  and 
very  important  question.  Undoubtedly 
it  was  a  disagreeable  thing  for  a  Govern- 
ment which  had  lately  come  into  power 
to  reverse  the  acts  of  its  Predecessors  or 
to  throw  discredit  upon  them,  especially 
in  reference  to  so  serious  a  matter  as  the 
administration  of  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. But  he  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  strong  enough  even  to 
do  that.  They  had  already  reversed  the 
policy  and  the  acts  of  their  Predecessors 
in  a  much  more  important  matter  than 
an  inquiry  ioto  the  question  of  the  dis- 
missal of  such  an  humble  individual  as 
Inspector  Murphy.  The  question  of  the 
renewal  of  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
was  of  ten  thousand  fold  more  import- 
ance, regarding  the  whole  government 
of  Ireland,  than  the  3delding  of  assent 
to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  would 
be ;  and  he  did  think  that  if  they  were 
strong  enough  —  and  he  believed  the 
result  would  prove  that  the  Government 
were  strong  enough — to  do  without  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act  in  Ireland — 
that  the  result  of  their  action  in  that 
respect  would  be  its  justification.  If 
the  Government  had  been  strong  enough 
to  do  that,  he  maintained  that  they  were 
strong  enough  to  grant  an  inquiry  into 
the  case  of  Inspector  Murphy.  They 
ought  to  be  ten  thousand  times  stronger 
than  the  necessity  of  such  a  case ;  and 
he  submitted  that  until  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  received  some  better  answer 
from  the  able  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land— who  undoubtedly  had  handled 
this  case  in  a  way  in  which  it  had  never 
been  handled  before  by  any  Irish  Law 
Officer — they  could  not  rest  satisfied. 
He  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  listened  to  the 
defence  which  the  late  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  had  sought  to 
make  and  to  the  defence  which  the 
present  Irish  Attorney  General  had  en- 
deavoured to  make  ;  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  last-named  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  handled  his 
case  in  as  able  and  vigorous  a  manner 
as  it  was  possible  for  any  man  to  handle 
one  consisting  of  such  wretched  ma- 
terials. But  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
although  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  done  his  beet,  he  had 
not  been  able  to  put  a  face  upon  it ;  and 
until  the  Irish  Members  had  something 
better  to  meet  them  than  the  defence 
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which  had  been  attempted  that  night  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  the  late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  the  defence  attempted 
some  time  ago  by  the  late  Attorney 
General,  it  was  manifest  that  the  Irish 
Members,  in  justice  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  loved  fair  play,  and  who 
considered  that  Inspector  Murphy  had 
been  shamefully  ill-treated  in  this  matter, 
and  in  justice  to  Inspector  Murphy  him- 
self, would  have  again  to  recur  to  the 
question.  Before  he  sat  down  he  would 
ask  the  Government  this — whether  the 
door  was  finally  closed  against  justice  to 
Inspector  Murphy?  Would  they  not 
further  reconsider  this  matter  ?  Impor- 
tant Cabinet  Ministers  had  been  present 
that  night  during  a  portion  of  the  de- 
bate. During  its  later  stages  they  had 
had  the  advantage  of  the  presence  of  the 
Home  Secretary  (SirE.  Assheton  Cross), 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  —  who  had  bad 
considerable  experience  of  Irish  ad- 
ministration— the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill).  He  was  bound  to  say  he 
was  always  pleased  when  he  saw  such 
officials  as  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  those 
others  whom  he  had  named,  taking  any 
interest  in  an  Irish  question.  He  had 
had  some  experience  of  the  candour  and 
fair  dealing  of  the  Home  Secretary  in 
the  last  Parliament,  in  very  similar  cases 
to  this ;  and  he  had  always  found  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind  open  to 
reason,  and  had  always  found  him 
anxious  to  inquire  into  cases  of  alleged 
injustice,  and  to  leave  no  room  or  opening 
or  excuse  for  saying  that  justice  had  not 
been  done.  And  what  he  would  say  be- 
fore he  sat  down  was  this— Would  not 
the  Government  further  consider  this 
matter,  and  if  they  thought  that  the 
case  which  had  been  made  by  the  J  ate 
Government  and  by  the  present  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  not  of  such  a 
nature  as  they  ought  to  rely  upon,  and 
that  the  Irish  Members  had  put  forward 
not  only  a  primd  facie  case,  but  a  very 
strong  case  in  proof  of  their  contention 
that  Inspector  Murphy  had  been  badly 
used,  would  they  not,  without,  perhaps, 
formally  agreeing  to  a  Parliamentary 
Motion  on  going  into  Supply,  give  this 
matter  further  attention,  and  see  whe- 
ther it  was  not  possible  to  hold,  of  their 
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own  will  and  of  their  own  sense  of  jiui- 
tice,  this  inquiry,  which  they  had  re 
fused  on  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  before  the 
debate  comes  to  a  dose.  First  of  all,  I 
desire  to  answer  a  question  put  to  me,  I 
think,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  W.  Hedmond)  in  reference  to  the 
Police  Code  now  existing.  I  confess  I 
have  not  had  time  to  look  at  the  Code. 
I  have  consulted  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) ;  and,  so  far  as 
I  understand  the  question,  notice  ought 
to  be  given  in  a  case  where  an  inquiry 
is  necessary  as  to  a  matter  of  fact — that 
is  to  say,  where  a  general  charge  is 
brought  against  a  constable ;  but  where 
a  case  of  insubordination  occurs  which 
is  patent  to  everybody,  and  which,  on 
the  face  of  it,  requires  no  inquiry  at  all 
— such  as  writing  an  insubordinate  letter 
— that  notice  is  not  necessary. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  Code  says ''all 
charges." 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY :  Of 
course,  I  had  fully  anticipated,  when  I 
went  to  the  Irish  Office,  that  all  my 
sins,  present  and  to  come,  would  be 
visited  on  my  unworthy  head,  but  that 
that  would  be  the  full  modicum  of  the 
visitation  I  should  receive ;  and  I  must 
frankly  state  to  the  House  that  this  de- 
bate has  placed  me  in  a  position  of  some 
difficulty.  In  the  first  place,  if  I  am 
asked  to  reopen  a  charge  which  is 
brought  against  the  late  Administra- 
tion, I  say  at  once  that  the  position  is 
one  of  extreme  embarrassment,  because 
a  majority  of  this  House  has  already 
supported  the  view  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment took.  Hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  must  forgive  me  if  I  do  not  go 
minutely  into  the  circumstances  of  this 
case.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  not  had 
time  to  asoertain  them ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  I  do  not  possess  the  legal  ability 
and  aoomen  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Holmes),  who,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  has  stated  the  case 
admirably  from  our  point  of  view.  But 
there  is  one  point  on  which  I  wish  to 
rest  my  judgment  in  the  matter.  I 
would  simply  ask  whether  Colonel 
Bruce,  who  is  accused  of  having  caused 
the  discharge  of  District  Inspector 
Murphy,  acted  from  bond  fid$  motives, 
or  isom  some  motive  behind  in  what  he 


did  ?  I  am  bound  to  come  to  the  oon- 
clusion  that  neither  in  the  debate  that 
has  jiist  taken  place,  nor  in  the  pre- 
vious debate  in  December  last,  or  in  any 
paper  that  I  have  read,  can  I  find  any 
trace  of  suspicion  against  Colonel  Bruce 
to  induce  me  to  think  that  he  did  not 
act  in  a  perfectly  hond  fide  manner  in 
discharging  Mr.  Murphy.  As  to  the 
letter  which  is  asserted  to  have  been 
posted  by  Mr.  Murphy,  and  which  is  as- 
serted never  to  have  been  received  by 
anybody,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
in  dealing  with  it  we  are  simply  dealing 
with  a  matter  of  assertion  on  the  one 
side  and  on  the  other  ;  and  however 
anxious  one  might  be  to  go  into  the 
matter,  and  do  justice  to  both  sides, 
after  all  the  case  must  rest  on  simple 
assertions.  On  the  one  hand,  there  does 
not  seem  to  me  to  be  any  evidence  to 
show  that  this  round  robin  was  ever 
posted,  or,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it 
was  ever  received.  Coming  back  to  the 
action  of  Colonel  Bruce  on  the  discharge 
of  Murphy,  I  find  that,  long  previous  to 
the  horrible  charges  against  French, 
and  their  horrible  surroundings,  and 
before  Inspector  Murphy  moved  in  that 
matter  at  all,  he  was  being  constantly 
reprimanded  for  something  or  other. 
He  was  reprimanded,  I  find,  in  1875, 
again  in  1877,  in  1878,  in  1879,  and 
again  in  1881.     Therefore,  I  find  that 

was  reprimanded ;  and  what  strikes  me 
is  this.  Although  it  may  be  true  that 
the  charge  of  drunkenness  was  not  fully 
sustained,  yet  it  may  have  formed  suffi- 
cient ground,  in  the  mind  of  Colonel 
Bruce,  for  his  discharge.  What  I  wish 
to  put  to  the  Irish  Members,  and  I  know 
they  will  forgive  me  if  I  speak  plainly 
to  them,  is  this.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  spoke  of 
the  Government  having  just  come  into 
power,  and  proposing  to  relax  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act.  It  has  been 
stated,  both  here  and  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  that  we  are  doing  this 
of  our  own  will,  and  entirely  upon  our 
own  responsibility.  I  say,  then,  to 
the  Members  from  Irelcmd  that  they 
know  as  well  as  ourselves  what  our  re- 
sponsibilities will  be ;  and  all  I  can  urge 
is  that,  if  we  are  to  make  these  conces- 
sions in  regard  to  exceptional  legisla- 
tion, it  becomes  even  more  imperatively 
our  bounden  duty  in  all  cases  to  support 
the  Executive  as  it  exists  in  Ireland  at 
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this  moment.  The  evidence  afforded  by 
the  papers,  and  by  the  previous  debate, 
does  not  give  ns  the  least  excuse  for  de- 
clining to  support  the  Executive  in  Ire- 
land. I  have  said  that  we  have  only  a 
cursory  knowledge  of  the  matter ;  but, 
as  far  as  we  have  dealt  with  it,  we  do 
not  think  we  should  be  justified  in  grant- 
itig  the  inquiry  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  New  Ross  (Mr.  J.  Red- 
mond). I  will  not  detain  the  House 
longer  upon  the  question.  I  will  only  add 
that,  of  course,  if  any  fresh  circumstances 
should  arise,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
fair,  or  right,  or  just,  that  we  shoidd 
debar  ourselves  from  consenting  to  an 
inquiry.  But,  as  at  present  advised,  we 
do  not  see  the  necessity ;  and,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  I  cannot  accede  to 
the  demand  of  the  hon.i^Member. . 

Mr.  0  ALLAN  said,  the  spirit  of  frank- 
ness manifested  by  the  Front  Bench 
afforded  a  marked  contrast  to  the  viru- 
lent feeling  exhibited  by  the  late  G-o- 
vemment  on  the  1 3th  of  March.  Al- 
though he  felt  very  strongly  upon  the 
case,  he  did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend 
ought  to  go  to  a  division  after  the  speech 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  had  plainly 
intimated  that  if  any  new  fact  should 
arise  it  would  still  be  open  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  consent  to  an  inquiry.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that,  at 
the  present  moment,  he  only  possessed  a 
cursory  knowledge  of  the  facts  of  thecase ; 
and  he  aoceptea  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  hereafter 
new  evidence  could  be  furnished  a  fur- 
ther inquiry  would  be  made.  The  course 
pursued  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  strongly  de- 
fended his  Executive,  was  in  strong 
contrast  to  that  of  his  Scotch  Prede- 
cessor. On  the  former  occasion  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  displayed  a  most  unconciliatory 
spirit,  and  had  stated  all  the  points  that 
were  calculated  to  tell  against  Inspector 
Murphy,  without  adding  one  which  told 
in  his  favour.  On  that  occasion  he  (Mr. 
Callan)  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  read,  from 
a  document  which  had  been  handed  to 
him  by  Mr.  Murphy,  testimonials  to  his 
character,  which  had  been  given,  among 
others,  by  Lord  Ardilaun,  Sir  R.  f. 
Lynch,  and  Colonel  Chichester.   He  was 

flad  to  say  that  the  latter  was  not  an 
rishman,  but  an  Englishman  ;  but  he 
had  read  the  character  fiven  to  Mr. 
Murphy  by  Colonel  Chichester,  in  the 
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hope  that  the  House  would  attach  some 
value  to  it,  seeing  that  a  few  weeks  pre- 
viously the  same  gentleman  had  g^ven 
the  highest  character  to  Earl  Spencer, 
and  he  had  thought  the  House  might 
take  the  two  together — quantum  valeat. 
If  the  character  given  to  Earl  Spencer 
was  of  any  value,  certainly  equal  value 
ought  to  attach  to  a  character  given  to 
Mr.  Murphy  by  the  same  gentleman.  A 
day  or  two  after  the  debate  Colonel 
Chichester  sent  a  letter  to  him  by  the 
registered  post,  impugning  his  state- 
ment, and  asking  him  upon  what  autho- 
rity he  had  made  it,  and  some  time  after- 
wards a  letter  from  Colonel  Chichester 
appeared  in  the  columns  of  2%s  Fre0' 
manU  Journal^  stating  that  the  statement 
was  a  gross  falsehood.  He  had  borne 
the  brunt  of  that  attack  patiently ;  but 
he  now  held  in  his  hand  not  only  the 
letter  sent  by  Colonel  Chichester  through 
the  registered  post,  but  also  the  original 
character  which  Colonel  Chichester  had 
given  to  Inspector  Murphy.  He  had 
submitted  both  to  an  expert  in  hand- 
writing, and  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
prove  that  the  statement  made  by  In- 
spector Murphy  and  the  statement  made 
by  himself  in  that  House,  that  Colonel 
Chichester  had  given  this  high  character 
to  Inspector  Murphy,  were  perfectly  true. 
He  had  simply  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  Colonel  Chichester  another  op- 
portunity of  denying  the  fact  that  he 
had  given  this  character  to  Inspector 
Murphy ;  and  he  would  only  add  that 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  to  Earl  Spencer 
and  Colonel  Chichester  were  equally  re- 
liable and  worthy  of  credit. 

Sib  HERVEY  BRUCE  said,  that  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had  drawn  special 
attention  to  the  fact  that  he  was  present 
in  the  House,  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  before  the  debate  closed.  Prom 
his  knowledge  of  the  personal  character 
of  his  relative  the  Inspector  General  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  it  would 
be  easy  to  convince  the  House  of  the 
absurdity  of  supposing  that  there  could 
be  any  truth  in  the  charge  made  against 
him  of  having  wished  to  conceal  the 
abominable  crimes  which  had  been  com- 
mitted in  Dublin  during  the  last  few 
years.  He  particularly  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  one  of  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
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that  Mr.  Murphy  was  reprimanded  for 
insabordination  in  1875  and  subsequent 
years.  It  was  long  after  that  date  that 
his  brother  became  Inspector  General  of 
the  Irish  Constabulary,  and  therefore  he 
could  not  have  been  the  original  pro- 
moter of  the  charges  of  insubordlna- 
tioD. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  offer  a  single  remark 
on  the  case  which  had  been  the  subject 
of  debate  that  evening ;  but  he  simply 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  inquire  whether 
the  insubordination  had  not  been  con- 
doned by  repeated  favourable  Reports, 
on  various  occasions,  under  different 
Inspecting  Officers,  and  whether  the 
charges  on  which  Mr.  Murphy  was  dis- 
missed had  not  been  trumped  up  in  spite 
of  such  condonation  after  the  charge  of 
drunkenness  had  failed  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  said,  he 
did  not  see  the  least  objection  to  making 
such  an  inquiry  as  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  suggested. 

Question,  *^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. "—(5ir 
Benrjf  Bolland.) 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  how  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  t€^e  the  Votes  which  now  stood 
for  Committee  on  Monday  and  subse- 
quent days  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Hbney  Holland)  said,  it 
was  proposed  on  Monday  to  take  the 
Army  Estimates;  then  the  remainder 
of  Class  m.,  except  the  Irish  Votes. 
It  was  thought  that  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  take  all  the  Irish  Votes 
on  Monday  week,  and  Vote  1  of  Class  I. 
on  Wednesday.  The  Education  Vote 
would  be  taken  on  Tuesday. 

OoLOKEL  NOLAN  thought  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  postpone  the  Irish  Votes 
until  Monday  week,  and  he  objected  to 
their  being  put  off  so  that  they  might 
all  be  taken  together. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  said, 


that  of  course  the  Government  had  no 
wish  to  do  anything  that  would  be  in- 
convenient, and  perhaps  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  proceed  with  any  non-con- 
tentious Vote  taking  the  others  as  soon 
as  they  could.  Unfortunately  Monday 
and  Tuesday  were  already  appropriated. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  it  appeared 
to  him,  after  a  hasty  and  perhaps  imper- 
fect consultation  he  had  been  able  to  have 
with  his  hon.  Friends,  that  the  course 
suggested  by  the  Financial  Secretary 
would  be  the  most  convenient — ^namely, 
that  the  Irish  Votes  should  not  be  taken 
until  Monday  week.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  proceed  with  any 
non- contentious  Votes  that  night  there 
would  be  no  objection. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  should  be  glad  to  take 
any  non- contentious  Votes  in  Class  III. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  take  the  non-conten- 
tious Votes  on  "Monday  week  equally 
well? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  had  no  intention  of 
Dressing  it.  It  was  only  a  matter  which 
ad  suggested  itself. 

Mr.  SEXTON  remarked,  that  there 
were  two  postponed  Votes  in  Class  II., 
and  others  in  Class  III. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  that  was  so.  He  wished  to 
know  if  there  were  any  non-contentious 
Votes  in  Class  III.  ? 

Me.  sexton  :  No. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

SUMMARY    JURISDICTION   (TERM   OF 
IMPRISONMENT)  BILL.— [Bill  180.] 

(Mr.  Benry  B.  FowUr,  Secretary  Sir  William 
Harcourt.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  there  were  one  or 
two  matters  in  the  Bill  which  required 
amendment  in  Committee.  One  of  them 
was  a  piece  of  bad  drafting,  for  the  Bill 
spoke  of  a  person  **in  custody  else- 
where than  in  prison."    He  did  not  see 
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how  a  man  could  be  in  custody  except 
in  prison.  Then,  again,  cases  often 
came  under  his  notice  of  convictions 
quashed  by  eertiarari.  Now  the  law  in 
Ireland  was  that  a  man  must  lie  in 
prison  while  the  case  was  being  argued ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
if  the  Bill  were  to  provide  that  if  a  case 
of  certiorari  arose  the  man  should  be 
held  to  bail  pending  the  decision.  He 
thought  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
not  sufficiently  wide  to  carry  that,  and 
he  therefore  hoped  they  would  be 
amended  in  the  way  he  had  described. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Monday  next. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
CONSOLIDATED   FUND    (NO.  2)   BILL. 

Resolution  [July  9]  reported^  and  agreed  to  : — 
Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Abthur 
Otwat,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  Sir  Hbnrt  Holland. 

BULpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  220.] 

MOTIONS. 


CHOLERA  HOSPITALS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  enable 
the  sanitary  authorities  in  Ireland  to  take 
possession  of  land  for  the  erection  of  tem- 
porary Cholera  Hospitals,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.    Sueil,  and  Mr. 

BlQOAR. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  231.] 

PUBLIC   HEALTH   (SHIPS,  &C.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balpour.  Bill 
to  amend  the  *'  Public  Health  Act,  1875,"  in 
relation  to  Ships  and  Port  Sanitary  Authorities, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Bal- 
POUR  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortlbt. 
BiU  j9rtf<m^«(;,andread the  first  time.  [Bill  230.] 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday,  ISth  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.] -Public  Bills— Ftr*/  Heading— 
Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg's  Naturaliza- 
tion*; Turnpike  Acts  Continuance*  (174^; 
Local  Loans  (Sinking  Funds)*  (176); 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England)  * 
(177). 

Select  Committee  —  "Waterworks  Clauses  Act 
(1847)  Amendment  (127),  The  Lord  Saint 
Oswald  added. 

Mr.  Mealy 


Committee  —  Local  Government  ProYisional 
Orders  (No.  4)  •  (147)  ;  Tramways  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  2)*  (156);  Tramways 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)*  (167);  PubUc 
Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order*  (148) ; 
Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  •  (114) ; 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  (131-176). 

Committee  —  Report  —  East  India  Loan 
(£10,000,000)  *  (164). 

Third  Reading — Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  ♦ 
(166) ;  Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (London)  *  (79),  and 
passed. 

NEW  PEERS. 

Mervyn  Edward,  Viscount  Powers- 
court  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland  call^ 
Ireland,  K.P.,  having  been  created 
Baron  Powerscourt,  of  Powerscourt  in 
the  county  of  Wicklow — 

Anthony  Henley.  Baron  Henley  in 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  called  Ire- 
land, having  been  created  Baron  North- 
ington,  of  Watford  in  the  county  of 
Northampton — 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  Arthur 
Hobhouse,  K.C.S.I.,  O.I.E.,  a  Member 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  having  been  created  Baron 
Hobhouse,  of  Hadspen  in  the  county  of 
Somerset- 
Were  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

TRAMWAYS   (IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  66.) 

(Th$  Earl  Spencer,) 

BESOLUTION. 

Eabl  spencer,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  committed  lo  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  said,  that 
the  question  involved  was  one  of  great 
importance  to  Ireland,  and  also  affected 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 
Some  explanation  was,  therefore,  re- 
quired of  him  in  asking  that  the  Bill, 
which  had  already  been  referred  to  a 
Private  Bill  Committee,  should  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  The  Bill  related  to  a  scheme 
called  the  Cork,  Coaohford>  and  Blarney 
light  Eailway.  It  was  introduced  under 
the  Tramways  General  (Ireland)  Act  of 
1883,  an  Act  intended  to  develop  com- 
munication between  different  parts  of 
Ireland.  It  incorporated  various  pro- 
visions of  previous  Acts  relating  to 
tramways,  which  were  passed  in  1860 
and  1 861,  but  added  important  provisions 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


585  Tramways  {Ireland)  Pravmonal  \Jvly  13,  1885}        Order  {No.  2)  J^ilL         386 


with  regard  to  local  and  Imperial  gua- 
rantees, and  enabled  the  Imperial  Go- 
vemmeat  to  join  the  Local  Authorities 
in  the  carrying  out  of  schemes.  The 
Act  enabled  any  promoter  of  a  tramway 
Bcheme  to  bring  the  scheme  before  the 
Ch*and  Jury  of  the  county  where  the 
tramway  was  to  be  made,  before  whom 
counsel  might  appear.  The  Grand  Jury 
in  such  case  had  full  power  to  hear  the 
promoters  and  opponents,  just  as  in  the 
case  of  an  ordinary  Provisional  Order. 
After  the  Grand  Jury  had  heard  the 
scheme  discussed,  and  had  passed  the 
Order,  it  went  up  to  the  Privy  Council 
in  Ireland.  The  Board  of  Works  and 
the  Treasury  were  required  to  make  a 
Keport  on  the  line  to  the  Privy  Council ; 
and  after  that  had  been  done,  if  the 
scheme  was  not  opposed,  that  ended  the 
matter.  If,  however,  the  line  was  still 
opposed,  an  Order  was  required  to  con- 
firm it,  and  the  scheme  consequently 
went  before  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
Council.  If  the  Privy  Council  approved 
the  scheme,  it  then  came  before  Par- 
liament as  an  Order  to  be  confirmed. 
In  the  Act  of  1869  there  was  a  section 
—  Section  14— which  distinctly  stated 
that  all  these  Orders  were  to  be  treated 
with  every  respect  as  Public  Bills.  He 
did  not  propose  to  go  into  the  merits 
of  the  particular  Bill  the  subject  of  the 
Order ;  but  he  would  state  shortly  what 
was  the  procedure  followed.  The  scheme 
was  taken  before  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
county  of  Cork  and  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  county  of  the  City  of  Cork,  both  of 
which  bodies  were  interested  in  the  mea- 
sure. The  Grand  Juries  having  sat  for 
two  days  considering  the  scheme,  and 
hearing  the  case  for  the  promoters  and 
opponents,  unanimously  passed  an  Order 
in  favour  of  it.  It  was  then  found  that 
some  irregularity  had  taken  place  in 
the  Order,  and  a  short  Act  of  Parliament 
had  to  be  passed  to  rectify  it.  After 
that  Act  was  passed,  the  measure  again 
went  before  the  Grand  Jury,  and  they 
again  unanimously  passed  a  present- 
ment in  favour  of  it.  It  then  went 
before  the  Privy  Council,  where  its 
merits  were  inquired  into  by  three  very 
distinguished  members  of  that  body — 
namely,  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  Lord  Jus- 
tice Fitzgibbon,  and  Vice  Chancellor 
Chatterton.  They  also  sat  for  two  days, 
and  having  heard  counsel  for  and  against 
the  measure,  unanimously  passed  the 
icheme.    Now,  under  one  of  the  Stand- 
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ing  Orders  of  their  Lordships*  House — 
namely.  Order  95 — it  was  laid  down 
that  every  opposed  Provisional  Order 
should  be  referred  to  a  Private  Bill 
Committee  consisting  of  five  Peers. 
This  was  called  a  Provisional  Order  Bill, 
and  under  this  Standing  Order  it  was, 
for  the  third  time,  referred  to  an  autho- 
rity for  investigation.  Counsel  were 
heard  for  and  against  the  Bill,  and  wit- 
nesses were  called  and  examined.  This 
third  inquiry  was  at  Westminster.  This 
course,  he  ventured  to  point  out,  was 
not  consistent  with  the  14th  section  of 
the  Act  of  1860.  Provisional  Orders 
were  of  various  kinds — they  were  granted 
under  the  Labourers  Act  of  last  year, 
under  the  Public  Health  Act,  1878, 
and  several  others  under  the  Act  of 
1860.  No  reference  was  made  in  the 
Act  of  1860  to  a  Private  Bill  Committee 
of  their  Lordships'  House.  Under  the 
Act  of  1860,  the  schemes  brought  for- 
ward were  of  a  public,  and  not  of  a 
private,  character.  If  their  Lordships 
looked  at  the  way  the  inquiries  were 
carried  out,  they  would  see  that  these 
schemes  were  different  altogether  from 
those  for  which  Provisional  Orders  were 
obtained  under  other  Acts.  There  was 
the  unprecedented  mode  of  investigating 
a  Bill  and  of  bringing  it  before  the 
Privy  Council  in  Ireland,  before  whom 
counsel  for  and  against  the  scheme 
were  heard.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Act  of  1860  to 
have  the  cases  heard  locally,  and  not  to 
have  them  brought  before  Private  Bill 
Committees  of  their  Lordships'  House. 
He  pointed  out  that  it  would  always  be 
in  the  power  of  their  Lordships  to  chal- 
lenge a  Bill  when  it  was  brought  before 
them  in  the  House,  and  send  it  to  a 
Committee  ;  but  if  all  Orders  under 
these  Bills  were  referred  as  a  matter  of 
course  to  Private  Bill  Committees,  in- 
stead of  encouraging  improvements  in 
Ireland  as  they  ought  to  do,  they  would 
impede  improvements.  He  maintained 
that  this  was  a  Public  and  not  a  Piivate 
Bill,  and  that  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers had  been  most  carefully  looked 
after  locally  and  before  the  Irish  Privy 
Council.  There  was  no  precedent  for  such 
a  procedure  as  had  been  followed  in  this 
case.  There  had  been  no  fewer  than 
four  inquiries  held  on  this  Bill.  Thus, 
the  intentions  of  the  Acts  of  1860  and 
1883  had  been  frustrated,  and  instead 
of  facilities  having  been  afforded  for  the 
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oonstructioii  of  light  railways  and  tram- 
ways, which  were  so  much  needed  in 
Ireland,  penalties  were,  in  efEect,  im- 
posed. These  costly  and  elaborate  in- 
quiries had  spread  consternation  in  the 
South  of  Ireland.  He  would  only  add 
that  nothing  would  do  Ireland  more 
good  than  the  encouragement  of  such 
enterprizes  as  the  one  before  them  ;  and 
if  their  projectors  were  discouraged,  one 
of  the  best  methods  of  improving  Ire- 
land would  be  destroyed.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  agree  to  the  Ee- 
solution  he  now  begged  to  move. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House/' 
— (2%tf  Earl  Sptne$r.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Redesdale)  said,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  oppose  the  Motion.  It  was 
rather  extraordinary  that  for  the  first 
time  they  should  be  asked  to  determine 
what  should  be  done  in  relation  to  an 
Act  passed  in  1860.  What  the  noble 
Earl  proposed  was  contrary  to  the  Stand- 
ing Order  and  the  practice  of  the  House. 
The  Bill  referred  to  was  discussed  by  a 
Committee  of  that  House,  and  was  re- 
jected by  that  Committee  more  than  a 
month  ago.  The  Standing  Order  was 
distinct  that  this  was  a  Private  and  not 
a  Public  Bill,  and  it  was  clear  the  ques- 
tion had  been  disposed  of. 

LoBD  FITZQERALD  contended  that 
the  Bill  was  essentially  a  public  one,  and 
that  a  grave  error  had  been  committed 
in  taking  possession  of  it  in  the  Private 
Bill  Department.  When  all  the  condi- 
tions imposed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
Council  were  fulfilled,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  obliged  to  take  up  the  Bill 
as  a  public  one,  and  the  Statute  directed 
that  it  should  be  dealt  with  in  all  re- 
spects as  a  public  measure.  The  object 
of  the  Act  of  1883,  which  incorporated 
the  Act  of  1860,  was  to  give  every  encou- 
ragement to  these  small  undertakings, 
and  to  relieve  them  of  the  enormous 
cost  which  attached  to  the  investigation 
before  the  Private  Bill  Committee  of  the 
House.  He  knew  one  small  undertaking 
where  the  investigation  failed,  but  had 
cost  £14,000,  and  it  might  have  obtained 
legal  sanction  at  home  for  an  expendi- 
ture not  exceeding  £500.  When  the 
Act  in  question  was  passed  it  was  pointed 
out  that  what  was  wanted  was  a  system 
of  light  railways,  the  merits  of  which 
could  be  investigated  on  the  spot — rail- 
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ways  which  would  be  of  great  service 
in  conveying  the  agricultural  produce  of 
Ireland.  After  a  scheme  had  been  exa- 
mined on  the  spot  by  the  Grand  Jury, 
who  could  tell  in  five  minutes  whether  it 
was  a  project  that  ought  or  ought  not  to 
pass,  and  again  investigated  before  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, it  would  be  unjust  and  unneces- 
sary to  have  further  inquiry  in  Parlia- 
ment. The  Standing  Order  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Redesdale)  related  to  Private  Bills,  but 
this  was  not  a  Private  Bill;  and  he 
(Lord  Fitzgerald)  contended  that  the 
Standing  Order  was  not  intended  to 
apply  to  such  a  Bill  as  this«  which  had 
none  of  the  characteristics  of  a  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill,  and  was  more  pro- 
perly to  be  ofdled  a  Bill  to  confirm  an 
Order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Coun- 
cil. If  there  was  no  opposition  to  one 
of  these  tramway  schemes  it  became  the 
law  of  the  land  without  the  intervention 
of  a  Confirmation  Act.  The  House  would 
be  going  in  the  teeth  of  the  letter  and 
substance  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  if 
they  determined  on  considering  this  as 
a  Private  Bill. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  he  remem- 
bered that  when  last  year  he  was  most 
anxious  to  have  an  alteration  made  in  a 
Bill  of  this  character,  the  noble  Lord 
the  late  President  of  the  Council  (Lord 
Carlingford)  said  the  proper  time  to 
make  this  alteration  would  be  when 
the  Bill  was  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

LoED  CARLINGFORD:  I  was 
wrong. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN :  The  noble  Lord 
on  that  occasion  said  that  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  say  that  the  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  Bills  were  to  be 
treated  as  Bills  which  could  not  be  op- 
posed in  their  Lordships'  House.  He 
(Lord  Inchiquin)  considered  that  if  they 
refused  to  send  the  present  Bill  before 
a  Private  Bill  Committee  they  would  be 
taking  away  many  of  the  safeguards 
they  now  possessed  for  proper  inquiry. 
It  would  be  most  dangerous  if  these 
Bills  could  not  be  opposed  before  their 
Lordships'  Select  Committee.  The  mea- 
sure was  merely  a  Public  Bill  in  the 
sense  that  it  was  contained  in  a  Pro- 
visional Order.  If  their  Lordships  re- 
fused to  send  those  Provisional  Orders 
before  a  Private  Bill  Committee  they 
would  be  breaking  down  all  the  safe- 
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gnards  of  legislation.  The  appeal  in 
such  a  ease  as  this  ought  to  lie,  not  to 
the  Privy  Council,  but  to  Parliament. 

The  Ejlbl  of  SELBOENE  said,  the 
matter  was  one  of  exteme  importance, 
hecause  if  their  Lordships  wished  to 
affirm  a  practice  whioh  was  opposed  to  a 
Public  Act  of  Parliament,  in  a  matter 
vhich  largely  affected  the  local  interests 
of  an  important  Irish  district,  they 
would  be  giving  an  immense  impulse 
to  the  claim  for  a  greater  degree  of 
local  self-government  in  Ireland.  The 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
vas  opposed  to  both  the  spirit  and 
letter  of  the  Act  of  1860.  The  effect 
of  not  agreeing  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  E^l  beside  him  would  be  that 
Paiiiament,  after  making  elaborate  pro- 
visions to  enable  these  public  works 
to  be  executed,  and  after  providing 
safeguards  for  their  authorization  in  a 
way  not  required  in  other  cases,  would 
convert  these  elaborate  provisions  into 
additional  obstcudes  and  additional 
fiourcee  of  expense  by  requiring  parties 
toecnne  over  from  Ireland  to  England 
with  their  witnesses,  and  to  submit 
again  to  the  inquiry  which  had  been 
conducted  in  Ireland.  The  clause  in  the 
Act  of  1860  provided,  in  a  manner  dif- 
ferent £rom  anything  to  be  found  in  any 
of  the  ordinary  Acts  as  to  Provisional 
Orders,  that  a  Bill  to  confibrm  an  Order  of 
the  Irish  Privy  Oouncil  made  under  it, 
whioh  only  needed  Parliamentary  con- 
firmation when  opposed,  should  be 
'*  treated  in  all  respects  as  a  Public 
Bill."  What  had  been  done,  no  doubt 
through  inadvertence,  was  to  treat  this, 
in  every  material  respect,  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  it  had  been  a  Private  Bill. 
Nothing  could  be  more  directly  con- 
trary to  the  Act.  And  why  had  this 
been  done  ?  Simply  because  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  this  House,  as  to  Private 
Bills,  were,  in  general  terms,  made  appli- 
cable to  Bills  for  confirming  Provisional 
Orders.  But  the  Act  of  1860  did  not, 
as  far  as  the  letter  went,  call  an  Order  in 
Council,  made  under  it,  a  Provisional 
Order ;  and,  as  to  the  substance,  not  only 
was  it  beyond  the  competency  of  this 
House,  by  any  Standing  Order,  to  repeal 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  but  the  Standing 
Order  clearly  had  reference  to  those 
eases  only,  which  were  numerous,  in 
which  Acts  of  Parliament,  authorizing 
Provisional  Orders  to  be  made,  subject 
to  oonfirmationy  had  expressly  directed 


that,  when  opposed,  they  should  be 
dealt  with  as  in  the  case  of  Private 
Bills.  He  had  referred  to  these  Acts, 
and  he  had  made  out  a  list  of  not  less 
than  ten  of  them,  including  the  English 
and  Irish  Public  Health  Acts,  and  the 
English  Tramways  Act,  which  contained 
clauses  to  that  effect.  Nothing  could  be 
in  more  direct  contrast  than  these  Acts, 
and  the  Irish  Tramways  Act  of  1 860.  No 
doubt,  any  Public  Bill  might  be  referred  . 
to  a  Select  Committee ;  but  that  could 
only  be  done  upon  Notice  given  by  the 
House  itself ;  and  if  any  Motion  to  refer 
this  Bill  to  snch  a  Committee  had  been 
made,  the  House  might,  and  no  doubt 
would,  have  been  asked  to  reject  it,  on 
the  ground  that,  by  granting  it  without 
some  very  special  reason,  they  would 
defeat  many  of  the  best  objects  of  the 
Tramways  Acts. 

Thb  Marqttess  of  BRISTOL  said, 
in  answer  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Fitzgerald),  that,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  the  Committee  had  no  objection 
to  the  guarantee  rate.  They  rejected 
the  Bill  simply  on  the  merits,  and  would 
have  done  so  whether  the  Bill  involved 
a  guarantee  or  whether  it  did  not. 

Lord  CLINTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Earl.  He  had  been  a  Mem* 
ber  of  the  Committee  to  which  this 
Provisional  Order  had  been  referred ; 
and  the  Committee  considered  that  it 
would  be  exceedingly  hard  on  the 
ratepayers  of  the  district,  who  had  ex- 
ercised their  right  of  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment, if  the  evidence,  which  had  satisfied 
the  Committee  that  the  Order  ought  not 
to  be  proceeded  with,  should  be  alto- 
gether ignored,  and  the  unanimous  de- 
cision of  the  Conmiittee  set  aside. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbury)  said,  if  the  question  turned 
on  the  merits  of  this  particular  Bill  he 
should  not  interfere;  but  it  was  very 
obvious  that  the  Standing  Order  had  a 
wider  application  than  this  particular 
measure.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
framers  of  the  Statute  intended  to  sub- 
stitute for  the  ordinary  and  somewhat 
cumbersome  proceeding  of  a  Private  Bill 
some  compendious  form  of  local  investi- 
gation ;  and  he  thought  it  must  be  as- 
sumed that  the  Legislature,  in  passing 
the  BiU  in  the  form  in  which  it  stood, 
was  familiar  with  the  distinction  be- 
tween Private  and  Public  Bill  legislation. 
The  Act  of  1860  distinctly  said  that  these 
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Orders  eliould  be  treated  as  Public  Bills, 
and  surely  this  meant  that  they  were  not 
to  be  treated  as  Private  Bills.  He  could 
not  help  saying  that  he  heartily  con- 
curred in  the  argument  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Selborne). 

The  Earl  op  LONGFOED  said,  the 
greatest  possible  confusion  had  been 
caused  by  two  Acts  that  had  been 
hurriedly  passed  at  the  very  end  of  the 
Session  of  1883,  with  the  very  best  in- 
tentions^ but  with  unsatisfactory  results 
— namely,  the  Tramways  Act  and  the 
Labourers  Act.  In  regard  to  this  Bill, 
it  had  disappeared  from  their  Lord- 
ships' Paper  a  month  ago.  If  it  were 
to  be  revived  at  all  now,  it  ought  to  be 
by  a  Motion  to  refer  it  back  to  the  same 
Committee,  or  to  refer  it  to  another 
Select  Committee;  but  he  hoped  they 
would  not  agree  to  proceed  with  it  as  a 
public  measure.  On  the  whole,  Ithey 
had  better  abide  by  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  and  leave  the  matter  where 
it  stood. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  dft- 
viVtfi:— Contents  95 ;  Not-Contents  20: 
Majority  75. 

R$Boh$d  in  the  afflrmative ;  Bill  com- 
miiied  accordingly  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

POOR  LAW  GUAKDIANS   (IRELAND) 

BILL.-(No.  6.) 

{The  Lord  Carlingford.) 

COMMITTEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

LoED  CARLINGFOED,  in  moving 
that  the  House  go  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  said,  that  it  had  been  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  contrary 
to  his  own  recommendation  to  the  House, 
his  desire  having  been  that  their  Lord- 
ships should  deal  with  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House.  In  Com- 
mittee the  Bill  had  been  considerably 
altered.  The  Select  Committee  struck 
out  those  provisions  of  the  Bill  whieh 
they  all  knew  produced  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  on  its  second  reading  last  year, 
and  led  to  its  reference  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee this  year.  He  regretted  the  re- 
jection by  the  Select  Committee  of  some 
of  these  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  but  they 
had  been  rejected  by  very  large  majori- 
ties and  supported  by  very  small  mino- 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


rities.  While  regretting  some  of  these 
provisions,  he  did  not  intend  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  restore  them.  He  refrained 
from  80  doing,  because  he  knew,  and 
their  Lordships  knew,  that  it  would  be 
a  mere  formality  if  he  were  to  make  such 
a  proposal.  On  the  other  hand,  he  did 
not  intend  to  drop  the  Bill,  because  he 
believed  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  as  it 
had  come  back  from  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, was  a  useful  measure,  and  one  that 
might  well  be  passed  into  law.  When 
last  year  he  presented  this  Bill,  he 
stated  that  he  did  it  mainly  on  the 
ground  that  it  contained  certain  pro- 
visions which  he  looked  upon  as  im- 
portant, and  of  which  he  heartily  ap- 
proved, the  principal  one  being  the 
introduction  of  the  ballot  into  Poor  Law 
elections  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  intend 
now  to  go  into  the  merits  of  the  Bill, 
which  had  already  been  largely  can- 
vassed, and  upon  which  a  large  amount 
of  evidence  had  been  taken  by  the  Select 
Committee.  One  observation  only  he 
wished  to  make,  which  was  this — that 
the  general  effect  of  that  evidence  upon 
his  mind  was  to  show  that  the  impor- 
tance of  those  provisions  which  had 
been  rejected,  such  as  those  dealing  with 
the  machinery  of  the  proxy  vote,  and 
the  proportion  of  ex  officio  Guardians 
upon  Boards  of  Guardians,  had  been 
exaggerated  upon  both  sides,  looking  at 
the  question  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
administration  and  economy  of  the  Poor 
Law.  They  had  been  exaggerated  both 
by  the  popular  Party,  and  what  might 
be  called  the  landlord  Party ;  and  the 
explanation  of  this  was  that  the  contest 
between  these  Parties  was  a  political 
one.  That  was  the  general  impression 
left  upon  his  own  mind  by  the  evidence 
given  upon  the  subject.  Although, 
under  special  circumstances,  and  in  a 
time  of  ffreat  excitement,  there  had  been 
here  and  there  some  unjustifiable  expen- 
diture of  public  money  by  the  elected 
Guardians,  on  the  whole  the  interest  of 
the  two  classes  was  undoubtedly  the 
same — namely,  that  of  keeping  down  the 
rates  and  of  administering  the  Poor  Law 
at  the  least  expense.  Before  very  lonfz^ 
these  questions  must  come  up  again  for 
consideration.  No  doubt  they  would  soon 
have  to  be  settled  in  one  way  or  another 
in  connection  with  the  re-organization 
of  county  government  in  Ireland,  which 
they  all  knew  could  not  be  long  deferred. 
Under  all  these  circumstances  he  moved 
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their  Lordships  to  pass  the  Bill  as  it 
stood. 

Ifovedj  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — (Thd  Lord 
Carlingford,) 

The  Earl  of  LONGFOED  said,  he 
did  not  object  to  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  not 
required  as  an  improvement  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor  Law.  The  result 
wonld  be  that  exactly  the  same  ol£iss  of 
Guardians  would  be  elected  as  had  been 
elected  before,  and  would  perform  their 
duties  in  exactly  the  same  manner. 

The  Marquess  of  WATEEFORD 
said,  that,  no  doubt,  many  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  were  most  useful; 
but  those  which  had  been  cut  out  of  it 
could  not  hare  been  passed  with  any 
fairness  to  those  who  paid  by  far  the 
greater  portion  of  the  rates.  For  the 
last  fiye  years  the  Land  League  had 
been  endeavouring  to  get  possession  of 
all  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  there 
vas  no  doubt  that  rates  were  sometimes 
intentionaUy  raised  in  order  to  punish 
landlords;  and,  under  those  circum- 
stances, to  reduce  the  representation  of 
landlords  and  to  take  away  the  right  of 
voting  by  proxy  would  be  very  unjust. 

Motion  agreed  to :  House  in  Commit- 
tee accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  3  severally  agreed  to. 

PAET  I. 
Poor  Law  Elections. 
Clauses  4  to  7  severally  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Certain  sections  of  the  Ballot 
Act  to  be  incorporated  in  order). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Watekford,  the  following  Amendment 
made: — 

In  page  2,  line  38,  leave  out  clause  8,  and 
insert: 

"  Sections  three,  four,  and  nine  of  the  Ballot 
Act,  1872,  shall  be  incorporated  in  this  Act, 
and  Aall  apply  to  the  election  of  poor  law 
goaidians  in  the  same  manner  as  if  elections  of 
pOOT  law  guardians  were  expressly  mentioned 
therein. 

"The  following  enactment  shall  he  made 
^th  respect  to  personation  at  elections  of  poor 
law  guardians : 

**  A  person  shall  be  deemed  to  be  guilty  of  the 
oSctcc  of  personation  who  applies  for  a  ballot 
paper  in  the  name  of  some  other  person  for 
▼bom  he  is  not  entitled  to  act  as  proxy,  whether 
thit  name  be  that  of  a  person  living  or  dead,  cr 
of  a  fictitioas  person,  or,  who  having  voted  once 
in  his  own  behalf  at  any  such  election,  applies 
at  the  same  election  for  a  ballot  paper  in  his 
ovn  name. 


**  The  offence  of  personation,  or  of  aiding, 
abetting,  counselling,  or  procuring  the  commis- 
sion of  the  offence  of  personation  by  any  person 
shall  be  a  felony,  and  any  person  convicted 
thereof  shall  be  punished  by  imprisonment  for 
a  term  not  exceeding  two  years,  together  with 
hard  labour.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  return- 
ing officer  to  institute  a  prosecution  against  any 
person  whom  he  may  believe  to  have  been  guilty 
of  personation,  or  of  aiding,  abetting,  coun- 
selling, or  procuring  the  commission  of  the 
offence  of  personation  by  any  person  at  the 
election  for  which  he  is  returning  officer,  and 
the  costs  and  expenses  of  the  prosecutor  and  the 
witnesses  in  such  case,  together  with  compensa- 
tion for  their  trouble  and  loss  of  time,  shall  be 
allowed  by  the  court  in  the  same  manner  in 
which  courts  are  empowered  to  allow  the  same 
in  cases  of  felony." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Kegolations  as  to  claims  to 
Tote  by  proxy). 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFOED 
proposed  an  Amendment  to  the  clause, 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  right  of 
proxy  voting  to  occupiers  as  well  as 
owners  in  electoral  divisions  in  which 
they  did  not  reside.  He  explained  that 
the  Amendment  had  been  drawn  up  in 
consultation  with  the  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  that 
it  had  been  brought  forweird  in  conse- 
quence of  evidence  given  at  that  inquiry. 
The  witnesses  had  given  the  Committee 
to  understand  that  they  had  no  ^reat 
objection  to  proxy  voting,  provided  the 
privilege  were  allowed  to  occupiers  as 
well  as  owners.  If  this  Amendment 
were  not  accepted,  under  the  new  elec- 
toral system,  some  of  the  voters .  would 
have  to  be  walking  over  the  district 
throughout  the  day  of  the  election  if 
they  happened  to  have  farms  in  dif- 
ferent parts. 

Amendment  movedf 

In  page  3,  line  7,  leave  out  ("After  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act,*')  and  insert  ("The 
eighty-fourth  section  of  the  Act  of  the  first  and 
second  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Ma- 
jesty, chapter  fifty-six,  shall  be  and  the  same 
is  hereby  amended ;  and  henceforth  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  any  ratepayer,  from  time  to  time,  by 
writing  under  his  hand  in  the  prescribed  man- 
ner, to  appoint  any  person  to  vote  as  his  proxy 
in  respect  of  any  property  in  the  actual  occupa- 
tion of  such  ratepayer  which  is  not  situated  in 
the  electoral  division  in  which  the  said  rate- 
payer has  his  usual  place  of  residence :  Pro- 
vided always,  that.")— (7%^  Marquess  of  Water^ 
ford,) 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  Amendment  woidd  be  au 
improvement  in  the  Bill.  ^  j 
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The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  observed, 
that  the  Amendment  removed  the  onlj 
valid  objection  which  had  been  given 
before  the  Select  Committee  to  proxy 
voting — namely,  that  it  was  an  invi- 
dious distinction  in  favour  of  one  class 
of  voters. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
WxTEKFORD,  the  following  Amendment 
made: — In  page  3,  line  11,  leave  out 
("  not  in  his  actual  occupation.'*) 

The  Makquess  of  WATEEFOED 
moved  an  Amendment,  giving  occupiers 
as  well  as  owners  power  to  vote  by 
proxy,  provided  that  the  rates  be  paid 
two  months  before  the  day  of  election. 

Amendment  moved^ 

In  line  16,  leave  out  (**  prior  to  the  date  of 
said  election,*')  and  insert  ("previous  to  the 
day  on  which  he  shall  claim  to  vote.  The 
nineteenth  section  of  the  Act  of  the  twenty- 
fifth  and  twenty -sixth  years  of  the  reign  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  eighty-three, 
shall  he  and  the  same  is  herehy  repealed ;  and 
after  the  commencement  of  this  Act  no  occupier 
rated  to  the  poor  rate,  and  no  owner  or  imme- 
diate lessor  rated  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  the  sixth  and  seventh  years  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, chapter  ninety-two,  or  of  the  Act  of  the 
twelfth  and  thirteenth  yean  of  Her  Majesty, 
chapter  ninety-ono,  or  of  the  Act  of  the  twelfth 
and  thirteenth  years  of  Her  Majesty,  chapter 
one  hundred  and  four,  and  the  twenty-fifth  and 
twenty- sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty,  chapter 
eighty-Uiree,  shall  he  entitled  to  vote  in  the  elec- 
tion of  Guardians  unless  he  shall  two  months 
hefore  the  day  of  voting  have  paid  aU  the  poor 
rates  made  and  assessed  upon  him,  except  such 
as  shall  have  hoen  made  or  become  due  within 
six  calendar  months  immediately  such  voting.") 
— (JA*  Marquest  of  Waterfbrd.) 

LoED  CAELINGFOED  considered 
that  the  Amendment  was  a  restriction 
of  the  present  privileges  of  ratepayers 
in  regard  to  voting. 

LoED  MONK  BEETTON  said,  he 
concurred  in  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment, because  time  was  necessary  to  en- 
able the  Eetuming  Officer  to  make  out 
and  revise  his  lists  properly  ;  but  whe- 
ther two  months  were  requisite  he  would 
not  undertake  to  say. 

LoED  CAELINGFOED  suggested 
that  one  month  would  be  sufficient. 

The  Maequess  of  WATEEFOED 
said,  it  was  important  that  the  Eetuming 
Officers  should  have  time  to  make  out 
the  lists  of  voters.  However,  he  would 
accept  the  alteration  to  one  month. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
two  mouths  was  recommended  by  tho 


Select  Committee ;  and  he  protested 
against  an  important  Amendment  like 
this  being  brought  forward  and  accepted 
without  any  Notice. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Eemaining  clauses  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  17C.) 

THE   LANDED   ESTATES   COURT  (IRE- 

LAND)— PURCHASE  OF  HOLDINGS. 

OBSEEVATIONS. 

LoED  CASTLETpWN,  in  rising  to 
inquire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Whether  during  the  proceedings  in  the 
case  of  a  sale  of  a  holding  to  a  tenant 
before  the  Landed  Estates  Court  on 
Tuesday  21st  June  it  was  stated  by  the 
tenant  that  he  was  prepared  to  give  a 
certain  price  for  the  holding,  but  was 
debarred  from  doing  so  by  the  action  of 
the  Land  Commissioners,  who,  refusing 
to  advance  three-fourths  of  the  purchase 
money,  would  only  advance  two-thirds, 
sheltering  themselves  behind  the  Act  of 
1870;  whether  Judge  Flanagan,  as  re- 
ported, stated  with  reference  to  this — 
'^Then  you  might  just  as  well  have 
passed  no  Act  at  all ; "  and  concluded 
the  case  with  these  words — 

**  Those,  then,  interested  in  this  case  are  to 
suffer  hecause  while  the  tenant  was  prepared  to 
give  £200  if  adrancod  three-fourths  of  the 
purchase  money  under  the  terms  of  the  statnte, 
he  will  only-  fpve  £180  now,  as  the  Commis- 
sioners reduced  their  advance  to  two-thirds ;  " 

whether  other  cases  of  similar  obstruc- 
tive action  on  the  part  of  the  Commis- 
sion have  not  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Irish  Department  of  the 
late  Government ;  and,  finally,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
any  steps  to  force  the  Land  Commission 
to  utilize  such  powers  as  it  possesses  for 
facilitating  the  sale  and  purchase  of 
land  ;  or  whether,  if  this  is  impossible, 
they  do  not  think  it  would  be  advisable 
to  appoint  a  Commission,  with  plenary 
powers,  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Act,  1881,  in  a  liberal  and  ex- 
peditious manner  ?  said,  that  since  he 
had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  put 
these  Questions  to  the  Gt)vemment  on 
tho  subject  of   ihe   proceedings  in  the 
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Landed  Estates  Court  and  the  action  of 
the  Land  Commission,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  announced  in  the 
other  Houee  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jestj^s  Grovemment  to  introduce  a  Pur- 
chase Bin.  He  would,  therefore,  reserve 
most  of  what  he  had  to  say  until  that 
Bill  was  before  their  Lordships'  House. 
He  must,  however,  point  out  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  present  position,  which  was 
proved  by  the  necessity  of  his  Question, 
and  he  desired  to  draw  public  attention 
most  urgently  to  this  matter.  The  Court 
was  established  many  years  ago  to  carry 
out  the  sale  of  estates,  and  subsequently 
a  Commission  was  appointed  in  1851 
with  special  power  to  facilitate  the  sale 
of  land  from  owner  to  occupier;  and 
yet  both  of  them  came  to  almost  a  dead- 
lock, owing  to  some  legal  crotchet  and 
over  a  trumpery  case.  This  occurred, 
too,  at  a  time  when  it  was  essential  that 
the  sale  of  land  should  be  expedited. 
Surely  it  was  time  for  the  Government 
to  intervene  for  the  purpose  of  clearing 
up  this  absurd  difficulty.  If  the  two 
bodies  he  had  named  were  helpless  let 
us  get  rid  of  them,  and  put  another 
body,  or  an  effective  amalgamation  of 
both,  in  their  place.  This  was  not  the 
only  instance  which  had  occurred  of  this 
kind  of  deadlock,  and  he  felt  sure  he 
was  correct  in  stating  that  similar  cases 
had  been  brought  privately  or  officially 
under  the  notice  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. The  Landed  Estates  Court  and 
the  Land  Commission  cost  the  country  a 
large  sum,  and  yet  their  administration 
was  80  defective  that  they  could  not 
carry  out  the  sale  of  a  holding  of  the 
value  of  £200  without  all  this  sparring 
and  legal  warfare.  The  whole  thing 
was  at  present  a  farce  ;  ho  only  hoped  it 
might  not  end  in  a  tragedy  for  both 
owner  and  occupier.  The  Land  Act. 
though  perhaps  well-intentioned,  had 
thus  far  failed  to  settle  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. That  question  could  only  be  settled 
definitely  by  a  liberal  and  workable 
Purchase  Bill.  Both  sides — owner  and 
occupier — were  ready  to  come  to  terms. 
The  case  cited  in  the  Question  of  which 
he  bad  given  Notice  proved  this.  Both 
were,  however,  waiting  to  see  what  the 
final  offer  of  the  Government  would  be. 
Their  Lordships  must  remember  that 
land  was  the  only  marketable  and,  at 
the  same  time,  the  only  valuable  com- 
modity in  many  parts  of  Ireland.  This 
was  proved  by  the  exorbitant  prices  given 


for  tenants'  interests.  Land  must,  there- 
fore, bo  made  saleable.  In  conclusion, 
he  asked  their  Lordships  to  bear  one 
point  in  mind  which  had  special  re- 
ference to  the  introduction  of  the  Pur- 
chase Bill — namely,  that  there  must  be 
no  placing  tho  charge  for  money  ad- 
vanced under  such  Bill  upon  Ireland  or 
on  the  local  rates.  The  question  was  an 
Imperial  one  as  long  as  Ireland  re- 
mained part  of  the  Empire,  and  as  such 
it  must  be  treated.  He  knew  that  there 
were  those  who  thought  otherwise,  and 
who  with  a  fatuity  which  was  unintelli- 
gible to  him  thought  they  could  fasten 
upon  Ireland  a  burden  which  the  Empire 
must  bear  as  long  as  Ireland  contributed 
one  farthing  to  Imperial  taxation.  He 
should  reserve  any  further  remarks  upon 
the  subject  until  the  Purchase  Bill 
reached  that  House. 

The  Marquess  of  WATEEFOED 
said,  the  Questions  seemed  to  him  to  be 
entirely  on  the  subject  of  the  Purchase 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Act.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  hoped  to  be  able  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  dealing  with  Land  Purchase 
in  Ireland ;  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
it  would  be  very  much  better  to  await 
the  introduction  of  that  Bill  before  in- 
sisting upon  an  answer  to  those  Ques- 
tions on  the  Paper.  Some  of  the  Ques- 
tions put  by  the  noble  Lord,  he  was 
informed,  were  not  accurate  in  the  state- 
ment of  facts  embodied  in  them.  The 
late  Government  had  showed  that  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  Purchase  Clauses  had  worked 
by  bringing  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  last 
year,  and  by  promising  one  for  the  pre- 
sent year.  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment were  prepared  to  bring  in 
such  a  measure,  which  demonstrated 
that  they  also  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Purchase  Clauses  had  not  worked  satis- 
factorily. 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  said,  that  after 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Marquess  he 
would  willingly  postpone  his  Questions 
on  the  subject. 

SCOTLAND— THE    CASTLE   ROCK, 
EDINBURGH. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  BALFOUE,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  the  War 
Office  contemplate  making  extensive  al- 
terations in,  and  additions  to,  the  build- 

uigiTizea  oy  vjv^vJQLC 


^gl 


d99 


Scotland-^The  CoBth 


{LOEDS} 


Rockj  Edinburgh, 


400 


ings  now  situated  on  the  Oastle  Book  of 
Edinburgh;  and.  if  so,  whether  any 
opportunity  will  be  given  to  Members 
of  either  House  of  Parliament,  and 
others  interested,  of  expressing  any  opi- 
nion upon  the  design  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  adopt  before  the  Government 
is  finally  committed  to  it  ?  said,  he  un- 
derstood it  was  the  intention  of  the  War 
Ofiine  to  make  some  considerable  altera- 
tions in,  and  additions  to,  the  buildings 
on  the  Castle  Rock  of  Edinburgh,  and 
chiefly  upon  the  eastern  side  of  the  rock 
near  the  entrance  to  the  Castle.  He 
believed  it  was  proposed  to  build  some 
guard  rooms  and  court  martial  rooms, 
and  some  other  accommodation  which 
was  required  for  the  troops  in  the 
Castle,  while  some  further  alterations 
were  to  be  made  at  a  point  near  the 
portcullis  gateway.  The  importance  of 
the  matter  would  appear  to  their  Lord- 
ships when  he  told  them  that  that  point 
of  the  Castle  Rock  would  be  visible 
along  the  whole  length  of  Princes 
Street,  and  any  buildings  which  were  put 
up  there  must  always  be  an  eyesore  if 
they  were  not  buildings  of  a  proper  kind. 
He  understood  that  the  money  for  this 
work  had  actually  been  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  what  he  was  anxious  about  was 
that  the  proposed  buildings  should  not 
be  put  up,  or,  at  least,  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  commit  themselves 
to  any  particular  design,  until  the  mat- 
ter had  been  fully  considered.  He  had 
considerable  suspicion  of  plans  of  this 
kind  drawn  up  by  unprofessional  archi- 
tects, and  he  understood  that  the  plans 
for  the  proposed  buildings  had  been 
drawn  up  by  an  engineer,  and  not  by 
anyone  who  had  made  a  particular  study 
of  the  question.  It  Was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  those  who  knew  Edin- 
burgh well,  and  those  who  knew  the 
class  of  buildings  which  it  was  desirable 
to  erect  on  the  Castle  Rock,  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  what  the  War 
Office  proposed  to  do.  His  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Bury),  with  great  courtesy, 
showed  him  a  photograph  of  the  Castle 
and  a  design  of  the  proposed  build- 
ings. The  drawings  which  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  would  not  re- 
move the  objection  he  entertained.  So 
far  as  he  could  judge,  the  proposed 
buildings  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  imita- 
tion— and  a  rather  poor  imitation — of 
what  was  called  the  old  Scottish  baro- 
nial style  of  architecture,  which,  in  his 

Lord  Balfour 


opinion,  was  quite  out  of  keeping  with 
the  buildings  now  on  the  Castle  Rock, 
and  would  be  a  great  eyesore  from 
Princes  Street.  He  did  not  say  that 
the  buildings  which  went  to  form  the 
Castle  of  Edinburgh  were  in  all  respects 
very  beautiful,  or  everything  that  they 
ought  to  be;  but  he  thought  this  was 
eminently  a  case  in  which  it  was  better 
to  bear  the  ills  they  had  than  fly  to 
others  that  they  knew  not  of.  It  did  not 
seem  to  him  that  this  was  a  time  when 
it  was  desirable  to  make  very  great 
additions  or  extensions  to  the  buildings 
on  the  Castle  Rock.  Some  portions  of 
the  Castle  were  of  great  historical  and 
antiquarian  interest;  and  while  these 
should  be -preserved,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  desirable  to  make  any  great  addi- 
tions to  the  present  buildings  unless  on 
a  settled  and  comprehensive  plan.  If 
more  accommodation  was  required,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  face  the 
question  of  removing  the  military  centre 
to  another  place,  and  leave  the  Castle  in 
charge  of  a  garrison,  and  use  it  chiefly 
for  stores  and  such  like.  He  would 
respectfully  and  earnestly  urge  his 
noble  Friend  that  nothing  should  be  done 
to  the  buildings  now  on  the  Castle  Rock 
without  the  most  mature  consideration, 
and  without  a  full  opjwrtunity  given  for 
opinions  being  expressed  on  the  part  of 
those  who  had  real  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  Castle. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
before  the  noble  Viscount  answered  the 
Question  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  should 
like  to  put  a  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  private  Notice.  He  should  like 
to  know  whether  any  steps  had  been 
taken  to  clean  out  the  old  Parliament 
House,  which  was  now  used  as  an 
hospital  in  Edinburgh  Castle?  This 
question  was  brought  before  the  late 
Government ;  but  nothing  had  been  done 
in  the  matter  at  all,  except  that  strict 
inquiries  had  been  made  into  the  condi- 
tion of  the  old  Parliament  House.  It 
turned  out  that  the  hall  was  still  in 
existence,  and  very  much  as  it  was  in 
the  old  days  of  the  Scotch  Parliament. 
It  had  now  been  converted  into  an 
hospital,  and  it  had  been  sub-divided  into 
ditferent  wards  and  rooms.  He  was 
told  by  those  who  knew  that  nothing 
could  be  more  inconvenient  as  an  hos- 
pital than  the  present  building.  The 
patients  had  no  place  where  they  could 
walk  al:out  and  get  fresh  air,   except  a 
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small  court  in  Edinburgh  Castle,  near 
where  the  regalia  was  kept,  which  was 
filled  from  week  to  week  during  the 
summer  with  tourists.  He  did  not  think 
that  was  a  right  place  for  an  hospital, 
and  he  was  informed  that  there  would 
be  no  practical  difficulty  whatever  in 
removing  the  hospital  out  of  the  present 
buildings.  There  was  another  building 
in  the  Castle  for  stores,  and  he  was  told 
bj  those  who  knew  that  that  was  a  very 
inconvenient  position  for  stores.  It  was  an 
enormous  expense  to  the  country  to  have 
all  these  stores,  first  of  all,  conveyed 
therefrom  Leithand  Granton  and  after- 
wards distributed,  and  it  would  be  an 
immense  public  gain  to  have  the  stores 
taken  out  of  the  Castle  and  removed 
elsewhere.  He  was  informed  that  if 
the  hospital  in  the  Castle  was  once  given 
up  by  the  Military  Authorities,  private 
individuals  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
contribute  money  for  the  restoration  of 
that  most  interesting  antiquarian  build- 
ing. 

The  Eakl  of  WEMYSS  thanked  his 
noble  Friend  or  having  called  attention 
to  this  subject.  He  had  bad  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  the  designs  of  the  pro- 
posed alterations;  and  he  thought  it 
would  only  be  right  if  the  people  of 
Scotland  who  took  an  interest  in  the 
matter  had  also  the  advantage  of  seeing 
the  design.  Some  30  years  ago  designs 
had  been  prepared  by  Mr.  Billings,  a 
celebrated  architect  of  that  time,  for  the 
improvement  and  restoration  of  Edin- 
burgh Castle.  He  thought  the  plan  then 
proposed  would  have  been  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  Edinburgh  and  an  ornament 
to  the  Castle.  He  hoped  his  noble 
Friend  would  endeavour  to  find  out 
where  these  designs  were,  and  show  the 
two  together,  so  that  the  public  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  judging  between 
them. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Viscount  Bury),  in 
reply,  said,  he  was  sure  this  matter 
must  be  very  interesting  to  Scotsmen  in 
general.  They  all  fult  that  Edinburgh 
Castle  was  one  of  those  ancient  monu- 
ments which  should  not  be  lightly  touched 
or  tampered  with.  He  could,  however, 
assure  his  noble  Friend  that  what  was 
contemplated  in  the  present  instance 
was  a  very  moderate  improvement  in- 
deed, and  would  not  detract  from  the 
appearance  of  the  buildings.  The  fact  was 
that  there  was  a  hay  store  and  a  guard 


room  right  in  the  middle  of  the  parade 
ground  of  the  Castle  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  remove  ;  and  at  one  end  of  the 
Castle  there  was  an  old  tower,  known  as 
Argyll  Tower,  the  roof  of  which  was 
fallen  in,  or  was  in  a  bad  state  of  repair, 
and  something  must  be  done  if  the  tower 
was  to  be  preserved.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  photograph  of  Edinburgh  Castle, 
and  the  small  piece  at  the  end  was  all 
that  was  going  to  be  altered  structurally 
as  regarded  the  Castle.  It  was  merely 
a  small  addition  to  thereof  of  the  Argyll 
Tower ;  and  far  from  being  an  eyesore, 
as  viewed  from  Princes  Street,  it  was 
not  expected  that  it  would  be  noticed  at 
all.  His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Wemyss)  had  said,  and  truly  said,  that 
some  30  years  ago  a  considerable  altera- 
tion in  Edinburgh  Castle  was  proposed. 
He  believed  the  truth  about  that  matter 
was  that  two  opposing  schools  of  anti- 
quarians interested  themselves  in  the 
question.  One  considered  that  the 
architecture  of  Edinburgh  Castle  be- 
longed to  one  period,  and  another  held 
that  any  alterations  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  style  of  another  period.  The  con- 
troversy waxed  so  hot  between  the  par- 
tizans  of  those  two  schools,  that,  although 
great  alterations  were  required  in  the 
Castle,  it  was  eventually  decided  that  the 
matter  should  be  dropped,  and  that  no- 
thing should  be  then  done.  Nothing 
was  done  in  consequence.  That,  he 
was  afraid,  was  exactly  what  would 
happen  now.  These  alterations,  which 
were  really  required  for  sanitary  and 
other  reasons,  as  well  as  for  the  preser- 
vation of  the  Castle,  would  have  to  be 
put  aside  and  entirely  abandoned  if  they 
were  to  re-open,  as  his  noble  Friend 
proposed,  that  architectural  quarrel 
which  was  laid  to  rest  30  years  ago,  and 
which  terminated  by  simply  doing  no- 
thing. He  could  only  say  that  the  War 
Office  Department,  having  a  sincere  de- 
sire to  consult  the  feelings  of  Scotsmen, 
had  determined  only  to  carry  out  the 
smallest  amoimt  of  alterations  that  could 
be  made  consistently  with  the  safety  of 
the  Castle.  They  proposed  to  make  a 
very  small  alteration  in  the  roof  of  the 
Argyll  Tower,  and  they  hoped  that  this 
might  be  done  in  such  an  unobtrusive 
way  as  not  to  constitute  an  eyesore,  as 
was  feared  by  his  noble  Friend  ;  and  if 
not  found  palatable  to  the  general  body 
of  Scotsmen,  he  could  assure  his  noble 
Friend  that  nothing  further  would  be 
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done.  The  whole  Vote  for  the  purpose 
amounted  to  £1,200  or  £1,300.  It  com- 
prised the  removal  of  some  buildings 
right  in  the  middle  of  the  Castle,  and, 
as  he  had  already  stated,  the  restoration 
of  the  Argyll  Tower.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hospital,  that  rather  depended 
on  the  issue  of  what  they  now  proposed.. 
If  his  noble  Friend  caused  them  to  hang 
up  and  abandon  the  restoration  of  the 
roof  of  the  Argyll  Tower,  and  compelled 
them  to  remain  where  they  were,  then 
they  could  not  carry  out  the  wishes  of 
the  noble  Marquess  respecting  the  sug- 
gested removal  of  the  hospital  to  a  more 
suitable  position.  He  acknowledged 
that  this  was  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  ought  to  receive  imme- 
diate attention.  The  hospital  was  not 
in  its  right  place — there  was  a  better 
place  for  it — and  if  those  alterations 
were  stopped  things  must  continue  as 
they  were.  He  trusted  the  "War  Office 
might  be  permitted  to  execute  the  very 
modest  improvements  which  they  at  pre- 
sent contemplated.  He  would  be  glad 
to  show  the  plans  to  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  he  hoped  there  would  be 
no  putting  up  of  the  designs  to  public 
competition,  or  inviting  undue  attention 
to  the  matter,  as  that  would  in  all  pro- 
bability end  in  nothing  being  done. 

Thb  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said, 
that  noble  Lords  from  Scotland  must 
not  be  surprised  if  a  War  Office  which 
sanctioned  the  construction  of  a  high 
level  bridge  at  the  Tower  of  London 
should  consent  also  to  the  making  of  a 
railway  station,  or  anything  else,  in 
Edinburgh  Castle. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
the  subject  was  one  of  such  great  im- 
portance to  the  people  of  Scotland  that 
he  had  heard  with  great  regret  what  he 
regarded  as  a  practical  refusal  t3  allow 
the  general  public  of  Edinburgh  to 
know  what  was  going  to  be  done,  and 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  and 
criticizing  beforehand  the  designs  of 
the  proposed  alterations.  He  looked 
with  the  greatest  possible  alarm  at  the 
idea  of  erections  of  such  a  character 
being  put  up  without  the  approval  and 
without  the  adequate  consideration  of 
those  who  were  competent  to  judge. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  more  on  the 
subject  at  present,  beyond  the  remark 
that  his  noble  Friend  did  not  answer 
one  Question  as  to  whether  the  money 
had  been  actually  voted  by  Parliament 
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or  not.  If  it  had  been  voted,  then 
he  was  unable  to  know  how  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  matter.  But  he  was  quite 
sure  that  if  the  discussion  was  reported 
in  the  Scottish  newspapers  his  noble 
Friend  would  hear  much  more  of  it 
than  he  had  heard  that  evening ;  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  he,  for  one,  would 
not  be  sorry. 

WATERWORKS  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

BESOLTJTION. 

LoKD  BEAMWELL,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**That  the  Petitions  of  the  several  Water 
Companies  who  supply  the  Metropolis  with 
water  (the  New  River  Company  and  others), 
presented  on  Friday  last,  be  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee,  with  leave  to  the  Petitioners 
to  be  heard  against  the  Bill  as  desired," 

said,  that  he  felt  it  a  matter  of  duty  to 
endeavour  to  prevent  their  Lordships 
from  doing  what  would  be  a  grievous 
injustice.  He  was  not  going  to  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  the  question  of 
whether  this  was  a  Private  or  Public 
Bill ;  but  what  he  wished  to  impress 
upon  them  was  what  the  substance  of 
this  Bill  really  was.  It  was  a  Bill  which 
proposed  to  alter  the  bargains  made  be- 
tween the  public  and  Water  Companies. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  one  Company 
— the  New  Eiver  Company,  for  in- 
stance. That  Company,  by  its  Act,  had 
bargained  with  the  public  to  supply 
water  for  domestic  consumption,  for 
watering  streets,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  had  the  right  to  make  certain 
charges  in  respect  thereof ;  and  this  Bill 
was  a  proposal  to  alter  that  bargain. 
The  New  Eiver  Company  said — **  Let  us 
be  heard."  That  ought  to  be  quite  suffi- 
cient to  secure  them  a  hearing,  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  necessary  now  to  say 
what  was  their  objection  to  the  Bill. 
Never  before  was  a  proposal  made  to 
alter  a  Private  Act  without  hearing  the 
Company  affected  by  it.  The  Waterworks 
Clauses  Acts  and  other  Clauses  Acts 
were  not  laws  of  themselves,  and  only 
became  such  by  being  incorporated  in  a 
Private  Bill ;  and  this  Bill  said  that  a 
Private  Act  incorporating  clauses  should 
be  altered  as  regarded  the  clauses  so  in- 
corporated. Was  it  conceivable  that  a 
Company  affected  by  such  alteration  was 
not  to  be  heard  ?  It  was  contrary  to  the 
ordinary  elementary  principles  of  justice 
that  judgment  should  be  given  without 
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hearing  the  pereon  affected.  By  the  law 
of  the  land,  if  he  was  not  heard,  the 
proceedings  were  null  and  void.  But  he 
must  tell  their  Lordships  why  the  Oom- 
panies  wanted  to  be  heard,  and  he  could 
show  good  reason  why  they  should  be. 
At  the  present  time  they  had  a  right  to 
charge  according  to  the  annual  value. 
The  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  that  the  ex- 
pression *'  annual  value  "  should  mean 
i*ateable  value,  as  estimated  from  time  to 
time.  If  the  two  things  were  identical, 
these  unhappy  Companies,  who  were  sub- 
jected to  persecution  for  no  reason  that 
he  could  understand,  except  that  they 
supplied  the  best  water  in  Europe  on 
the  best  terms  and  in  the  most  admirable 
manner,  and  were  paying  a  respectable 
dividend,  would  gladly  accept  the  pro- 
posal in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  worry  to 
which  they  were  subjected.  But  the  two 
things  were  not  identical.  Kateable 
value,  as  settled  from  time  to  time,  was 
le88  than  the  annual  value  of  the  pre- 
mises. It  did  not  make  any  difference 
to  a  parish  whether  it  raised  £1,000  by 
a  rate  of  Is.  in  the  pound  on  an  assess- 
ment of  £20,000,  or  by  a  rate  of  2*.  in 
the  pound,  on  an  assessment  of  £10000. 
But  a  low  assessment  made  all  the  differ- 
ence to  the  Companies,  who  estimated 
that  on  rateable  value  they  would  lose 
one-sixth  of  their  incomes.  In  his  own 
case  he  had  been  first  assessed  at  about 
half  the  annual  value  of  his  house,  and 
now  that  assessment  had  been  raised  to 
only  five-sixths  of  the  annual  value.  The 
Companies  ought,  at  least,  to  be  heard. 
There  had  been  some  absurd  talk  about 
**  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe."  What 
was  wanted  was  that  the  facts  should 
be  laid  before  the  Committee,  and  a 
reasonable  amount  of  argument  show- 
ing the  conclusion  to  which  those  facts 
pointed.  If  the  Bill  was  passed  in  its 
present  shape,  a  large  loss  of  income 
would  be  thrown  on  the  Companies.  No 
doubt  the  Companies  were  great  and 
rich ;  but  some  of  their  shareholders 
were  neither  great  nor  rich. 

Moved f  "That  the  Petition  of  the  several 
"Water  Companies  who  supply  the  Metropolis 
with  water  (the  New  River  Company  and 
ottiers),  presented  on  Friday  last,  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee,  with  leave  to  the 
Petitioners  to  be  heard  against  the  Bill  as 
desired.'' — {Tlie  Lord  BramweU.) 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Earl  Brown- 
Low)  said,   the  Motion  was  practically 


the  same  as  that  brought  forward  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  last  week,  on 
which  occasion  the  arguments  addressed 
to  their  Lordships  failed  to  oonyinoe 
the  House  that  it  was  right  to  accept  it. 
No  fresh  argument  had  been  addressed 
to  their  Lordships  that  day  to  induce 
them  to  change  the  opinion  they  then 
expressed.  At  this  period  of  the  Session 
there  would  be  no  prospect  of  the  Bill 
passing  if  the  Water  Companies  were 
heard  by  counsel  and  witnesses.  It 
would  cause  great  disappointment  out- 
side if  this  Bill  was  strangled  in  Com- 
mittee. He,  therefore,  trusted  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  agree  to  the 
Motion. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  he  would 
not  have  complained  if  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months,  for  that  would  have  been  a 
straightforward  and  legitimate  oppo- 
sition ;  but  he  did  claim  a  right  to  com- 
plain of  what  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  said  this  week  and  last  with 
regard  to  spoliation  and  the  Companies 
not  being  allowed  to  be  heard.  As 
stated  on  the  former  occasion,  it  would 
be  impossible  at  this  advanced  period  of 
the  Session  to  proceed  with  any  chance 
of  the  Bill  becoming  law,  if  counsel  and 
witnesses  were  heard,  as  recommended 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  It  must 
also  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  power- 
ful Companies  could  fee  counsel  and 
obtain  evidence  to  any  extent,  whereas 
no  such  power  rested  with  the  4,000,000 
ratepayers,  who  could  not  strike  a  special 
rate  for  the  purpose ;  but  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  the  Water  Companies 
being  heard  by  their  agents,  and  that 
would  give  an  opportunity  to  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Metropolis  to  have  the 
clerks  of  the  different  Assessment  Com- 
mittees before  the  Committee  in  order 
to  answer  any  charges  which  the  agents 
of  the  Companies  might  make.  He  did 
not  see  the  great  hardship  and  injustice 
of  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  complained,  for  ho  had  found  that 
the  rateable  value,  especially  in  the  case 
of  moderate- sized  and  large  premises, 
came  very  nearly  up  to  the  annual 
value ;  and  the  Companies  as  well  as 
the  householders  had  the  right  of  appeal 
against  the  assessment. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  did  not 
desire  to  impose  the  hearing  of  counsel 
on  the  Committee ;  but  he  desired  to  give 
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them  power  to  hear  counsel  if  they 
should  think  fit. 

VisooxTNT  ENFIELD  said,  he  would 
put  it  to  their  Lordships  whether  last 
week  it  was  not  the  understanding  that 
counsel  and  witnesses  should  be  ex- 
cluded, but  that  the  agents  of  the  Water 
Companies  might  be  heard  ?  The  public 
would  be  grateful  to  their  Lordships  for 
reading  the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  re- 
ferring it  to  a  fair  and  an  impartial 
Committee. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
could  not  agree  with  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  that  justice  was  opposed 
to  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape.  The 
difficulty  arose  from  the  fact  that  the 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  provided  that 
there  should  be  a  valuation,  but  did  not 
say  how  it  should  be  made.  And  no- 
thing was  more  common,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, than  for  the  Legislature  to 
explain  its  own  public  Act,  and  to  say 
how  that  Act  should  be  carried  into 
eflfect.  The  contention  of  the  Water 
Companies  appeared  to  be  that  the 
general  valuation,  which  was  the  basis 
on  which  rating  for  all  other  public 
purposes  proceeded,  should  not  be  the 
valuation  for  the  water  rate.  That  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  neither  just  nor  rea- 
sonable ;  and  the  Bill,  in  his  judgment, 
did  not  interfere  with  any  rights  of  the 
Water  Companies,  but  merely  provided 
in  a  proper  way  for  the  rights  of  the 
public. 

Resohed  in  the  negative. 

PKixcE  uE^^lT  of  batiexberg's 

XATUKAXIZATIOX   BILL     [iLL.] 

A  Bill  to  naturalize  His  Serene  Highness 
Prince  Henrj'  Maurice  of  Battenberg,  and  to 
grant  and  confer  on  him  all  the  rights,  privi- 
leges, and  capacities  of  a  natural-born  subject 
of  Her  3Iajesty  the  Queen — Was  presented  (on 
petition),  and  read  1*. 

HOUSING   OP   TME   WOllKIXG    CLASHES 

(ENOLAXD)    BILL     [ir  L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
dwellings  of  the  working  cIussps — Was  pre- 
tenUd  by  The  Marquess  of  Salismiky  ;  read  1". 
(No.  177.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  btfore 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


Lord  Bramwell 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  \Zth  Jidy^  1885. 


MINUTES.]— New  Members  Sworn— John 
Eldon  Gorst,  esquire,  for  Chatham ;  Henry 
John  Atkinson,  esquire, /or  Lincoln  County 
(Northern  Division). 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Armt  (Sup- 
flsmbntart)  ;  Army  Estimates  ;  Votes  7  to 
9 
Resolution  [July  8]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Ch-dered — First  Reading  — 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Kemoval 
[232]. 

First  J?Mrftii^— Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Order  Confirmation  (London)  •  [233]. 

Second  Reading — Bankruptcy  (Office  Accommo- 
dation)* [215];  PolehamptonEstate8»[2l6J; 
Artillery  and  Rifle  Ranges  •  [2 1 7] ;  Crofters 
Holdings  (Scotland^  [184],  debate  adjourned; 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  • 
[224];  Labourers  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  [68]; 
Public  Health  (Ships,  &c.)«[230]  ;  Cholera 
Hospitals  (Ireland)  [231]. 

Select  Committee  —  Pluralities*  [22],  Mr. 
Morgan  Lloyd  and  Mr.  Salt  added. 

Committee — Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of 
Imprisonment)  [180]  —  h.p.  ;  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Returning  Officers)  [99] — r.p. 

Commit  tee— Report— Vost  Office  Sites  {re-comm.)* 
[193]. 

QUESTIONS. 


LITERATURE,    SCIENCE,    AND    ART  — 

THE    NATIONAL    PORTRAIT 

GALLERY. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  AVorks,  Whether 
he  will  consult  with  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery  of  Portraits  as  to  the 
propriety  of  temporarily  removing  the 
pictures  to  the  Bethnal  Grreen  Museum, 
or  to  the  National  Galleries  of  Scotland 
and  of  Ireland,  pending  the  construc- 
tion of  a  fireproof  gallery  for  their  per- 
manent reception  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER:  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  County 
(jralway,  I  have  to  say  that  I  am  in  com- 
municatiou  with  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery  of  Portraits  as  well 
as  with  the  Treasury  on  this  very  im- 
portant and  pressing  subject.  I  can 
assure  him  that  I  am  sparing  no  trouble 
in  order  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion, and  I  hope  within  a  few  days  to 
be  able  to  make  a  definite  statement  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  examined  the 
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western  gallery  of  South  Kensington, 
which  was  one  of  the  finest  galleries  in 
the  world  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  said, 
that  he  had  received  Reports  on  all  the 
galleries.  He  did  not  now  wish  to  say 
anything  definite ;  but  he  was  informed 
that  the  roof  of  the  gallery  in  question 
was  by  no  means  fireproof. 

RAILWAYS  —  RAILWAY  COUrLINGS  — 
ACCIDENTS  TO  RAILWAY  SERVANTS. 
Mb.  BROADHURST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
in  consequence  of  the  appalling  loss  of 
life,  and  the  large  number  of  non-fatal 
accidents,  occurring  annually  to  Rail- 
way servants  engaged  in  shunting 
operations,  through  the  present  dan- 
gerous system  of  coupling,  the  Board  of 
Trade  directed  the  attention  of  their  In- 
specting OflBcers  of  Railways  to  an  Ex- 
hibition of  Railway  Coupling  Appliances 
held  at  Darlington  on  October  the  3rd, 
and  following  days,  1882,  with  instruc- 
tions to  report  thereon  ;  and,  if  so,  will 
a  copy  of  that  report  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  and,  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  depute  one  or  more 
of  their  Inspecting  Officers  of  Railways 
to  examine  and  report  on  the  various 
improved  Railway  couplings,  designed 
with  the  view  of  minimising  the  risk  to 
life  and  limb,  now  on  view  at  the  In- 
ventions Exhibition  ;  and,  if  so,  will 
the  Board  of  Trade  recommend  the 
adoption  by  the  Railway  Companies  of 
such  as  may  be  favourably  reported  on  ? 
The  SECRETARY :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  al- 
though some  of  the  Inspecting  Officers 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  saw  the  Railway 
coupling  appliances  which  were  sh'own 
at  the  Darlington  Exhibition  in  October, 
1882,  they  did  not  make  any  Report  to 
the  Board  in  the  matter,  because  they 
were  not  instructed  to  do  so.  "With 
reference  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  would  observe  that  some  of  the 
Inspecting  Officers  are  serving  on  one 
of  the  juries  of  the  Inventions  Exhi- 
bition in  connection  with  Railway  appli- 
ances ;  and  the  Report  of  that  jury  will, 
no  doubt,  be  made  public  later  on. 

THE  COMMISSIONERS  OF  WOODS  AND 

FORESTS— SALE  OF  LAND  TO 

OCCUPIERS. 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 


attention  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  has  been  called  to  the  cir- 
cular issued  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners with  reference  to  the  sale  of 
land  to  occupiers ;  and,  whether  the 
Commissioners  intend  to  adopt  a  similar 
scheme  with  regard  to  the  70,000  acres 
of  saleable  agicultural  lands  in  their 
charge ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
state  the  reasons  which  have  guided  the 
Commissioners  in  arriving  at  that  de- 
cision ? 

The  SECRETARY:  The  attention 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  has  been  called  some  time 
since  to  this  circular.  I  am  not  aware 
that  they  intend  to  adopt  a  precisely 
similar  scheme;  but  they  are  always 
ready  and  willing  to  sell  their  agri- 
cultural property  upon  terms  fair  to 
both  sides,  and  have  done  so  to  a  very 
large  amount  in  the  case  of  detached 
parcels  and  outlying  properties.  I  am 
informed  that  the  Commissioners  have 
no  estates  consisting  wholly  or  prin- 
cipally of  small  holdings  which  could 
with  advantage  be  brought  to  sale  in 
the  particular  manner  proposed  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 

IRELAND— THE  COLLECTOR  GENE- 
RALSHIP OF  RATES,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Gray)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  adheres 
to  the  undertaking  given  by  his  two 
predecessors,  that  the  office  of  Collector 
General  of  Eates  for  Dublin  will  not  be 
permanently  filled  up  pending  the  pro- 
mised legislation  on  the  collection  of 
rates  in  Dublin  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAHY  :  The 
Government  are  prepared  to  undertake 
that  this  appointment  shall  remain  pro- 
visional. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 

ACTS— SWINE  FEVER-ANIMALS 
ORDER,  1884. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  If 
swine  can  be  compulsorily  destroyed 
when  affected  with  contagious  disease, 
and  if  compensation  can  be  awarded  to 
the  owners,  as  is  the  case  with  cattle ; 
and,  does  this  rule  extend  to  Ireland  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  DUCHY 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  in  reply,  said  that  by 
the  Animals  Order  of  1884  Local  Au- 
thorities had  power  to  have   infected 
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swine  slaughtered  and  animals  in  oontaot 
with  diseased  swine,  and  they  were 
bound  to  pay  compensation  out  of  the 
local  rates.  The  provisions  of  the  Order 
did  not  extend  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  If  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  inform  the  House 
what  steps,  if  any,  are  now  being  taken 
by  the  Privy  Council  to  deal  with  the 
serious  losses  resulting  from  the  wide- 
spread existence  of  swine-fever;  if  he 
will  represent  to  the  Privy  Council  the 
propriety  of  arming  local  authorities 
with  further  powers  to  enable  them  to 
secure  proper  and  habitual  cleansing 
and  disinfection  of  premises  used  by 
dealers  in  swine  ;  and,  further,  if  he  is 
in  a  position  to  afford  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  appointment,  powers, 
and  duties  of  the  Agricultural  Commit- 
tee of  the  Privy  Council  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY: 
In  reply  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  may  say  that  an 
Order  of  Council,  which  comes  into  force 
on  the  21st  of  July,  was  passed  on  the 
3rd  of  this  month,  the  provisions  of 
which,  generally  speaking,  are  as  fol- 
lows :  —  It  prohibits  the  holding  of 
markets,  fairs,  or  sale  of  swine,  either 
fat  or  store,  throughout  England,  sub- 
ject to  the  following  provisions — fiirst,  a 
public  sale  of  fat  swine  may  be  held 
with  a  licence  of  the  Local  Authority, 
but  the  animals  exposed  for  sale  must 
be  slaughtered  within  three  days  ; 
secondly,  a  public  or  private  sale  of 
swine,  either  fat  or  store,  may  be  held 
without  a  licence  of  the  Local  Authority, 
provided  (1)  that  the  sale  is  held  on 
premiseswhich  are  not  in  a  swine-affected 
place ;  (2)  that  no  pig  on  the  premises 
is  affected  with  swine  fever;  (3)  that 
any  pig  exposed  for  sale  has  been  on  the 
premises  28  days  before  the  sale.  Pro- 
vision is  also  made  by  the  Order  for  the 
exhibition  of  swine  at  agricultural 
shows  with  a  licence  of  the  Local  Au- 
thority on  such  conditions  as  they  may 
think  fit.  Power  is  reserved  to  the 
Privy  Council  to  revoke  any  such  licence, 
and  in  any  circumstances  to  grant  a 
licence.  With  these  exceptions  all  fairs, 
markets,  or  sales  for  swine  throughout 
England  are  absolutely  prohibited  from 
the  21st  of  this  month  until  the  1st  of 
October.  I  am  quite  aware — and  that  is 
one  of  the  misfortunes  which  I  greatly 
lament  in  connection  with  this  outbreak — 

Mr.  ChnpUn 
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that  an  Order  of  this  kind  cannot  be  en- 
forced without  inflicting  very  consider- 
able inconvenience.  But  it  is  inconve- 
nience which  I  am  afraid  is  inseparable 
from  the  arrest  and  suppression  of  this 
disease ;  and  my  hon.  Friend  will  per- 
ceive that  stringent  measures  are  ren- 
dered necessary  when  I  mention  as 
showing  the  rapid  increase  of  this 
malady  that  it  appears  from  the  Be- 
turns  which  have  been  received  at  the 
Agricultural  Department  from  the  In- 
spectors of  Local  Authorities  that  while 
the  average  number  of  outbreaks  for 
the  last  five  years  has  been  about  2,000, 
over  4,000  outbreaks  have  occurred 
within  the  first  six  months  of  the  pre- 
sent year  already,  and  it  is  increfiising 
with  great  rapidity  now.  Notwithstand- 
ing this,  the  Privy  Council,  bearing  in 
mind  the  satisfactory  results  of  similar 
Orders  in  dealing  both  with  cattle  plague 
and  foot-and-mouth  disease,  have  every 
hope  that  the  disease  by  these  means 
will  shortly  be  checked;  but  they  are 
quite  prepared  to  adopt  further  measures 
if  they  should  be  necessary.  My  hon. 
Friend  also  inquires  if  I  will 

"represent  to  the  Privy  Council  the  pro- 
priety of  arming:  local  authorities  with  further 
powers  to  enable  them  to  secure  proper  and 
habitual  cleansing  of  premises  used  by  dealers 
in  swine  ?  " 

But  I  think  he  has  omitted  to  observe 
how  wide  are  the  powers  already  con- 
ferred on  the  Local  Authority  by  Article 
109  of  the  Animal  Order  of  1884.  They 
are  as  follow :  —  For  requiring  the 
owners,  lessees,  or  occupiers  of  markets, 
fairs,  sale-yards,  places  of  exhibition, 
lairs,  or  other  places  used  for  animals, 
to  cleanse  those  places  from  time  to 
time  at  their  own  expense ;  for  requiring 
the  owners,  lessees,  or  occupiers  of  those 
places  to  disinfect  the  same  or  any  spe- 
fied  part  thereof  from  time  to  time  at 
their  own  expense,  where,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Local  Authority,  the  circum- 
stances are  such  as  to  allow  of  such  dis- 
infection being  reasonably  required ;  for 
prescribing  the  mode  in  which  such 
cleansing  and  such  disinfection  are  to 
be  effected.  These  are  the  powers  al- 
ready  enjoyed ;  and  while  I  should  only 
be  too  glad  to  receive  any  suggestions 
from  the  wide  experience  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  it  appears  to  the  Privy  Council, 
and  that  is  my  own  opinion,  that  the 
powers  already  enjoyed  are  sufficient ; 
and  I  confess  I  do  not  see  at  this  momei^t 
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how  they  oan  be  effectually  widened. 
In  reply  to  the  third  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that  a  Ck>mmittee  of  Council  for  the  con- 
sideration of  all  matters  relating  to 
agriculture  was  appointed  by  the  Queen 
in  Council  on  the  27th  of  June  last.  It 
consists  of  the  Lord  President,  the  Duke 
of  Eichmond  and  Gbrdon,  the  Earl  of 
Harrowby,  the  Earl  of  Lathom,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster.  By  the  Order  of  the  27th 
of  June  all  matters  relating  to  agricul- 
ture are  referred  to  them ;  and,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Lord  President,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
presides  over  the  Committee.  The  Com- 
mittee, or  any  two  of  them,  exercise  all 
the  powers  conferred  on  the  Privy 
Council  by  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act ;  and  the  Lord  President 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  are  in 
daily  attendance  at  the  office  for  that 
purpose.  In  addition  to  the  duties  in- 
volved in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
that  Act,  the  Committee  receive  and  con- 
sider all  Heports  and  statistics  received 
from  the  Colonies  and  foreign  countries, 
and  the  Agricultural  Eeturns,  both  home, 
foreign,  and  Colonial,  are  prepared  and 
issued  under  their  supervision.  AH  the 
correspondence  connected  with  the  above 
question  is  carried  on  by  them,  and  all 
Orders  of  Council  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Aet — of  which  there 
were  174  in  the  year  1884— are  passed 
by  them. 

Ma.  B.  H.  PAGET  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  state 
how  often  the  Committee  referred  to  in 
Ms  reply  was  summoned  to  meet ;  how 
many  times  it  had  met  since  its  first 
appointment;  and  whether  he  would 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Eetum  giving 
particulars  as  to  the  attendance  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  oy  the  DUCHY 
promised  to  make  further  inquiries  into 
the  subject. 

PIEBS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
THE  GRAND  JURY,  CO.  DONEGAL- 
INQUIRY  INTO  IMPROPER  EXPEN- 
DITURE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  reiterated  demands  of  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  county  Donegal,  and  espe- 


cially by  resolution  at  the  last  Spring 
Assizes,  for  a  searching  inquiry  into 
the  alleged  improper  expenditure  of 
public  grants  and  other  moneys  intended 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Fisheries  in  Lre- 
land  in  the  construction  of  public  works 
in  useless  localities,  as  well  as  imperfect 
in  execution ;  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  the 
Eesolutions  and  Correspondence  between 
the  Grand  Jury  (and  of  the  Committee 
appointed  by  them)  and  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  it 
is  now  intended  by  the  Government  to 
employ  an  engineer  to  investigate  the 
professional  part  of  the  matter,  only 
leaving  uninvestigated  the  misapplica- 
tion of  the  Public  Funds  in  the  various 
ways  alleged  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hakt  Dyke):  The  Govern- 
ment have  decided  to  have  an  inspection 
of  these  piers  made  by  an  independent 
engineer  of  undoubted  eminence,  who 
will  inquire  and  report  not  only  as  to 
the  suitability  of  the  sites  selected  for 
these  works,  but  also  as  to  their  design 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
been  executed.  I  do  not  understand 
the  hon.  Member  to  allege  any  '^  mis- 
application" or  **  improper  expenditure  " 
which  is  not  covered  by  these  points  of 
reference.  I  have  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce the  Correspondence ;  but  I  think  it 
would  be  bettor  to  await  the  engineer's 
Report  before  doing  so. 

Me.  HEALY  :  What  is  the  engineer's 
name? 

The  chief  SECRETARY:  Mr. 
Stevenson. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked 
whether  the  inspection  would  be  con- 
fined to  the  county  of  Donegal,  or  would 
it  be  extended  to  other  places  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY:  At 
present,  I  think,  it  will  be  confined  to 
Donegal;  but  its  extension  is  under 
consideration. 

INLAND  REVENUE— THE  INCOME  TAX 
—THE  MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY 
ACT,  1882. 

Mr.  RANKIN  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  Income  Tax  is  payable  upon 
the  joint  income  of  husband  and  wife  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Married  Women's  Property  Act 
of  1882,  Income  Tax  should  be  charged 
upon  the  incomes  of  the  husband  and 
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wife  separately,  thereby  allowing  both 
to  claim  the  exemption  or  reduction,  as 
the  case  may  be,  when  their  separate 
incomes  are  each  of  them  below  £150 
or  £400? 

The  chancellor  op  theEXOHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beacm)  : 
The  joint  income  of  husband  and  wife 
living  together  is,  by  the  Act  5  &  6 
Vict.  0.  35,  s.  45,  liable  to  assessment 
to  Income  Tax,  and  this  is  not  affected 
or  over-ridden  by  anything  in  the  Mar- 
ried Women's  Property  Act. 

POST  OFFICE— POSTAL  ORDERS. 

Me.  RANKIN  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  any,  and,  if  so,  which,  of 
.  the  Colonies  have  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  adopt  the  use  of  Postal  Orders 
with  the  United  Kingdom ;  and,  if  he  is 
willing  to  open  up  a  correspondence 
with  those  Colonies  that  have  not  so 
expressed  themselves  to  ascertain  if 
they  are  disposed  to  enter  into  an  ar- 
rangement to  honour  such  Postal  Orders 
that  may  be  sent  from  the  United  King- 
dom and  presented  for  payment  at  any 
Post  Office  under  their  control  that  al- 
ready are  authorized  to  pay  Money 
Orders,  so  that  all  the  advantages  given 
by  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in  1883 
may  not  any  longer  remain  unused  by 
the  friends  of  emigrants  residing  in  this 
Country  ? 

The  POSTMASTER:  I  am  glad  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the  postal 
order  system  has  been  extended  to 
Malta  and  Gibraltar,  and  that  arrange- 
ments have  been  made,  and  are  now  in 
force,  which  enable  persons  in  India, 
Hong  Kong,  and  the  Straits  Settlement 
to  remit  money  by  means  of  postal 
orders  to  the  United  Kingdom.  About 
12  months  ago  a  similar  proposal  was 
made  by  my  Predecessor  to  the  Cana- 
dian Post  Office ;  but  although  further 
communications  have  been  addressed  to 
that  Department  no  decision  has  been 
received. 

LAM)  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
SUB-COMMISSIONERS. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  it  intended  shortly  to  disemploy  any 
more  Sub  -  Commissioners  under  the 
Land  Act;  if  so,  who  they  are;  and, 
how  many  Sub-Commissioners  will  then 
be  left? 
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The  CHIEF  SECRETARY :  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  give  a  definite  an- 
swer to  this  Question  at  present.  The 
whole  matter  is  under  consideration. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Will  the  information 
be  forthcoming  before  the  Vote  for  the 
Land  Commission  is  taken  ? 

Thk  chief  SECRETARY:  I  think 
so,  but  I  will  inquire. 

POST   OFFICE    (IRELAND)  —  APPOINT. 

MENTS  IN  THE  SURVEYOR'S 

DEPARTMENT. 

Me.  HEALY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  What  is  the  number  of  officers 
belonging  to  English  offices  who  have 
been  transferred  temporarily  or  perma- 
nently for  duty  in  the  Surveyor's  De- 
partment in  the  Post  Office  in  Ireland 
during  the  past  seven  years ;  the  number 
belonging  to  Irish  offices  who  have  been 
similarly  transferred  to  England ;  what 
special  qualification  was  possessed  by 
those  English  officials  for  their  respec- 
tive posts,  which  was  wanting  in  the 
Irish  officers;  whether  the  heads  of 
every  Department  in  the  Post  Office 
Service  in  Ireland,  with  two  exceptions, 
are  Englishmen  or  Scotchmen,  or  officers 
drawn  from  those  Countries ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  give  an  assurance  that,  in 
future  vacancies,  the  Irish  officers  will 
not  again  be  passed  over  by  officers 
from  English  offices,  or,  as  an  alterna- 
tive, to  give  the  Irish  officers  a  recipro- 
cal advantage  of  being  appointed  to 
similar  vacancies  in  England  ? 

The  POSTMASTER:  In  replying  to 
the  inquiries  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
may  say  that  the  question  of  nationality 
in  no  degree  affects  my  selection  of  offi- 
cers for  employment  on  surveying  duty 
in  either  England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland, 
those  officers  being  chosen  who  are  con- 
sidered best  qualified,  without  any  re- 
gard to  the  land  of  their  birth.  I  cannot, 
therefore,  give  any  such  assurance  as 
the  hon.  Member  asks  me  to  give.  In 
reply  to  his  specific  Questions,  I  beg 
leave  to  say  that  during  the  last  seven 
years  eight  officers  have  been  sent  to 
Ireland  from  England,  and  one  to  Eng- 
land from  Ireland,  for  employment  on 
surveying  duty.  In  each  case  such 
officer  was  selected  either  because  no 
other  .possessed  equal  qualifications  or 
could  be  spared  for  temporary  duty 
when  the  employment  was  of  that  cha- 
racter. Of  the  heads  of  departments  of 
the  Post  Office  in  Ireland,  five,  I  be^ 
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lieve,  are  Irishmen,  one  is  an  English- 
man, and  one  a  Scotchman. 

GENERAL   GORDON-A  PUBLIC 
MONUMENT. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  propose  to  the 
House  a  Vote  for  the  purpose  of  erect- 
ing a  monument  to  General  Gordon  in 
Trafalgar  Square  or  elsewhere  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  We  think  that  it  would  be  in 
accordance  with  a  very  general  feeling 
both  in  this  House  and  in  the  country 
that  there  should  be  a  memorial  to 
General  Gordon  of  the  kind  indicated  in 
the  Question  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
and  when  we  have  fully  considered  the 
question  of  the  position  and  the  precise 
character  of  the  memorial,  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  propose  a  Vote  to  the  House 
on  the  subject. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  that 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  possession  of  authentic 
information  showing  that  General  Gor- 
don had  been  killed  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ELECTRIO  LIGHTING  ACT,  1882— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  question  of  amending 
"The  Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882  ? »' 

The  secretary  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms):  Her  Majesty's  Government 
do  not  propose  to  undertake  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  during  the 
present  Session. 

MERCANTILE  MAEINE-CERTIFICATES 
OF  COMPETENCY. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  inform  the  House  the 
number  of  candidates  who  annually 
present  themselves  for  examination  as 
officers  and  engineers  for  service  in  the 
Mercantile  Marine,  stating  the  average 
number  failing  to  pass  on  their  first 
examination;  and,  if  it  is  correct  that 
candidates  failing  on  first  presenting 
themselves  must,  on  coming  up  for  re- 
examination, pay  the  full  amount  of 
fees;  if  so,  whether  he  will,  as  in  all 
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other    public    examinations,    cause    a 
moiety  of  the  fees  to  be  remitted  ? 

Thr  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  :  I  can  at  once  give  the 
hon.  Member  the  figures  which  will 
answer  the  first  part  of  his  Ques- 
tion for  one  year.  If  he  desires  in- 
formation for  other  years,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  g^ve  it  to  him  hereafter.  The 
numbers  of  applicants  for  masters' 
and  mates'  and  engineers'  certificates 
of  competency,  during  the  year  ended 
31st  May,  1885,  including  repeated  ap-  * 
plications  by -the  same  persons,  were  as 
follows: — Masters  and  mates,  4,085; 
engineers,  1,783.  The  actual  numbers 
of  persons  who  failed  to  pass  on  their 
first  application  were  2,241  masters  and 
mates,  and  390  engineers.  It  is  the 
fact  that  candidates  failing  on  first  pre- 
senting themselves  must,  on  coming  up 
for  re- examination,  pay  the  full  amount 
of  fees.  As  regards  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  the  fact  is  that  the  same  rule 
applies  in  all  the  examinations  held 
by  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners — 
namely,  that  no  part  of  the  fee  is  re- 
turned to  applicants  who  fail.  The 
Rule  acted  on  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  made  as  long  ago  as  1877, 

NAVY— TORPEDO  EXPERIMENTS. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  experi- 
ments which  have  for  some  time  been 
conducted  at  Sheemess  by  Mr.  Brennan, 
in  controlling  torpedoes,  have  been 
brought  to  a  conclusion ;  if  so,  with 
what  result ;  whether  experiments  with 
torpedo  controlling  apparatus  are  being 
conducted  by  Admiral  Hornby  with  the 
Evolutionary  Squadrons;  and,  if  it  be 
correct  that  Mr.  Robert  Scott,  of  New- 
castle, recently  o£Pered  the  Admiralty  a 
torpedo  guiding  apparatus  capable  of 
controlling  submarine  torpedoes  a  dis- 
tance of  three  miles ;  if  so,  what  arrange- 
ments the  Admiralty  have  made  for  con- 
ducting the  necessary  experiments  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Gkorge 
Hamilton):  The  Brennan  torpedo  has 
been  taken  up  and  is  being  worked  out  by 
the  War  Office,  and  the  Admiralty  has 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  No  experiments 
with  torpedo  controlling  apparatus  are 
being  conducted  by  Admiral  Hornby. 
Mr.  Scott  offered  this  apparatus,  which, 
he  stated,  would  enable  the  torpedo  to  be 
controlled  at  a  distance  of  three  or  four 
miles.     No  arrangements  were  made, 
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as,  after  a  careful  examinafcion,  it  was 
found  unsuitable  for  the  Naval  Service. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN -THE  TROOPS 
AT  SUAKIN. 
De.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  an  order  was  issued  at  Suakin,  di- 
recting that  all  men  should  be  shown  in 
the  returns  as  effective,  whether  in  hos- 
pital  or  not,   except  those  who  were 
actually  invalided  on  board  ship ;  and, 
'  if  so,  whether  he  can  state  the  number 
of  hospitals  on  shore,  and  the  maximum 
number  of  men  in  those  hospitals  re- 
turned as  effective  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  It  is  stated  by  Sir 
Gerald  Qraham,  by  the  Chief  of  the 
Staff,  by  the  Deputy  Adjutant  Gene- 
ral, and  by  the  Principal  Medical  Officer, 
that  no  such  order  was  issued.  There 
appears  to  be  some  misunderstand- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  as 
to  the  technical  meaning  of  the  word 
''effective."  Effective  does  not  neces- 
sarily mean  efficient;  and  soldiers  are 
always  borne  on  the  strength  of  their 
regiments  as  effectives  until  actually 
invalided  from  the  station. 

THE  DEPRESSION  OF  TRADE— THE 
ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can 
state  when  the  Royal  Commission  for 
inquiry  into  the  Depression  of  Trade 
will  be  issued;  and,  whether  he  will 
give  an  assurance  that,  before  the  end 
of  the  present  Session,  the  terms  of  the 
Commission,  including  the  names  of  the 
Commissioners,  will  be  communicated  to 
the  House? 

Me.  HENEAGE  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made  at  the  same  time  into 
the  inconveniences  attending  a  limited 
gold  currency  and  the  advantages  of  a 
legal  silver  currency  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot  state 
the  exact  date  upon  which  the  Royal 
Commission  will  be  issued ;  but  I  think 
I  can  undertake  that  the  terms  of  the 
Commission  and  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners shall  be  communicated  to  th,e 
House  before  the  close  of  the  Session. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage),  I  may  say  that 
there  is  no  doubt  as  to  the  great  im- 
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portance  of  the  subject  to  which  he 
refers,  and  we  shall  consider  how  far  we 
can  include  matters  connected  with  it  in 
the  scope  of  the  Commissioners*  inquiry. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  on  Friday  last,  he 
would  make  a  statement  on  the  subject 
referred  to  in  my  Question. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  shall  not  have  any  statement 
to  make  until  I  am  able  to  communicate 
to  the  House  the  terms  of  the  Com- 
mission and  the  names  of  its  Members. 

CRniE  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  MURDER  OF  MRS.  NOLAN. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  murder  of  a  woman  named  Nolan 
in  the  county  Kerry;  whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  in  the  papers,  that  her 
husband,  who  is  charged  with  the  mur- 
der, was  discharged  from  prison  a 
month  ago  on  ticket  of  leave  *'  in  con- 
sequence of  showing  signs  of  insanity;" 
and,  whether,  if  this  be  true,  any  notice 
will  be  taken  of  the  conduct  of  the 
prison  authorities  in  discharging  the 
prisoner  under  the  circumstances  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  Nolan  was 
convicted  of  a  Whiteboy  offence  in  1881, 
and  sentenced  to  five  years'  penal  ser- 
vitude. Soon  after  his  imprisonment, 
and  on  several  subsequent  occasions,  his 
wife  memorialized  for  his  release,  and 
the  usual  reference  was  made  to  the 
Judge  ;  but  it  was  not  considered  ad- 
visable to  comply  with  her  prayer,  owing 
to  the  unsettled  state  of  the  locality.  In 
April  last  the  convict  himself  sent  in  a 
memorial,  and  on  the  usual  form  at- 
tached thereto  the  medical  officers  of  the 
prison  reported  for  the  first  time  that 
the  convict  was  weak-minded,  but  in 
good  health.  Lord  Spencer,  after  some 
local  inquiries,  felt  enabled  to  order 
Nolan's  release  on  licence,  and  he  was 
accordingly  discharged.  The  discharge 
was  not  on  the  ground  of  ill-health  or 
in  consequence  of  his  showing  signs  of 
insanity.  No  report  was  ever  made  that 
he  showed  signs  of  insanity,  and  his 
conduct  in  prison  was  always  reported 
as  good. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  what  was 
the  verdict  of  the  Coroner's  jury  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  asked  for 
Notice  of  the  Question, 
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NAVY  —  SHIPBUILDING  —  NAVAL    EX- 
PENDITURE (THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT). 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  will 
issue  as  a  supplement  to  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates azL  amended  programme  of  Ship- 
building in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
and  by  contract,  showing  the  allocation 
of  the  additional  sums  granted  by  Par- 
hament  ? 

MB.BYLANDS  asked  whether  there 
was  any  truth  in  the  report  that  the 
excess  of  expenditure  for  naval  purposes 
had  proved  to  be  greater  than  the 
amount  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  his  Budget  Speech  ? 

Thb  FIBST  lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  Qeobge  Hamilton)  :  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands),  I  have  to  say  that  I  hope 
we  have  g^ot  to  the  bottom  of  the  dis- 
crepancy with  reference  to  the  excess  of 
expenditure  to  which  he  alludes.  In 
answer  to  the  Question  upon  the  Paper, 
I  have  to  say  that  an  amended  pro- 
gramme will  be  prepared  by  the  Con- 
structors' Department  in  conference  with 
the  several  Dockyards  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. It  willy  however,  take  some  time 
to  prepare — three  weeks  or  so — and 
antU  the  ships,  vessels,  and  boats  form- 
ing the  Evolutionary  Squadron  have  re- 
turned to  the  ports  the  estimate  can 
only  be  approximate. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER  — ACCOM- 
MODATION IN  THIS  HOUSE. 

Mb.  BROADHUEST  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  great  inconvenience 
now  experienced  by  honourable  Mem- 
bers on  one  side  of  the  House  through 
the  impossibility  of  obtaining  seats  from 
which  to  put  Questions  and  to  discharge 
their  Parliamentary  duties,  and  the  fur- 
ther probability  that  this  unequal  divi- 
sion of  Members  with  respect  to  the 
sides  of  the  House  may  possibly  con- 
tinue after  the  next  General  Election, 
he  will  at  his  earliest  convenience  con- 
sider some  plan  of  providing  accommo- 
dation for  the  Representatives  of  the 
People  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  :  The  important 
and  diffioult  question  of  providing  better 
accommodation  for  Members  in  this 
House  is  one  which  has  from  time  to 
time  been  urged  very  strongly  upon  the 


Government  of  the  day  ever  since  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  in  1867  re- 
ported on  the  subject.  But  on  each 
occasion  when  there  has  been  a  debate 
in  this  House  there  has  been  found  to 
exist  great  differences  of  opinion,  not 
only  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done,  but 
also  as  to  whether  anything  ought  to  be 
done  in  the  way  of  change.  I  have  not 
myself  had  time  yet  fully  to  consider 
the  subject,  but  I  hope  to  go  carefully 
into  it  during  the  Recess.  No  doubt, 
the  inconvenience  experienced  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  under  the  present 
exceptional  circumstances  is  very  acute, 
and  I  should  be  very  glad  if  it  were  in 
my  power  to  give  some  temporary  relief ; 
but  I  am  afraid  I  cannot.  The  hon. 
Member  says  in  his  Question  that  ''  the 
present  unequal  division  of  Members 
may  possible  continue  after  the  next 
General  Election.*'  I  doubt,  however, 
whether,  if  the  present  Opposition  as 
greatly  outnumber  us  in  the  next  Par- 
liament as  they  do  now,  they  are  very 
likely  to  allow  us  to  remain  where  we 
are ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  I  should 
rather  hope  that  we  may  contrive  in  the 
meantime  to  get  rid  of  the  di&LonlJty  in 
another  way.  However  that  may  be,  as 
I  have  said,  I  will  go  into  the  question 
carefully  during  the  autumn ;  and  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  confer  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stoke  on  the  subject. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—THE  RUSSIAN  ATTACK 
ON  PENJDEH. 
Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  give  any  information 
regarding  the  Arbitration  to  determine 
whether  tho  attacks  by  the  Russians  on 
the  Afghans  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Penjdeh  was  consistent  with  the  pro- 
mises of  the  Russian  Government  ? 

TheUNDERSECRETARYofSTATE 
forFOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  Bourke): 
No  definite  arrangement  has  been  come 
to  on  this  subject.  A  case  has  been  put 
in  on  behalf  of  the  British  Government, 
but  the  matter  has  not  been  arranged. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
DEATH  OF  PETER  O'GARA  IN  A  POLICE 
CELL  AT  SLIGO. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
with  reference  to  the  death  of  a  man 
named  Peter  O'Gara,  in  the  lock-up  or 
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Btrong  room  of  Constabulary  Barrack 
No.  1,  in  the  town  of  Sligo,  on  the  25th 
of  May,  Whether  the  Irish  Government 
have  noted  the  following  sworn  state- 
ment made  at  the  inquest,  namely,  that 
after  Peter  O'Gara,  charged  with  being 
under  the  influence  of  liquor,  was  placed 
in  the  lock-up,  another  man,  arrested  on 
the  same  charge,  was  put  into  the  same 
cell ;  that  the  cell  was  left  in  total  dark- 
ness ;  that  the  orderly  room  was  at  some 
distance  from  the  cell ;  that  the  orderly 
constable  visited  the  cell  about  five  times 
in  three  hours,  and  that,  on  entering 
the  cell  about  three  hours  after  O'Gara 
had  been  placed  there,  he  found  O'Gara 
dead,  and  covered  with  blood,  and  bear- 
ing numerous  wounds,  and  the  other 
man  partly  undressed,  and  having  blood 
on  his  face  and  hands ;  what  is  the  rule 
in  constabulary  barracks  in  Ireland  with 
regard  to  visits  by  the  orderly  to  a  cell 
in  which  prisoners  in  a  state  of  intoxi- 
cation are  confined;  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  order  that  no  person  in  a 
state  of  intoxication  shall  be  placed  in 
the  same  cell  with  one  or  more  other 
prisoners,  unless  an  orderly  is  in  the 
cell,  or  unless  the  persons  in  it  are 
under  his  constant  observation ;  and, 
whether  there  is  any  rule  that  the  cells 
should  be  left  in  total  darkness  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  The  facts  are 
substantially  as  stated;  but  it  appears 
that  the  orderly  visited  the  cell  five 
times  in  two  hours,  his  last  visit  being 
about  15  minutes  before  the  time  at 
which  O'Ghira  was  found  dead,  and  all 
appeared  to  be  right  on  that  occasion. 
The  Coroner's  jury  found  that  no  blame 
was  to  be  attached  to  the  police ;  but  the 
Government  have  asked  the  Inspector 
General  to  consider  whether  the  regu- 
lation as  to  visits  to  intoxicated  persons 
— which  was  framed  to  meet  such  cases 
as  this — might  not  be  made  more  strin- 
gent. There  is  no  rule  that  the  cells 
should  be  left  in  darkness. 

INDIA— DEFENCES  OF  THE  NORTH- 
WEST FRONTIER. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  or  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  intend  to  construct  any 
Military  railways,  roads,  or  other  works, 
on  or  beyond  the  North  Western  fron- 
tier of  India  besides  those  mentioned  in 
the   Despatch    of   the    Government  of 
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India  of  the  22nd  September  1844  and 
the  Bolan  Railway  ?  The  hon.  Member 
also  inquired  whether  there  was  any 
truth  in  the  statement  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intended  to  form  a  military 
cordon  at  or  near  Candahar,  or  to  take 
any  other  steps  for  the  occupation  of 
that  place  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Chitbchill)  : 
In  reply  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  any  intention  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  or  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  to  construct  any  military 
roads  or  railways  or  other  works  be- 
sides those  mentioned  in  the  despatch 
of  the  22nd  of  September,  1884.  With 
regard  to  the  further  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  it  appears  to  me  that  he 
has  for  the  moment  forgotten  that 
Afghanistan  is  an  independent  State. 

EGYPT— ALLEGED  SLAVERY. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
WTiether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  pamphlet  entitled  ''Scandals  in 
Cairo  in  connection  with  Slavery,*'  re- 
cently published  under  the  auspices  of 
the  British  and  Foreign  Slavery  So- 
ciety, to  whom  the  documents,  in  proof 
of  the  statements  made,  have  been  sub- 
mitted, which  affirms  the  complicity  of 
the  Khedive  and  several  high  Egyptian 
officials  in  the  maintenance  of  the  slave 
trade ;  and,  whether  the  Foreign  Office 
will  direct  an  investigation  into  the 
grave  charges  so  made  against  the 
officials  concerned  ? 

The  under  SECRETARYof  STATE 
forFOREIGN  affairs  (Mr.  Bourke): 
I  have  received  a  pamphlet  which  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  himself  was  good 
enough  to  send  me.  If  the  accusations 
made  in  the  pamphlet  are  supported  by 
names  of  persons,  it  shall  certainly  be 
sent  out  to  the  Egyptian  Government ; 
but  as  the  pamphlet  is  anonymous,  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  necessary  to  do  so. 
If  the  authors  of  the  statements  contain- 
tained  in  this  pamphlet  will  send  their 
names  to  the  Foreign  Office,  then  it  will 
be  sent  to  the  Egyptian  Government. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 

HOUSE— THE  TELEGRAPH  ACTS 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mr.    HOULDSWORTH  asked    the 

Postmaster  Gener^,  When  he  expects 
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to  be  in  a  position  to  fetate  to  the  House 
the  course  he  proposes  to  pursue  in  re- 
ference to  the  Telegraph  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  ? 

The  postmaster  GENEEAL 
(Lord  John  Manners)  said,  that  in  the 
course  of  a  conversation  held  a  little 
while  ago,  he  had  stated  that,  although 
the  Government  were  not  disposed  to 
go  on  with  the  Bill  themselves,  they 
would  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  80.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  endeavour  to  find  an  early  day 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to 
take  up  the  subject,  and  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee,  he  hoped  himseK  to 
be  able  to  move  an  Amendment.  In 
that  way  the  House  would  have  a  fair 
opportunity  of  considering  the  whole 
subject.  The  Government  had,  under 
those  circumstances,  an  expectation  that 
the  Bill  would  become  law  this  Session. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the 
coiirse  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  most  satisfactory  to  him,  and  he 
should  be  quite  prepared  to  submit  the 
question  to  the  House. 

THE  "PALL  MALL  GAZETTE"  AND 
THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  an  article  which 
was  printed  and  published  in  the  news- 
paper called  The  Fall  Mall  Gazette  on 
the  10th  instant,  and  which  charges 
certain  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force  with  bribery,  corruption, 
and  other  acts  of  grave  misconduct; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  foundation 
for  these  charges  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  also  asked,  whether, 
seeing  that  the  charges  in  question  re- 
flected generally  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Police,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would, 
in  the  interests  of  the  Force,  at  once  in- 
stitute a  searching  inquiry  as  to  the 
truth  or  otherwise  of  those  accusa- 
tions ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cboss)  :  With  reference  to 
this  Question,  I  observe  that  the  charges 
are  general  and  that  no  names  are 
given.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  if  aoy 
facts  are  stated  and  names  given,  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty  to  try  to  get  to  the  bot- 


tom of  the  charges,  and  a  most  full  in- 
quiry will  be  made,  because,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  police  themselves  as  well 
as  of  the  public,  it  is  important  that,  if 
such  charges  are  unfounded,  they  should 
be  declared  to  be  so. 

Mb.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  authorities  of  the  City  of  London 
have  instituted  proceedings  against  cer- 
tain persons  for  offering  for  sale  obscene 
publications  and  for  displaying  obscene 
placards  in  the  public  streets ;  and,  whe- 
ther these  publications  were  numbers  of 
the  newspaper  called  7h$  Fall  Mall 
Gazette^  and,  why  similar  steps  have  not 
been  taken  with  regard  to  the  vendors 
of  the  same  publications  and  against  the 
exhibitors  of  the  same  placards  within 
the  Metropolitan  Police  area  ? 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  (LobdMatob) 
asked  whether  it  was  intended  to  take 
any  steps  against  the  editor  of  I'he  Fail 
Mall  Gazette  with  reference  to  the  articles 
that  had  appeared  in  that  paper  and 
had  excited  a  great  deal  of  public  atten- 
tion? 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT:  With 
reference  to  the  first  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  am  aware  that  some  proceed- 
ings have  been  taken  in  the  City  of 
London  against  the  newsvendors  who 
were  offering  The  Fall  Mall  Gazette  for 
sale.  In  my  opinion,  if  proceedings  are 
to  be  taken  at  all,  it  is  not  desirable  to 
take  such  proceedings  against  the  per- 
sons who  sell  the  papers.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Question  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Lord  Mayor,  I  must  ask  him 
to  give  me  Notice  of  it. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  considering  the  allega- 
tions made  against  the  Metropolitan 
Police  of  collusion  between  them  and 
Mrs.  Jeffreys,  who  was  lately  convicted 
of  keeping  a  disorderly  house  in  Chel- 
sea, he  intends  to  take  any  notice  of  the 
conduct  of  the  police  in  this  matter; 
whether  he  intends  to  take  any  6tep  to 
restore  his  pension  to  late  Inspector 
Minahan,  who  was  the  means  of  bring- 
ing this  scandal  to  light ;  and,  whether 
the  police,  who  charged  a  man  named 
Baring  (a  witness  in  the  late  Jeffreys' 
case),  and  who  assaulted  another  man 
named  Stoneham,  who  complain  od  st 
the  station  of  the  violence  used  by  the 
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police  in  taking  Baring  into  custody. 
Lave  been  reprimanded  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT:  With 
regard  to  the  first  and  second  para- 
graphs of  this  Question,  they  refer  to 
matters  dealt  with  by  my  Predecessor  in 
Office,  and  no  new  facts  have  been 
brought  before  us,  therefore  I  have 
taken  no  proceedings.  With  regard  to 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question,  I 
have  to  call  the  hon.  Member's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  magistrates  came 
properly  to  a  conclusion,  and  held  that 
there  was  no  evidence  to  support  the 
slightest  foundation  for  such  a  charge, 
and  they  considered  the  police  were  justi- 
fied in  their  original  arrest,  and  that 
there  had  been  no  undue  violence. 

EGYPT— THE   NILE   EXPEDI'nON— 

STEAMERS  ON  THE  NILE. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  How  many  shallow 
water,  portable,  and  other  steel-clad 
steamers  have  been  sent  to  the  Nile  ;  if 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  inform  the 
House,  their  tonnage,  draft  of  water, 
and  description  of  guns  with  which  they 
have  been  fitted ;  and,  whether,  during 
high  Nile,  it  is  intended  to  utilise  them 
in  relieving  the  garrison  of  Kassala  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith):  Eighteen  shallow- 
water  portable  steel  steamers  have  been 
sent  to  the  Nile.  One  is  of  175  tons 
and  the  other  17  are  of  about  100 
tons.  Their  draught  of  water  is 
limited  to  30  inches.  Five  of  the 
steamers  carry  each  a  9-pounder  central 
pivot  gun,  and  two  Nordenfelts.  It  is 
not  proposed  to  employ  these  vessels  in 
operations  for  the  relief  of  Kassala. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882— RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  steps  are  being  taken,  in  view 
of  the  expiration  of  the  Irish  Coercion 
Act  at  the  close  of  the  present  Session, 
to  discharge  the  resident  magistrates 
and  other  officials  appointed  for  the  pur- 
poses of  that  statute,  and  to  withdraw 
extra  police  from  any  localities  upon 
which  they  are  now  quartered  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  :  There  are  no  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  or  other  officials  ap- 
pointed  bpeeially   fur   the   purposes   of 
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the  Prevention  of  Crimes  Act,  although 
some  of  them  have  necessarily  discharged 
duties  in  connection  with  it.  One  district 
may  be  said  to  be  nominally  still  pro- 
claimed for  extra  police  under  that  Act ; 
but  the  proclamation  is  practically  sus- 
pended and  will  shortly  be  revoked. 
There  is  no  other  district  so  proclaimed. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
a  number  of  Resident  Magistrates  were 
specially  appointed  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Crimes  Act ;  and  will  they 
not  be  discontinued,  now  that  the  Act  is 
to  be  allowed  to  lapse  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY:  I  was 
not  aware  of  that.  It  would  be  better 
to  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

POISONS  BHili— POISONOUS  PATENT 
MEDICINES. 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Government  contemplate  taking  any 
steps  with  respect  to  poisonous  patent 
medicines;  and,  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  issue  such  a  stamp  to  be 
affixed  to  patent  medicines  as  would 
avoid  the  appearance  of  giving  a  GK>- 
vemment  guarantee  of  the  goodness  or 
harmlessness  of  such  medicines  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  :  In  reply 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Government  do  not  intend 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  introduced  in 
**  another  place  "  by  their  Predecessors. 
As  regards  the  second  part,  the  stamp 
will  be  altered  so  as  to  make  it  plain 
that  there  is  no  Government  guarantee 
of  the  medicine.  The  stamps  will  in 
future  contain  the  words  ''This  stamp 
implies  no  Government  guarantee." 
Specimens  were  submitted  to  and  ap- 
proved by  my  Predecessor,  and  the 
engraver  to  the  Inland  Revenue  is  now 
engaged  upon  the  preparation  of  the 
requisite  plates.  It  is  expected  that  the 
new  plates  will  be  completed  and  the 
present  stock  of  old  stamps  exhaused 
within  two  months  from  now. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— MAIL  SER- 
VICE BETWEEN  DUBLIN  AND 
THE  WEST. 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  What  stage  the  negotiations 
between  his  predecessor  and  the  Mid- 
land Railway  Company  of  Ireland,  with 
roferonce  to  the  establishment  of  an  im- 
pruved  duy  Mail  tService  between  Dub- 
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Jin  and  the  West  of  Ireland,  had  reached 
when  the  present  Government  came  into 
office ;  whether  he  has  noted  that,  under 
the  present  system,  the  merchants  and 
traders  of  the  West  of  Ireland  are  sub- 
jected to  a  delay  of  twenty -four  hours  in 
dealing  with  letters  and  orders;  whe- 
ther the  sum  in  dispute  between  the 
Department  and  the  Company  for  the 
annual  cost  of  the  improved  service  is 
only  about  £2,000;  and,  whether,  in 
deference  to  the  desire  of  the  Irish 
Members  of  all  parties,  steps  will  be 
taken  to  close  the  arrangement  with  the 
Company  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Lord  JoiTN  Manners)  :  The  Midland 
Gh'eat  Western  Railway  Company  de- 
manded a  sum  of  £14,700  a-year  in 
addition  to  the  existing  payments  for  a 
complete  scheme  providing  for  the  de- 
sired acceleration  of  the  day  mail  service 
with  the  West  of  Ireland ;  but  my  Pre- 
decessor was  of  opinion  that  the  utmost 
payment  that  the  circumstances  would 
warrant  was  £7,000  a-year.  This  was 
accordingly  offered  to  the  Company, 
who  declined  it.  With  the  view,  how- 
ever, of  coming  to  a  settlement  if  pos- 
sible, it  was  thought  right  to  make  a 
proposal  under  which  a  less  complete 
measure  of  improvement  would  have 
been  effected  for  a  payment  to  the  Com- 
pany of  £6,000  a-year;  but  they  still 
did  not  see  their  way  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  Department,  and  demanded 
£9,000  a-year.  I  can  find  no  grounds 
for  differing  from  the  opinion  which  my 
Predecessor  formed  on  the  subject  after 
repeated  consideration,  and  I  regret  that 
I  can  hold  out  little  expectation  of  an 
agreement  with  the  Railway  Company, 
unless  they  will  consent  to  an  abatement 
of  their  demand.  I  am  aware  that  an 
improved  day  mail  service  would  pre- 
vent considerable  delay,  and  by  afford- 
ing an  opportunity  for  reply  the  same 
day  would  accelerate  some  portion  of  the 
correspondence  by  24  hours. 

COLONIAL  BONDS-INSUFFICIENCY  OF 
NOTICE  OF  REPAYMENT. 
Mr.  FRANCIS  BUXTON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  great  inconvenience  arising  to 
holders  of  some  Colonial  Bonds,  such  as 
New  Zealand  Five  per  Cent.  5-30  Bonds, 
from  the  insufficiency  of  the  notice  given 
by  the  Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies 
vhen  such  bonds  are  to  be  paid  off,  such 


notice  being  only  an  advertisement  in 
The  London  Gazette  six  months  pre- 
viously ;  and,  whether  he  would  recom- 
mend to  the  Crown  Agents  that  proper 
notice  should  be  given  on  presentation 
of  the  last  coupon  payable,  either  in 
writing  or  by  stamping  the  cheque,  that 
no  further  interest  would  be  paid,  and 
that  the  bonds  must  be  presented  for 
payment,  rather  than  that  they  should 
allow  the  money  to  lie  idle  in  their 
hands  without  interest  until  the  bonds 
happen  to  be  presented  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Stanley): 
My  attention  had  not  been  drawn  to  the 
inconvenience  stated  until  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber put  his  Question.  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  he  has  been  misinformed  as 
to  the  supposed  insufficiency  of  notice. 
In  the  case  referred  to  six  months' 
notice  had  to  be  given  by  advertisement 
in  The  Times  and  7'he  London  Oazette, 
In  point  of  fact,  the  publicity  given 
largely  exceeded  this  requirement.  The 
advertisement  appeared  six  times  in  The 
Times,  five  times  m  another  daily  paper, 
and  48  times  in  leading  financial  and 
other  newspapers — 59  times  in  all.  In 
addition,  notices  have  been  posted  in 
the  coupon  office  of  the  Crown  Agents 
since  August  last,  and  in  The  Times  of 
last  March  there  was  inserted  a  special 
warning  to  the  bondholders  that  the  in- 
terest on  the  bonds  had  ceased.  I  un- 
derstand that  there  would  be  practical 
difficulties  in  adopting  the  course  sug- 
gested in  the  Question,  and  I  have  no 
authority  to  deal  with  the  matter ;  but 
if  after  my  answer  the  hon.  Member  still 
wishes  to  press  his  views,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  confer  with  him  and  to  put 
him  in  communication  with  the  Crown 
Agents. 

NATIONAL   SCHOOL  TEACHERS    (IRE- 

LAND)— PENSION  FUND— THE 

VALUATION. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 

Secretary  to  the  Lord    Lieutenant  of 

1  Ireland,  If  he  can  state  what  progress 

has  been  made  with  the  valuation  of  the 

Irish  National  School  Teachers*  Pension 

Fund ;  and,  are  the  funds  sufficient  to 

permit  of  a  reduction  of  five  years  from 

the  present  age  for  maximum  pension  ; 

and,  if  so,  when  will  the  new  revision 

'  scheme  come  into  operation  ? 

I     The   SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 

;SURY    (Sir    Henry    Holland):    The 

[valuation  of  this  fynd^  has Ju8t^^eii> 
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completed,  and  the  Actuary's  Eeport 
containing  it  is  now  under  considera- 
tion. The  surplus  of  assets  over  liabi- 
lities shown  by  the  valuation  would  cer- 
tainly not  admit  of  a  reduction  of  £ve 
years  in  the  age  for  compulsory  retire- 
ment. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS— NORTH  PORTARLING- 
TON  DIVISION,  MOUNTMELLICK 
UNION. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Irejand,  Whether  representa- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  that  the  return  of  one 
of  the  candidates  at  the  last  election  of 
guardians  for  the  North  Portarlington 
Division  of  the  Mountmellick  Union  was 
secured  by  the  admission  of  a  number 
of  claims  to  vote  which  were  in  fact 
illegal,  and  the  rejection  of  a  number  of 
claims  to  vote  which  were  duly  lodged ; 
and,  whether  he  will  direct  an  inquiry 
to  be  held  on  the  spot  by  a  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  oflBcial  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  Representa- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  effect 
stated ;  but  the  Local  Government 
Board,  after  very  careful  consideration, 
do  not  think  that  a  primd  faeie  case  has 
been  made  out  for  an  inquiry,  or  that 
the  facts  which  have  been  brought  to 
their  notice  afford  reasonable  grounds 
for  doubting  the  validity  of  the  return. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  AFFAIRS  (IRELAND) 
—  THE  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  ARCH- 
BISHOP OF  DUBLIN— MR.  ERRING- 
TON. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  have  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  Copy 
of  the  "Record"  which,  in  1883,  the 
late  Prime  Minister  promised,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  "  prolonged  and  repeated 
visits  of  Mr.  Errington  to  Rome,"  should 
be  made  and  kept  from  time  to  time  of 
these  proceedings  for  the  purpose  of 
transmission  to  future  Secretaries  of 
State  ;  and  also  Copy  of  all  Memoranda 
and  Correspondence  in  connection  with 
the  "  irregular  communications  "  made 
by  the  Foreigu  Office  or  any  Member  or 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  late  Govern- 
ment, through    Mr.  ErrifgtoQ  ur   any 
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other  "recommended"  agent,  to  any 
member  or  agent  of  the  Papal  Court, 
especially  with  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment to  the  Archbishopric  of  Dublin  ? 

The  UNDERSECRETARY  ofSTATE 
FOKFOREIGNAFFAIRS(Mr.BouRKB): 
I  am  informed  the  record  alluded  to  in 
this  Question  consists  of  some  letters 
which  have  been  left  in  the  Office  evi- 
dently for  the  inspection  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  As  there  is  no  current 
business  conducted  at  present  by  the 
Foreign  Office  to  which  they  can  pos- 
sibly refer,  Lord  Salisbury  has  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  examine  them. 
If  they  contain  a  record  of  any  confi- 
dential communications,  these  could,  of 
course,  only  be  published  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  person  to  whom  or  by  whom 
they  were  made. 

Mb.  CALLAN :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer,  might  I  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  can  in- 
form the  House  whether  Mr.  Erring- 
ton,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  communi- 
cated or  conveyed,  at  the  request  of 
the  late  Qovemment,  any  communica- 
tion of  any  kind  whatever  to  any  of  the 
officials  of  the  Papal  Court  at  the  re- 
quest of  any  Member  of  the  late  Qovem- 
ment respecting  the  appointment  to  the 
Archbishopric  of  Dublin,  and,  if  so,  what 
was  the  nature  of  it  ? 

TheUNDERSECRETARYofSTATE 
FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS :  I  have  not 
seen  these  communications,  nor  do  I 
mean  to  read  them  if  I  do  see  them. 
I  believe  that  is  also  the  present  inten- 
tion of  Lord  Salisbury ;  and,  therefore, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  give  any  information 
with  respect  to  the  contents  of  the  letters. 

Mb.  CALLAN :  Then  I  will  ask  the 
late  Prime  Minister  whether,  in  view  of 
the  answer  just  given  by  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  Foreign  Affairs,  who,  I  pre- 
sume, has  had  a  consultation  with  Jx>rd 
Salisbury,  he  will  have  any  objection  to 
placing  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy 
of  the  commimications  referred  to,  or 
whether  he  considers  it  to  be  consistent 
with  his  duty  still  to  persist  in  suppress- 
ing and  concealing  from  the  House  and 
from  the  people  of  Ireland  the  nature 
of  the  irregular  communications  which 
passed  between  the  Court  of  Rome  and 
the  author  of  *'  Vaticanism  ?  " 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  some 
difficulty  in  gathering  the  effect  of  the 
hon.  GoiUIouiuu'b  Question  j  but  I  (hiuk 
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I  can  80  far  relieve  him  from  any  neces- 
sit  J  of  prosecating  the  subject  fiirther 
in  connection  with  myself  by  saying  that 
I  know  nothing  whatever  of  these  com- 
munications. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  — SCOTCH 
BUSINESS. 

Mr.  KAMSAY  asked  the  Junior  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  the  specific  subject  for 
the  consideration  of  the  meeting  of  Scot- 
tish Members  which  had  been  convened 
for  3  o'clock  to-morrow  ?  It  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  Scottish  Members 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Bute  could  state 
the  object  of  the  meeting. 

The  lord  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Dalrymple)  said,  although  the 
meeting  was  of  a  private  character,  he 
was  very  happy  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion. The  object  of  the  meeting  was 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
the  opinion  of  the  Scottish  Members 
with  reference  to  the  Universities  Bill. 
Before  he  sent  out  the  notice,  he  put 
himself  in  communication  with  the  late 
Lord  Advocate,  so  as  to  be  informed  of 
his  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  did  not 
place  any  agenda  on  the  paper  convening 
the  meeting,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  limit 
the  subjects  which  might  be  brought  up, 
especially  as  it  would  be  most  important 
to  have  the  opinion  of  the  Scottish  Mem- 
bers on  any  Business  which  might  be 
before  Parliament  at  the  present  time. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  —  THE 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 
when  it  was  proposed  to  take  the  next 
stage  of  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Bill  ?  He  understood  that  it  had  been 
fixed  for  to-morrow. 

The  chancellor  of  iheEXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
said,  the  Goyernment  had  not  antici- 
pated that  the  Bill  would  be  taken  to- 
morrow, when  it  was  proposed  to  put 
down  tbo  Education  Estimates  as  the 
first  Order.  They  proposed,  however, 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  on  the  earliest 
possible  day. 

PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS  — 
FIXING  OF  POLLING  PLACES. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  action  of  certain  magis- 
trates at  a  formal  meeting  of  the  Quar- 
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ter  Sessions  for  Lindsey,  held  to  receive 
the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  consider  the  Scheme  drawn  up  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  after  due  con- 
sultation with  the  agents  of  both  poli- 
tical parties,  who  expunged  the  Hainton 
polling  place,  leaving  the  majority  of 
voters  in  that  district  from  four  to  five 
miles  to  go  to  the  poll  at  the  next 
Qenercd  Ellection.  although  Hainton  was 
and  is  now  a  polling  place  for  Mid-Lin- 
colnshire, and  the  Hainton  School-room 
is  within  three  miles  of  all  those  resi- 
dent in  the  district  assigned  to  it ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  some  of  the  magis- 
trates alluded  to  are  connected  either 
with  the  polling  district  or  the  petty 
sessional  division  of  which  it  forms  part, 
and  that  the  whole  scheme  had  been 
unanimously  approved  by  the  finance 
committee,  advertised  in  the  county 
papers,  and  generally  assented  to 
throughout  Lindsey  ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  provision  in  any  Act  con- 
nected with  Parliamentary  elections 
which  will  enable  the  memorial  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district  to  bo  heard, 
and  the  local  authority  to  remedy  this 
or  any  other  grievance  in  those  schemes, 
for  providing  polling  places  which  have 
been  already  formally  approved  and 
adopted  throughout  the  Country  ? 

Sir  BEENHARD  SAMUELSON 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  "Whether 
ho  can  point  out,  in  the  Acts  of  this  or 
of  previous  Sessions,  any  provisions 
enabling  persons  to  obtain  redress  in 
those  cases  in  which  the  local  authori- 
ties have  not  made  adequate  provision 
of  polling  places  to  enable  voters  to  re- 
cord their  votes  without  too  great  loss 
of  time  and  other  inconveniences? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
EiCHARD  Webster)  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  magistrates  who  had  fixed 
the  polling  places  had  exercised  a  very 
wise  discretion,  and  had  done  their  best 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  district. 
The  fixing  of  polling  places  depended 
upon  the  Acts  of  1867,  1883,  and  1885, 
and  the  remedy  to  any  person  who 
thought  that  the  provisions  of  the  Acts 
had  not  been  comx)lied  with  was  to  move 
for  a  writ  of  mandamue  to  compel  the  au- 
thorities to  make  proper  appointments. 

ARMY— THE  BOXER  CARTRIDGE. 

Mr.  JERNINGHAM  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Houee  a 
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Statement  addressed  to  him  by  General 
E.  M.  Boxer  on  the  subject  of  the 
alleged  failure  of  the  Boxer  Cartridge  in 
the  late  operations  in  the  Soudan  ? 

Thb  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  The  transactions  to  which 
this  Memorandum  refers  occurred  15 
years  ago.  There  is  much  controversial 
matter  in  the  statement;  and  as  the 
ordinary  means  of  publication  are  open 
to  General  Boxer,  I  must  decline  to  pre- 
sent it  officially  to  Parliament. 

BUSINESS   OF  THE  HOUSE-MEDICAL 

RELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 

REMOVAL  BILL. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
considering  the  extraordinary  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  the  Medical  Eelief 
Bill  would  be  read  a  second  time  to- 
morrow, and  whether  he  would  also 
imdertake  to  insert  a  clause  giving  a 
positive  and  direct  instruction  to  the 
overseers  to  make  out  supplementary 
lists  of  voters  who  had  been  omitted 
from  the  regular  lists  through  receiving 
medical  relief  ? 

TheOHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  make  no  promise 
as  to  such  a  technical  point  as  that  sug- 
gested ;  but,  of  course,  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  would 
attend  to  the  matter,  and,  no  doubt,  if 
such  a  clause  were  necessary,  would  put 
it  in.  It  was  their  wish  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  if 
they  were  able  to  have  the  I3ill  cir- 
culated to-morrow  morning,  they  would 
ask  the  House  to  give  it  the  second 
reading  to-morrow. 

NAVY— FINANCIAL  ADMINISTRATION 
OF  THE  ADMIRALTY. 

Mb.  STEWART  MACLIVER  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  form  of  the  promised  inquiry  respect- 
ing the  finances  had  been  considered, 
and  whether  it  would  be  departmental  or 
would  be  a  full  and  searching  inquiry 
by  a  Committee  of  that  House  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Geouge 
Hamilton)  :  As  Lord  Northbrook  pro- 
poses to  make  a  statement  on  this 
subject  in  **  another  place "  to-mor- 
row, aad  considering  the  high  posi- 
tion lie  has  occupied,  not  only  in  the 
late  Liberal  Government,  but  in  pre- 
vious Administrations,  it  would  not  be 
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proper  or  courteous  to  him  for  the  Gk)- 
vernment  to  publicly  express  the  exact 
shape  or  nature  of  the  inquiry  they 
propose  to  institute  until  they  are  in 
possession  of  the  statement  which  Lord 
Northbrook  proposes  to  make. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN— REPORTED 
DEATH  OF  THE  MAHDI. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  has  any  official  in- 
formation of  the  reported  death  of  the 
Mahdi? 

TheUNDER  SECRETARYof  STATE 
(Mr.  Bourke)  said,  the  Government  had 
received  from  official  sources  informa- 
tion to  the  same  effect  as  that  which 
was  given  in  the  newspapers  ;  but  there 
was  nothing  definite. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
RIOT  AT  WATERFORD. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  information  from  Waterford 
respecting  a  very  serious  riot  which  took 
place  there  yesterday  between  the  police 
and  the  militarv  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  It  is  the  case,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  that  a  disturbance  took  place  at 
Waterford  yesterday.  I  have  received 
the  following  telegram  from  the  General 
Officer  commanding  in  Ireland : — 

"  Tolegxam  just  received  from  General  Officer 
commanding  Cork,  reporting  disturbance  at 
Waterford  last  night  between  troops  and 
civilians.  One  civilian  stabbed  by  picket  sentry 
and  died.  Troops  confined  to  barracks  and 
Court  of  Inquiry  ordered." 

I  can  give  no  further  information  than 
is  contained  in  the  newspapers  until  the 
Report  is  received. 

CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  saw  by 
the  Orders*  that  the  Crofters'  Bill  was 
marked  with  the  asterisk  as  if  it  were  a 
Government  Order.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  it 
was  intended  to  proceed  with  it? 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  tiie  EXCHE- 
QUER :  That  is  a  mistake ;  it  ought  not 
to  be  "  starred." 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  that,  as  there 
was  no  block  against  this  Bill,  if  no  one 
else   did,   he  would  move    the  second 
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reading  of  the  Bill  when  the  Order  was 
reached. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  In  the  event 
of  the  second  reading  being  moved,  I 
shall  move  that  the  Order  be  dis- 
charged. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  LAY. 


SUPPLY— ARMY  (SUPPLEMENTARY). 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrrn) :  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  this  Vote  for  Men  was  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  on  the  27th  of 
April  last.  It  formed  part  of  the  pre- 
parations which  were  then  sanctioned 
by  the  House  in  the  Vote  of  Credit  for 
various  Departments.  From  some  cause 
or  other  the  Vote  for  Men  was  not  then 
taken  ;  but  to  a  considerable  extent  the 
men  themselves  have  been  raised,  and  it 
has  become  necessary  that  a  Vote  should 
be  taken  in.  order  to  give  legal  authority 
to  what  has  been  done.  No  doubt,  the 
late  Government  entertained  a  hope 
that  it  might  not  be  necessary — I  hope 
also  that  it  may  not  be  necessary  now — 
that  the  whole  force  ol  35,000  men 
should  be  raised.  But  the  Vote  having 
been  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  was  asked 
for  being  now,  to  a  large  extent,  the 
same  as  those  which  existed  then,  it 
does  not  appear  to  the  Government  that 
they  can  ask  at  present  for  a  less  num- 
ber than  35,000  men.  I  share  the  hope 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  on  Thursday  last,  that  the 
negotiations  which  are  now  proceeding 
may  terminate  satisfactorily  so  far  as 
the  delimination  of  the  frontier  between 
Afghanistan  and  Russia  is  concerned ; 
bat  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  a  delay 
has  occurred  which,  at  all  events,  has 
prevented  an  agreement  or  understand- 
m%  on  that  question,  and,  inasmuch  as 
this  Vote  is  part  of  the  whole  under- 
standing on  which  Parliament  sanc- 
tioned the  Vote  of  Credit,  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  nor  to  the  Government 
possible  to  ask  for  a  less  number  of 
men ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  may  say 
that  there  is  no  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  call  up  the  men 
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to  the  Colours  if  they  are  not  required, 
and  if  the  occasion  does  not  arise. 
Between  11,000  and  12,000  men  under 
the  operation  of  the  orders  issued  by 
the  late  Government  have  been  called 
to  the  Colours,  and  they  have  responded 
with  great  alacrity  to  the  demand  made 
for  their  services.  To  that  extent  the 
numbers  borne  on  the  strength  of  the 
Army  are  in  excess  of  those  authorized 
by  Parliament  at  the  present  moment, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  submit  this  Vote  in  the  form  in  which 
I  now  submit  it.  I  confess  that  I  am 
reluctant,  and  as  far  as  the  Government 
are  concerned  they  are  reluctant,  to  ask 
for  the  whole  Vote.  We  have  enter- 
tained the  hope  that  a  complete  under- 
standing might  have  been  arrived  at 
with  Russia  before  this  period.  While 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  in- 
tention to  advance  in  any  degree  beyond 
the  demands,  with  reference  to  the 
Afghanistan  Frontier,  of  their  Prede- 
cessors, the  House  and  the  country 
will  feel  that  it  is  impossible  for 
them  to  recede  from  the  engage- 
ments which  have  been  deliberately 
entered  into  by  the  Government  of  this 
country  with  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan. 
We  hope  that  an  arrangement  may 
shortly  be  concluded ;  but,  until  it  is 
concluded,  we  must  maintain  the  condi- 
tion of  preparation  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment thought  to  be  necessary,  and 
which  we  ourselves  believe  to  bo  neces- 
sary. I,  therefore,  ask  for  power  from 
the  Committee  to  raise  the  full  number 
of  35,000  men  if  it  should  be  deemed 
necessary. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  further  number  of  Land  Forces,  not 
exceeding  35,000  (all  ranks),  be  maintained  for 
the  service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1886.'* 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINQTON  : 
I  do  not  propose  to  question  in  any  way 
the  discretion  of  the  Government  in 
moving  this  Vote  for  35,000  men.  I 
must,  however,  point  out  that  the  course 
which  is  being  taken  with  regard  to  the 
Vote  of  Credit  and  this  Vote  is  not  ab- 
solutely consistent.  This  Estimate  was 
laid  on  the  Table  at  the  same  time  as 
the  Vote  of  Credit  for  £11,000,000,  and 
it  was  then  contemplated  that  a  large 
increase  of  the  Army  should  be  made,  not 
only  by  the  process  of  suspending  the 
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transfer  from  the  Colours  to  the  Reserve, 
but  also  by  calling  up  a  larger  number 
of  Reserve  men  to  the  Colours.  Subse- 
quently, my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Childers)  stated  to  the  House  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  changed  aspect  of 
afiPairs,  it  was  probable  that  the  whole 
Vote  of  Credit  for  £11,000,000  would 
not  be  expended,  and  he  stated  what 
proportion  of  the  sum  would  probably 
be  spent,  and  what  it  would  probably 
be  necessary  to  provide  out  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  of  the  year.  That  Estimate 
has  been  in  substance,  as  I  under- 
stand, adopted  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment. A  revised  Vote  of  Credit,  there- 
fore, will  obviously  not  provide  for  so 
large  an  increase  in  the  Army  as  was 
asked  for  by  the  late  Government.  That 
portion  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  which  was 
to  have  been  expended  upon  guns  and 
military  stores  in  Egypt,  of  course,  is 
not  susceptible  of  much  reduction  ;  but, 
with  the  Ways  and  Means  available 
to  the  Government,  I  may  point  out  that 
it  is  not  possible  to  provide  for  the 
35,000  men  asked  for.  It  is  perfectly 
true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
pointed  out,  that  an  addition  of  some 
kind  is  necessary.  From  the  process  of 
retaining  men  with  the  Colours  who 
would  have  passed  into  the  Reserve 
there  is,  at  the  present  moment,  a  con- 
siderable number  of  men  in  excess  of 
the  Establishment.  What  that  excess 
will  be  it  is  impossible  to  say  until  it  is 
decided  how  long  the  Proclamation  sus- 
pending the  men  from  passing  out  into 
the  Reserve  is  to  remain  in  force.  It 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, or  my  intention,  if  no  further 
change  had  occurred  in  the  affairs  of 
Afghanistan  or  in  the  negotiations 
with  Russia,  to  have  asked  for  the 
whole  of  these  35,000  men.  I  recog- 
nize, however,  the  force  of  the  ob- 
servations made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  ;  and  on  his  assur- 
ance that  it  is  not  proposed  to  call 
out  any  further  number  of  men  unless 
they  are  absolutely  required,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  insist  on  any 
reduction  of  the  Vote,  though,  perhaps, 
a  more  logical  course  than  that  proposed 
might  have  been  adopted.  There  is, 
however,  one  question  which  may  bo 
most  conveniently  asked  on  this  Vote, 
and  that  is,  whether  the  Government 
have  formed  any  intention  of  increasing 
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the  number  of  troops  which  it  had  been 
previously  decided  to  retain  in  Egypt  ? 
The  Committee  will  have  seen,  from  the 
Papers  presented  the  other  day,  that  it 
is  not  intended  to  withdraw  the  troops 
on  the  Nile  further  than  Wady  Halfk ; 
and  that  the  Province  of  Dongola,  as  far 
as  Akasbeh,  and  the  railway,  are  to  be 
held.  I  do  not  now  want  to  ciiticize 
that  position.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  no 
decision  had  been  come  to,  as  to  what 
was  to  be  done  with  the  Nile  Railway, 
when  the  late  Government  left  Ofice ; 
and  it  is  not  very  clear  what  useful  ob- 
ject can  be  served  by  the  railway  when 
the  Province  of  Dongola  and  the  prin- 
cipal positions  in  that  Province  have 
been  relinquished  in  pursuance  of  the 
orders  given  by  the  late  Government. 
But  what  I  desire  to  ask  is,  whether  that 
decision  to  complete  the  railway  and  to 
protect  it  would  involve  the  detention,  on 
the  frontier  of  Egypt,  of  a  larger  Force 
than  was  previously  contemplated.  Lord 
Wolseley  has  stated  in  one  of  the  Papers 
which  have  been  presented,  that  the 
number  of  battalions  of  Infantry  re- 
quired, exclusive  of  the  garrison  of 
Suakin,  for  Egypt,  Assouan,  and  the 
Nile  Frontier  is  12^^  battalions.  In  a 
telegram  presented  iri  the  Papers  printed 
the  other  day,  Lord  Wolseley  suggests 
that  if  it  were  intended  not  to  retire  from 
Dongola,  it  would  be  necessary  to  main- 
tain 18^^  battalions  instead  of  \2\  bat- 
talions. As  I  understand  no  decision 
has  been  arrived  at  by  the  Government 
to  retain  Dongola,  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther their  decision  to  keep  the  railway 
and  to  protect  it  would,  in  their  opinion, 
entail  an  increase  of  the  Force  for  the 
police  of  Lower  Egypt  and  the  protection 
of  the  Nile  Frontier,  and  whether  such  a 
decision  would  not  diminish  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  Force  being  very  con- 
siderably reduced  ?  In  the  Papers  pre- 
viously presented,  the  Committee  will 
see  that  the  Government  accepted  the 
advice  of  Lord  Wolseley  and  General 
Stephenson  on  that  point  pending  fur- 
ther consideration.  They  were,  how- 
ever, of  opinion  that  tho  Force  men- 
tioned as  necessary  to  be  retained  in 
Egypt  would,  in  all  probability,  be  found 
to  be  excessive  ;  and  if  there  was  no  ad- 
vance on  the  part  of  the  Mahdi,  they 
were  inclined  to  think  that  it  would  not 
be  requisite  to  maintain  a  permanent 
Force  as  large  as  that  indicated  by  Lord 
Wolseley.    I3at  now,  if  a  considerable 
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Force  is  to  be  employed  in  the  protection 
of  a  railway  considerably  in  advance  of 
the  frontier  previously  decided  upon,  it 
is  doubtful  whether  such  a  reduction  of 
the  Force  would  be  possible.  The  only 
question  I  desire  to  put  now  is,  whether 
the  Gk>vemment  have,  in  consequence  of 
the  decision  to  complete  the  railway  and 
protect  it,  formed  any  opinion  as  to  the 
increase  of  Force  in  Egypt  that  will  be 
necessary  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE :  I  may 
at  once  reply  to  the  noble  Marquess  that 
there  is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  increase  the  Force  in 
£g3rpt  by  reason  of  the  retention  of  the 
railway  which  has  been  in  course  of  con- 
struction, and  for  which  all  the  materials 
and  the  rolling  stock  are  on  the  spot. 
The  Government  do  not  think  it  right, 
nnder  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  that 
a  railway  which  has  been  constructed  at  a 
considerable  expense,  and  the  construc- 
tion of  which  had  not  been  stopped  when 
they  took  Office,  should  be  forthwith 
abandoned.  It  was  represented  that  the 
holding  of  that  position  would  be  a 
valuable  strategical  operation,  and  that 
it  would  enable  us  to  check  any  rapid 
advance  from  the  South.  Under  the 
ourcumstances,  seeing  that  the  railway 
would  be  behind  the  Force  which  would 
hold  the  head  of  the  railway,  it  was  con- 
sidered desirable  to  accede  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Officer  commanding.  There  is, 
I  repeat,  no  intention  to  increase  the 
Force  in  Egypt,  and  it  will  give  the  Go- 
vernment satisfaction  if,  after  consulta- 
tion with  Lord  Wolseley,  they  find  that 
it  may  be  possible  to  decrease  it.  I  can 
only  repeat,  so  far  as  the  original  Vote 
is  concerned,  the  assurance  that  I  have 
given  before.  It  is  not  proposed  to  in- 
crease^the  strength  of  the  Army  beyond 
the  extent  that  may  be  required  for  the 
exigencies  of  the  moment ;  but,  on  our 
responsibility,  we  think  it  our  duty  to 
ask  for  the  amount  of  Force  which  I  have 
stated,  although  we  hope  that  we  shall 
have  no  occasion  to  avail  ourselves  of 
the  margin  between  the  actual  number 
of  troops  now  enlisted  and  those  which 
might  be  raised  under  the  Vote. 

Sbr  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  would  like  to  ask  his  right  hon. 
Friend  whether  he  would  prefer  that  a 
general  discussion  on  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Army  should  be  taken 
on  this  Vote  for  Extra  Men,  or  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Reserves  ?    It  was  import- 


ant to  know  what  would  be  the  most 
convenient  course  for  the  Government 
and  the  Conimittee. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  for 
information  in  reference  to  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  Expedition  to  Bechuanaland, 
how  long  their  Forces  would  be  continued 
there,  and  what  had  been  the  total  ex- 
penditure already  incurred  ?  He  also 
wished  to  know  what  would  be  the  total 
expenditure  in  connection  with  the  Sou- 
dan War,  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
garrisons  in  Egypt,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE:  In 
reply  to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot),  I  must  leave  it  to  the 
Chairman  and  the  Committee  to  decide 
when  a  general  discussion  can  most  fitly 
be  raised.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  that  it  should  be 
taken  on  this  Vote  if,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee,  that  course  is  the  most 
desirable,  or  on  a  later  Vote  upon  which, 
I  understand,  it  may  also  be  properly 
taken.  In  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  G^eorge  Campbell),  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  am  not  yet  in  possession  of 
such  decisive  and  clear  information  in 
regard  to  the  operations  in  Bechuana- 
land as  will  enable  me  to  give  a  com- 
plete answer  to  the  question  he  has  put 
to  me.  The  Government  hope,  however, 
in  the  course  of  a  few  days,  to  receive 
information  from  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son and  Sir  Charles  Warren,  which 
will  enable  us  to  indicate  to  the  House 
the  course  which  we  think  it  will  be 
most  expedient  to  adopt.  As  to  the 
cost  of  the  operations  in  Egypt,  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  addressed  any  question  to  me  upon 
that  subject.  But  if  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  obtain  the  best  Esti- 
mate that  can  be  framed  in  regard  to 
the  cost  of  those  operations,  I  will  en- 
deavour to  obtain  one ;  but,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knows,  it  would  be  a  very 
difficult  matter  to  separate  the  charges 
of  the  War  Office  from  the  war  provisions 
and  the  transport,  and  other  expendi- 
ture, whioh  go  to  make  up  the  total  cost  . 
of  such  an  Expedition,  unless  such  ex- 
penditure has  been  kept  separate  in  the 
first  instance.  Nevertheless,  if  it  is  the 
wish  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  en- 
deavour to  do  the  best  I  can  to  supply 
the  information. 
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The  chairman  :  Wliat  is  there  in 
this  Vote  which  has  reference  to  the 
question  of  Bechuanaland  ?  As  a  rule, 
a  general  discussion  in  Supply  has  been 
allowed ;  but  all  other  discussions  have 
been  confined  strictly  to  the  subject  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and,  that  being  so,  I 
am  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  proper 
occasion  on  which  to  raise  a  general 
discussion  is  on  the  Supplementary  Vote 
for  the  number  of  Men.  It  has  been 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  that  the  general  discussion 
should  be  taken  on  the  Vote  for  the  Be- 
serves.  It  would  be  entirely  out  of  Order, 
and  I  should  not  be  prepared  to  sanc- 
tion a  general  discussion  on  the  Vote  for 
the  Beseryes  ;  and  I  think  that  any  ge- 
neral discussion  which  it  is  considered 
desirable  to  raise  will  undoubtedly  be 
more  conveniently  and  appropriately 
taken  on  this  Vote. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that,  after  the  intimation  which  had  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair,  he  would  at  once  enter  upon 
the.  general  questions  he  was  anxious  to 
bring  before  the  Committee.  In  the 
first  place,  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
never  had  a  Minister  for  War  succeeded 
to  Office  under  more  difficult  and  trying 
circumstances  than  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  done  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
believed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
perfectly  right  and  justified  in  asking 
for  these  35,000  men,  and  he  was  very 
much  surprised  at  the  tone  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Marquess  who  had 
just  sat  down ;  because  if  there  was  any 
man  who  understood,  or  whb  ought  to 
understand,  the  present  position  of 
affairs  abroad,  especially  in  regard  to 
Afghanistan,  Egypt,  and  Bechuanaland, 
it  was  the  noble  Marquess.  He  was 
perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  the  sum  of 
money  which  had  been  asked  for  was 
not  sufficient  to  pay  or  to  keep  these 
35,000  men  ;  but  the  noble  Marquess 
knew  perfectly  well  that  of  the  35,000 
men,  10,448  had  been  abeady  raised  in 
excess  of  the  number  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion. The  noble  Marquess  also  knew 
that  2,537  had  been  summoned,  and 
had  joined  from  the  Reserves.  He  was 
also  aware  that  the  number  who  had 
been  authorized  to  join  by  their  own 
application  was  969,  and  that  the  esti- 
piated  number  of  time-expired  i^en  who 
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were  retained  with  the  Colours  was 
4,100.  And  yet,  with  all  these  addi- 
tional men,  they  had  only  at  the  present 
moment  10,448  above  the  Estimate  that 
was  voted  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session,  or  rather,  he  shoidd  say,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  second  SessioD, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  present  year. 
He  had  read  with  great  interest  a  Me- 
morandum which  the  noble  Marquees 
had  published,  in  which  in  the  most 
honourable  and  creditable  manner  he 
had  given  full  credit  to  all  who  had 
worked  with  him  during  the  last  two 
years  at  the  War  Office.  He  would  ven- 
ture, if  the  noble  Marquess  would  allow 
him,  as  an  humble  Member,  to  do  so,  to 
give  to  the  noble  Marquess  himself  all 
the  credit,  which  he  thought  eYery 
Member  of  the  House  was  prepared  to 
give  to  him,  for  having  endeavoured,  by 
every  means  in  his  power,  to  place  the 
Army,  it  was  necessary  to  send  abroad, 
on  the  spot  to  which  it  had  to  go  in  a 
thoroughly  efficient  and  effective  state. 
He  was  glad  that  the  noble  Marquess 
had  placed  upon  record  his  views  with 
regard  to  all  of  those  who  had  served 
under  him ;  and  he  did  not  suppose  that 
in  so  short  a  time  any  man  had  had  to 
send  out  so  many  Expeditionary  Forces — 
small,  no  doubt — to  maintain  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  country.  He  believed 
that  the  good  which  the  sending  out  of 
those  Armies  had  done  in  the  interests  of 
the  country  was  incalculable.  It  showed 
that  they  did  not  rely  upon  that  timid 
policy  which  everyone  abroad  thought 
they  held,  and  that  they  were  not  goin^ 
to  give  up  possession  of  the  great  and 
magnificent  Colonies  and  Possessions 
which  they  had  in  South  Africa  without 
striking  a  blow  for  them.  So  far  as 
Bechuanaland  was  concerned,  they  had 
showed  that  they  were  determined  not 
only  to  maintain  the  honour  and  in- 
terests of  this  country,  but  to  protect 
those  Native  Races  whom  they  were 
bound  in  honour  to  protect.  In  regard 
to  Afghanistan,  the  noble  Marquess  had, 
of  course,  been  forced  by  circumstances 
to  make  every  provision  for  placing  an 
efficient  Army  in  the  field.  Only  the 
other  night — and  the  House  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  statement— they 
were  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), that  now  that  Penjdeh  had  been 
ceded,  there  was  only  one  thing  left  for 
set^ement — ^namely,  the  ZulfikiMr  FaOQ* 
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The  Penjdeh  incident  had  passed  away ; 
this  was  the  only  one  point  at  issue,  and 
in  reference  to  that  Bussia  had  given 
her  word  of  honour  that  the  ZulOkar  Pass 
should  be  retained  by  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan. If  he  knew  anything  of  his 
country,  they  would  insist  that  Kussia 
should  keep  her  word ;  and  this  circum- 
stance formed  another  reason  why  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  bound  to  keep  up  the  war 
preparations  which  had  been  begun  by 
the  noble  Marquess.  The  noble  Marquess 
stated  that  he  had  equipped  and  sent  out 
three  Armies  to  serve  in  the  Soudan. 
They  all  knew  what  happened  in  regard 
to  the  first  Army ;  and  all  he  would  say 
was  that  the  heroism  and  discipline  of 
the  British  troops  which  composed  that 
Army  had  never  been  better  shown  than 
at  Tamai  and  El  Teb.  No  finer  disci- 
pUne  could  have  been  displayed,  and 
no  troops  could  have  been  better  handled 
hy  the  officers  than  the  Force  which  won 
the  batUes  of  Tamai  and  El  Teb.  The 
(General  Commanding  had  admitted  that 
he  had  made  a  mistake;  and  he  was 
not  above  stating  it  publicly  in  his 
despatch.  Instead  of  attributing  blame 
to  anybody  else,  he  was  quite  ready  to 
take  it  upon  his  own  shoulders.  But 
that  fact,  instead  of  diminishing,  greatly 
increased  the  force  of  the  observation 
he  wished  to  make  to  the  Commit- 
tee— namely,  that  the  gallantry  of  the 
officers  and  the  discipline  of  the  men 
who  fought  those  two  battles  was  be- 
yond praise.  If  the  noble  Marquess 
had  deferred  to  the  opinions  of  those 
who  knew  the  circumstances  best  at  the 
time,  and  had  sent  the  Force  on  to 
Berber,  the  life  of  that  noble  and  gallant 
man — General  Gordon — might  have  been 
Raved.  But  other  things  intervened; 
voices  below  the  Gangway  were  heard ; 
and  the  noble  Marquess  thought  it 
better,  after  having  sent  the  Expedition 
to  Soakin,  to  withdraw  it,  and  to  leave 
Osman  Bigna  to  go  on  with  the  depre- 
dations he  had  committed  for  so  long  a 
time.  The  noble  Marquess  sent  another 
Expedition  to  Suakin  more  recently — a 
very  large  Expedition  —  to  assist  the 
Army  of  Lord  Wolseley,  struggling  at 
the  time,  as  it  was  thought,  upon  the 
Nile.  That  Army,  numbering,  if  he  re- 
coUeoted  rightly,  no  less  than  12,000 
men,  was  well  equipped.  He  did  not 
intend  to  enter  into  a  description  of  all 
that  had  happened  in  th^  course  of  that 


Expedetion;  but  he  might,  perhaps, 
be  permitted  to  say  that  the  gallantry, 
heroism,  and  discipline  of  both  men  and 
officers  at  Baker's  Zareba  were  almost 
unparalleled.  They  had  saved  an  Army 
from  annihilation.  Strange  to  say,  no 
inquiry  had  been  held  into  the  circiun- 
stanoes  of  that  day.  He  would  not  ask 
what  were  the  reasons  why  there  had 
been  no  inquiry.  He  would  only  ven- 
ture to  say  that  in  the  Navy,  whenever 
anything  happened  to  a  ship,  or  when 
anything  went  wrong,  an  inquiry  was 
held,  not  for  the  sake  of  humiliating, 
degrading,  or  blaming  any  man,  even  if 
that  man  had  not  done  his  duty,  but  in 
order  to  see  what  was  the  excuse  and 
explanation  for  the  position  in  which  the 
ship  had  been  placed.  He  would  not 
say  one  word  against  the  gallant  Officer 
in  command  on  the  occasion  to  which 
he  referred;  but  having  regard  to  the 
number  of  killed  and  wounded,  and  to 
the  utter  distruction  of  the  transport,  he 
thought  that,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Army  and  of  the  gcdlant  General  him- 
self, it  would  have  been  more  satisfac- 
tory if  some  official  inquiry  had  taken 
place,  so  that  it  might  have  been  shown 
how  it  was  that  a  well-disciplined  Force, 
and  a  Force  occcupying  such  a  position, 
could  have  been  overtaken  by  such  a 
calamity  as  that  which  befel  the  Army 
at  Baker's  Zareba.  The  gallantry  of 
the  men  and  of  the  officers  on  that  occa- 
sion stood  out  most  conspicuously.  They 
might  educate  men  for  the  Staff  at  Col- 
leges ;  but  they  could  not  put  into  them 
those  soldier's  brains,  that  eagle  eye, 
and  quickness  of  action,  which  alone 
made  the  soldier,  whatever  his  learning 
might  have  been.  He  deeply  lamented 
what  had  occurred  at  Baker's  Zareba ; 
but  he  had  thought  it  right  to  mention 
these  circumstances  in  the  interests  of 
the  gallant  men  who  fought  at  Baker's 
Zareba,  and  whose  services  had  received 
scant  notice  and  recognition,  while 
honours  had  been  conferred  thickly  upon 
others.  In  passing  from  that  subject, 
he  would  only  repeat  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  attach  blame  to  any  gallant 
officer;  he  simply  thought  that  some 
inquiry  ought  to  have  been  instituted, 
and  that  an  investigation,  in  which  all 
the  facts  would  have  been  brought  out, 
would  have  been  much  more  satisfac- 
tory, not  only  to  the  gedlant  Officer  in 
command,  but  to  the  Army  which  he 
had  the  honour  of  qonunanding.    Thei^ 
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there  was  the  third  Expedition— namely, 
the  Expedition  up  the  Nile — and  he 
did  not  suppose  that  in  the  history 
of  any  country  there  had  ever  been  a 
more  laborious,  or  a  more  magnificent 
undertaking ;  and  if  it  had  only  come  to 
a  successful  termination  it  would  have 
been  one  of  the  most  brilliant  achieve- 
ments the  Army  had  ever  performed. 
It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  in  a  coun- 
try like  Egypt  the  climate  was,  to  a  great 
extent,  similar  to  that  of  India,  and  yet 
the  Expedition  went  up  the  Nile  without 
any  men  to  do  the  duty  of  camp  fol- 
lowers. The  men  composing  the  Force 
were  required,  not  only  to  row  the  boats 
themselves,  but  to  do  things  of  every 
sort  and  kind.  Yet  they  never  mur- 
mured or  complained,  but,  whether 
Irishmen,  Scotchmen,  or  Englishmen, 
cheerfully  moved  up  to  the  front  ani- 
mated but  with  the  one  idea  of  doing 
their  duty  and  doing  honour  to  their 
Queen  and  country.  When  they  found 
a  body  of  men  like  those  performing 
satisfactorily  the  herculean  task  they 
undertook,  and  overcoming  every  diffi- 
culty, he  maintained  that  they  deserved 
some  special  and  signal  mark  of  appre- 
ciation at  the  hands  of  Her  Gracious 
Maj  esty .  There  was  one  action  he  would 
like  specially  to  mention — namely,  the 
battle  of  Abu  Klea — if  the  Committee 
would  pardon  him  for  a  moment.  He 
held  in  his  hand  one  of  the  most  inte- 
resting accounts  he  had  ever  read  of  that 
action,  from  the  pen  of  an  officer  serving 
with  his  own  old  regiment  there,  whose 
Commanding  Officer  said  to  him,  before 
he  went  out — **  Depend  upon  it  there 
will  be  stirring  times  in  Egypt.  There- 
fore, whenever  you  have  an  opportunity, 
put  down  from  day  to  day  what  occurs 
within  your  own  knowledge,  so  that  you 
may  be  able  to  give  a  truthful  and  accu- 
rate account  of  what  happens  under  your 
own  eyes."  And  what  did  that  officer 
say? — 

*<  At  about  8  o'clock  the  square  was  formed 
up  and  advanced.  This  was  roughly  our  posi- 
tion.** 

He  should  like  to  show  the  letter  to  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite.  There  was  a 
sketch  of  the  position  marking  where 
every  regiment  was  placed,  and  where 
the  guns  were  situated  both  in  the  front 
and  in  the  rear  of  the  square.  These 
guns  were  all  inside  the  square,  the 
artillery  in  rear  of  the  front,  and  the 
naval    guns  in   front  of   the   rear   of 
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the  square.  The  letter  went  on  to 
say— 

''  In  advancing  the  fire  was  very  hot,  and  the 
men  hegan  falling  very  thick.  Dickson — now 
Colonel  Dickson,  of  the  Royal  Dragoons— waa 
wounded  almost  at  once ;  so  was  Beach,  of  the 
2nd  Life  Guards ;  they  were  both  sent  hack  to 
the  Zareha.  The  skirmishers  were  then  Bent 
out  to  the  flanks  and  front,  and  the  enemy 
were  seen  retiring  in  numbers.  On  gaining  the 
rising  ground  we  came  in  view  of  a  long  line  of 
the  enemy's  fla^s  on  the  Wady  on  our  left 
front.  My  first  idea  was  that  the  enemy  were 
retiring  leaving  their  flags ;  but  we  soon  found, 
to  our  cost,  that  this  was  not  the  case.  At  this 
period  Lord  St.  Vincent,  our  adjutant,  was  shot 
on  my  right ;  he  was  placed  on  a  cacolet.  When 
we  were  some  600  yards  or  less  from  the  flags 
we  halted  for  a  minute  or  two  in  a  hollow.  The 
ground  was  very  hilly,  rough,  stony,  and 
broken.  In  advancing  again  the  order  was 
given  to  bring  up  our  right  shoulders  ;  at  the 
same  time  we  saw  that  the  line  of  flags  was  by 
no  means  deserted,  but  that  there  was  a  dense 
mass  of  the  enemy  lying  in  the  long  grass. 
When  about  300  or  400  yards'from  the  enemy 
they  rose  up  in  three  masses  and  advanced  on 
us,  wheeling  round  on  the  right,  and  keeping 
their  dressing  most  beautif  ullv.  The  skirmishers 
stopped  to  fire — a  fatal  mistake,  as  they  masked 
our  fire  in  running  in.  The  Naval  Brigade, 
with  the  Gardner  gun,  tried,  at  the  scune  time, 
to  come  into  action  on  the  left  rear  comer  of 
the  square,  but  the  square  closing  up  to  the 
front  left  them  out  in  the  cold.  Colonel  Bur- 
naby  ordered  the  4th  and  6th  Dragoon  Guards 
to  wheel  up  and  protect  them.  This  caused 
more  confusion,  as  they  all  got  mixed  up  with 
our  men.  The  Gar<iner  gun  was  now  run 
back  and  brought  up  between  the  Greys  and 
the  Lancers.  The  skirmishers,  at  the  same 
time,  ran  in,  causing  more  confusion.  In  much 
less  time  than  I  have  taken  to  write  this,  the 
enemy  oame  on  with  a  terrible  rush  and  were 
into  us,  and  a  hand-to-hand  encounter  took 
place.  The  right  side  of  the  square  was  on 
higher  ground :  they  kept  firing  over  our  heads 
when  we  were  driven  into  the  camels  diagonally. 
The  camels,  I  fancy,  although  they  were  the 
cause  of  much  confusion,  ultimately  saved  a 
complete  disaster,  as  they  formed  a  dense  mass 
which  prevented  the  enemy  from  getting  fur- 
ther." 

There  was  only  one  other  passage  he 
wished  to  read — 

**  The  Naval  Brigade  was  driven  back  and 
had  to  leave  their  gun.  However,  we  all  made 
a  rush  forward  and  got  them  back.  After  15 
minutes  or  so  the  enemy  broke  and  turned. 
After  this  there  was  frightful  confusion,  and 
it  took  a  long  time  to  get  our  men  (such  as  re- 
mained) together.  The  enemy  were  seen  retir- 
ing on  all  sides,  and  for  some  time  we  continued 
to  fire  on  them." 

He  believed  that  to  be  a  fair  and  cor- 
rect account  of  the  battle  of  Abu  Klea, 
and  it  showed  that  the  enemy  broke 
through  and  got  into  the  square  while 
Colonel  Burnab^  was  trying  to  brin^  in 
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the  naval  guns.  That  caused  the  con- 
fusion which  ensued,  and  the  Guards, 
the  Royal  Sussex  Regiment,  the  Mounted 
Infantry,  and  the  Heavy  Oamel  Corps 
were  then  enabled  to  display  their  dis- 
cipline and  courage,  and  mose  qualities 
which  had  made  their  fighting  men  the 
wonder  and  the  astonishment  of  the 
world.  He  maintained  that  something 
more  than  ordinary  compensation  ought 
to  be  given  to  those  men.  Medals  no 
doubt  were  very  good  things,  and  would 
be  well  received;  but  there  was  some- 
thing more  than  that  required.  The 
men  who  had  done  that  work  had  per- 
formed labour  which  in  India  and  else- 
where would  have  been  performed  by 
camp  followers.  All  their  clothes  had 
been  destroyed,  and,  therefore,  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  batta  ought  to  be 
^ven  to  them.  He  thought  it  was  only 
right  that  that  should  be  done,  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  and  the  interests 
of  the  Army,  for  men  who  had  deserved 
80  well  and  fought  so  bravely  under  a 
gallant  and  distinguished  General  like 
Lord  Wolseley.  They  all  knew  that  re- 
commendations for  nonours  had  been 
made  generously,  but  they  knew  also 
that  those  honours  would  not  go  very 
far ;  and  it  was  necessary  that  the  men 
should  not  only  receive  their  full 
need  of  praise,  but  also  the  substantial 
recognition  which  he  thought  it  was 
admitted  their  conduct  deserved.  He 
only  desired  now  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reference  to  the  increase  of  the 
Army.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
had  always  believed,  ever  since  short 
eervice  was  first  adopted,  that  it  could 
not  possibly  be  of  use  unless  the  Army 
was  increased  by  10,000  men.  But 
now,  when  they  came  to  look  at  the 
calls  upon  the  Army  of  this  country, 
when  they  looked  at  their  magnificent 
Empire,  at  the  greater  England  far 
away  from  these  small  Islands,  he 
thought  no  one,  even  among  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  on  the 
other  side,  would  say— •*  Not  another 
man."  He  wished  he  could  say — "  No 
more  war."  If  they  wished  to  maintain 
their  position,  they  could  only  maintain 
it  by  being  prepared  for  war.  It  was 
because  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  just 
assumed  the  Office  of  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  that  he  wished  to  call  his  at- 
tention publicly  to  the  matter,  and  to 
ask  him  to  look  carefully  into  this  ques- 
ti<m  of  short  service.  Even  the  noble  Meur- 
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quess  opposite  would  not  wish  to  send 
short  service  men  to  India,  because  he 
knew  very  well  that  they  would  not  be 
able  to  do  the  duty  required  of  them  in 
that  great  Empire  which,  in  the  future, 
they  would  have  still  further  to  protect. 
If  he  was  right  in  his  contention,  instead 
of  withdrawing  their  Forces  from  India, 
they  would  have  to  increase  them.  What 
was  it  that  they  had  generally  done 
hitherto  ?  They  had  invariably  denuded 
the  Army  at  home  of  old  soldiers  in 
order  to  keep  up  the  Army  in  India; 
and  the  consequence  was  that  whenever 
they  had  anything  like  a  small  war — 
such  as  the  War  in  Egypt — on  their 
hands,  they  were  obliged  immediately 
to  call  out  their  Reserves — ^those  very 
men  whom  they  ought  to  have  in  re- 
serve for  a  time  of  emergency.  Some  of 
them  they  had  to  send  with  the  first 
Army  Corps  sent  out,  and  others  to  fill 
up  the  regiments  of  young  soldiers  at 
homt.  This  happened  whenever  they 
engaged  in  hostile  operations,  no  matter 
how  insignificant.  He  would  point  out 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  a  circum- 
stance which  had  been  admitted  by 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite ;  and 
proofs  might  be  given  by  the  score,  if 
any  were  wanted,  of  a  similar  state  of 
circumstances  in  other  instances.  The 
noble  Marquess  did  not  deny  that  in 
two  regiments  sent  to  Gibraltar  there 
were  men  who  had  never  gone  through 
their  rifle  exercise,  and  who  were  unfit 
to  be  sent  out  in  any  way  to  a  Station 
like  Gibraltar.  He  could  go  into  other 
cases;  but  he  had  simply  mentioned 
this  in  order  to  show  the  Committee 
exactly  what  the  state  of  afi'airs  was. 
At  Portsmouth,  at  Dover,  at  Aldershot, 
and  in  Ireland,  it  was  impossible  to  find 
men  enough  in  the  same  coloured  uni- 
form to  do  the  duties  necessary  to  be 
done  in  these  garrison  towns,  and  they 
found  men  in  green  uniform  doing  duty 
with  men  in  red  uniform;  the  reason 
being  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient 
number  of  efficient  men  belonging  to  the 
same  regiments  as  the  ordinary  guards. 
He  would  go  a  step  further.  The  noble 
Marquess  said  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  increase  the  depots  at  home 
when  both  battalions  of  a  regiment 
were  abroad;  and  with  regard  to  15 
regiments  abroad,  the  noble  Marquess 
had  increased  the  depots  to  600  men. 
Here  he  would  point  out  to  his  right 
hon.    Friend    that    the    one    way    to 
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make  the  men  efficient,  and  know 
their  duty,  was  to  have  able  and  re- 
sponsible officers  and  non-commissioned 
officers  ;  by  keeping  them  at  the  depot 
centres  with  the  same  officers  and  non- 
commissioned officers,  and  by  treating 
them  fairly,  honourably,  and  reason- 
ably, until  they  had  learned  their  duty 
and  their  discipline  as  soldiers.  No  man 
ought  to  be  placed  in  the  ranks  until 
discipline  had  been  thoroughly  taught 
to  him,  and  he  was  able  to  understand 
it.  To  put  men  on  sentry  would  not 
teach  them  what  their  duty  was,  and  to 
put  men  on  sentry  who  were  only  half- 
drilled  led  to  all  sorts  of  mischief.  He 
ventured  to  call  the  attention  of  his  riffht 
hon.  Friend  to  that  fact,  and  to  remind 
him  that  those  depots  ought  to  be 
the  places  from  which  the  men  should 
be  sent  out  to  join  their  regiments,  and 
that  they  should  be  large  enough  to 
furnish  the  men  who  were  to  go  out 
to  the  battalion  in  the  Colonies  or  in 
India.  When  they  were  filling  up  a 
regiment  from  home,  the  men  they  sent 
out  ought  to  be  in  a  perfectly  trained 
condition.  They  ought  to  have  a  first 
Army  Corps  with  every  battalion  that 
was  necessary,  and  there  ought  to  be  a 
second  Army  Corps  which  could  be  mo- 
bilized whenever  it  was  considered  de- 
sirable, and  into  which,  if  necessary, 
might  be  put  some  of  the  Reserves.  He 
did  not  think,  for  a  moment,  that  the 
necessities  of  the  country  would  decrease. 
Looking  at  the  views  and  opinions  now 
entertained  by  foreign  nations  in  regard 
to  colonization,  and  their  desire  to  take 
every  available  spot  of  land  for  them- 
selves, it  became  the  more  necessary  for 
this  country,  both  in  regard  to  the 
Army  and  Navy,  that  they  should  abso- 
lutely be  prepared  for  war.  He  had 
only  one  word  more  to  add,  and  it  had 
reference  to  the  Cavalry.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  near  him  the  Member 
for  South  Hants  (Sir  Frederick  Fitz- 
Wygram)  called  attention  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Cavalry  in  a  speech  de- 
livered on  the  19th  of  March  last.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  justified  in 
saying  that  there  was  not  a  single  regi- 
ment of  Cavalry  which  could  be  sent  out 
complete  in  men  and  horses.  They  had 
at  present  six  regiments  of  600  men, 
with  only  400  horses,  and  13  regiments 
with  450  men  and  300  horses.  He 
would  advise  the  Government  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  France  and  Ger- 
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many.  What  did  those  countries  do  with 
regard  to  their  Cavalry  and  Artillery  ? 
They  always  kept  those  branches  of  the 
Service  up  to  their  war  strength,  because 
they  knew  very  well  that  they  could 
not  make  it  up  at  a  moment's  notice. 
The  Cavalry  Reserve  was  all  very  well ; 
but  they  would  have  to  give  the  men 
training^  ag^in  before  they  could  venture 
to  send  them  upon  active  service.  Of 
what  use  was  a  man  who  had  not  been 
upon  the  back  of  a  horse  for  two 
years  ?  At  a  pinch  there  was  not  much 
time  for  preparation,  particularly  if 
they  got  into  a  critical  position;  and 
noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  be  found  coming  down  to 
the  House  and  saying  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  money  should  be  voted 
for  preparation  even  in  the  interest  of 
peace.  Let  them  now  make  prepara- 
tions while  they  had  time.  He  had 
ventured  to  submit  those  observations 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  knowing  that 
he  could  not  alter  the  present  po- 
sition of  affairs;  but  he  hoped  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  by  a  firm  bear- 
ing and  by  a  determination  to  do  that 
which  was  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  country,  would  show  foreign  nations 
that  they  had  lost  none  of  those  quali- 
ties which  had  made  this  country  su- 
Eerior  to  others,  not  only  in  acquiring, 
ut  in  maintaining  the  Possessions  they 
had  in  India  and  elsewhere.  He  would 
ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  look  care- 
fully into  all  those  matters,  and  to  carry 
out  such  a  policy  and  make  such  prepara- 
tions as  would  keep  them  in  that  proud 
position  which  they  had  occupied  for  so 
many  years. 

Mr.  RTLANDS  said,  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  made  a  speech 
which  he  was  sure  the  Committee  had 
listened  to  with  much  interest ;  but  it  was 
a  speech  of  a  character  which  was  not 

gerfectly  original  as  proceeding  from 
is  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  although 
it  certainly  sprung  from  a  desire  to 
secure  the  efficiency  of  the  Service  to 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  be- 
longed. No  doubt  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  was  one  that 
was  perfectly  consistent  with  the  Vote 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith).  But  the  way  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  submitted 
the  Vote  was,  in  his  (Mr.  Rylands) 
opinion,  neither  busiaess-Uke  nor  satis* 
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factory.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
came  down  to  the  House  and  asked  the 
Ctommittee  to  give  him  a  Vote  of 
35,000  men,  while  he  said,  at  the  same 
time,  that  he  did  not  want  the  men,  and 
did  not  expect  to  want  them.  If  the 
necessity  arose  it  might  he  necessary  to 
raise  men,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ba* 
ronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  said  the  necessity 
existed  now.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
ronet was  perfectly  consistent,  and  he 
did  not  flinch  for  a  moment  from  express- 
ing the  views  he  had  on  more  than  one 
occasion  presented  to  the  House.  The 
bon.  and  gallant  Baronet  said  that  the 
men  were  wanted,  and  he  was  prepared 
to  pass  the  Vote  and  follow  up  the  conse- 
quence of  that  Vote — namely,  by  finding 
the  money  for  paying  35,000  men.  If  the 
advice  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
was  to  be  followed,  and  if  they  were  to 
assert  in  Egypt  the  position  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  invited  them  to  assume, 
no  doubt  they  would  want  those  35,000 
men,  and  possibly  a  great  many  more 
than  35,000  men.  But  he  (Mr.  Eylands) 
asked  the  Committee  to  look  at  the  ques- 
tion, in  the  first  instance,  as  a  Committee 
of  business  men.  He  would  recall  to 
their  recollection  what  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  told 
tiiem  when  he  asked  originally  for 
35,000  men.  The  noble  Marquess  and 
the  Government,  of  which  he  was  a  dis- 
tinguished Member,  came  down  to  the 
House  under  circumstances  of  great 
anxiety.  He  told  them  that  an  addition 
to  the  Army  might  be  necessary  in  order 
to  support  the  interests  of  the  country ; 
and  he  asked  for  a  large  sum  of  money 
as  well  as  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
men,  placing  on  the  Table  a  Vote  in  the 
shape  of  a  Supplementary  Estimate  for 
the  proposed  increase  of  35,000  men. 
But  a  great  many  things  had  happenea 
since  the  noble  Marquess  came  down  to 
the  House,  and  among  other  things  the 
late  Prime  Minister  had  made  a  most 
important  statement  to  the  House. 
Would  any  hon.  Member  get  up  and  say 
that  the  condition  of  things  was  as  acute, 
as  difficult,  and  as  dangerous  as  it  was 
at  the  time  the  Vote  of  Credit  and 
the  Supplementary  Estimate  were  laid 
upon  the  Table?  He  contended  that 
the  circumstances  had  entirely  changed. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  were  to  come  down  to  the  House 


and  tell  them  that  he  wanted  a  further 
sum  of  money — if  he  were  to  say,  in 
fact,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  spend 
not  only  the  Vote  of  Credit,  but  some 
millions  more,  ho  could  then  under- 
stand a  proposal  for  power  to  raise 
those  35,000  men;  but  he  altogether 
objected  to  a  Vote  which  gave  to  the 
Government  the  power  of  raising  men 
which  they  themselves  were  not  pre- 
pared to  say  were  wanted.  Not  only 
so,  but  they  would  not  have  the  means 
of  paying  for  this  additional  number  of 
men  if  they  obtained  power  to  raise 
them ;  and  if  they  were  raised  it  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  to  come  down 
to  the  House  for  an  additional  sum  of 
money  in  the  form  of  a  Supplementary 
Estimate.  It  was  quite  clear  from  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess  that 
the  late  Government  did  not  intend  to 
ask  for  this  large  number  of  men.  The 
noble  Marquess  stated  distinctly  that  he 
had  kept  this  Vote  from  the  judgment 
of  the  Committee,  because  he  enter- 
tained strong  hopes  that  this  very  large 
number  of  35,000  men  would  not  be  re- 
quired. He  gathered  from  what  the 
noble  Marquess  had  said  that  evening 
that  the  late  Government  had  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  ne- 
cessary to  ask  for  the  full  number  of 
additional  men,  or  for  any  larger  num- 
ber than  the  actual  number  which  had 
been  enlisted  up  to  the  present  time. 
He  was  glad  to  see  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  in  his  place.  He  had  been  looking 
round  for  him  with  some  anxiety.  He 
was  satisfied  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  consent  to  give  to  the  Government 
the  power  of  raising  35,000  men  when 
they  could  not  affirm  that  they  were 
really  wanted,  but,  on  the  contrary,  de- 
clared that  they  were  not  likely  to  want 
them.  He  would,  therefore,  propose  to 
reduce  the  Vote  from  35,000  to  12,000, 
which  was  the  number,  as  he  under- 
stood, that  had  actually  enlisted,  and 
the  number  which  he  gathered  from  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess  was 
considered  sufficient  for  the  purposes  the 
late  Government  had  in  view.  He  be- 
lieved it  to  be  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  the  Committee  of  Supply  in  that 
House  should  conduct  their  affairs  in  a 
business-like  manner.  He  was  quite 
prepared  to  believe,  because  he  had 
always  had  reason  to  suspect  it,  that 
there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  mal- 
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administration  at  the  Admiralty  for  a 
long  course  of  years.  He  did  not  know 
what  might  be  the  case  in  regard  to  the 
War  Office ;  but  the  time  was  rapidly 
approaching  when  it  would  become  ne- 
cessary to  investigate  the  manner  in 
which  the  business  of  the  country  was 
carried  on  in  all  the  great  Departments 
of  the  State.  There  were  certainly  rea- 
sons to  suppose  that  for  the  large  amount 
of  money  expended  year  by  year  upon 
the  Army  the  country  did  not  get  their 
money's  worth.  There  appeared  to  be  a 
want  of  business  habits,  and  other  cir- 
cumBtanceB  which  led  to  the  greatest 
possible  waste  and  confusion.  Allusion 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B,  Barttelot)  to  fjircumctances  which  had 
occurred  in  Egypt  which  had  led  to  the 
destruction  of  a  number  of  gallant  men 
through  the  mismanagement  of  the 
ofiicer  in  command.  The  greatest  pos- 
sible amount  of  consternation  was  pro- 
duced in  tho  minds  of  the  people  of 
this  country  when  the  intelligence  was 
first  receivod  here;  and  he  would  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  before  the  discussion  closed,  to 
ifly  whether  lii?  intended,  in  answer 
to  the  appeal  uf  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet,  to  institute  an  inquiry?  He 
could  inform  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Expedition  to 
Egypt  to  which  allusion  had  oeen  made 
had  been  such  as  to  create  in  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  this  country  a  consider- 
able amount  of  anxiety  and  alarm.  It 
was  naturally  asked  how  it  could  be 
possible,  and,  if  so,  why  it  was  possible, 
that  they  could  send  out  their  brave  sol- 
diers to  carry  on  the  wars  of  this  coun- 
try, and  6dlow  them  to  be  all  but  sacri- 
ficed through  the  disastrous  results  of  a 
blunder  ?  It  might  turn  out  that  it  had 
not  been  the  result  of  a  blunder ;  but, 
at  any  rate,  the  whole  circumstances 
.  ought  to  be  inquired  into,  and  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  that 
in  all  such  cases  there  ought  to  be  an 
inquiry,  just  as  there  was  in  the  Navy. 
"Wnenever  a  ship  was  lost  there  was  a 
court  martial,  and,  in  the  same  way, 
whenever  any  circumstance  arose  in  con- 
nection with  the  administration  of  the 
Army  to  call  for  special  comment,  and 
which  excited  a  suspicion  that  a  serious 
disaster  had  barely  been  averted,  it  was 
not  only  right,  but  absolutely  necessary 
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for  the  future  well-being  of  the  Army 
and  the  satisfaction  of  the  country,  that 
that  circumstance  should  be  fully  and 
impartially  inquired  into.  He  had  long 
been  of  opinion  that  in  this  country 
they  ought  not  to  go  in  for  a  large 
Army,  but  for  a  well-equipped  and  tho- 
roughly accoutred  Army ;  they  ought  to 
have  a  well-appointed  and  a  well-trained 
Army,  a  perfectly  efficient  Army,  and 
they  ought  to  have  behind  that  Army 
considerable  Reserves  in  this  country. 
He  strongly  objected  to  an  over-grown 
Army  intended  to  support  a  system  of 
needless  interference  in  foreign  affairs, 
and  in  questions  in  which  British  inte- 
rests were  not  concerned.  He  would 
cordifidly  welcome  any  Government  who 
would  heartily  set  to  work  to  secure  effi- 
cient and  well-trained  men  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  economical  administration 
of  the  Army.  He  entirely  disapproved 
of  voting  an  unnecessarily  large  number 
of  men  in  order  to  justify  a  large  expen- 
diture upon  them ;  and  upon  that  account 
he  did  not  sympathize  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  in  his  desire  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  increase  the  strength  of  the 
Army  to  35,000  men.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  number  of  men  be  re- 
duced from  35,000  to  12,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  further  numher  of  Land  Foroee,  not 
exceeding  12,000  (all  ranks),  be  maintained  for 
the  service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886."— (ifcfr.  Ryland*.) 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  did 
not  rise  to  support  the  proposal  of  the 
hon. Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands), 
however  desirable  the  hon.  Member 
might  believe  it  to  be,  to  reduce  the 
number  of  men  on  the  score  of  economy. 
There  was  one  thing  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  above  economy,  and  that 
was  efhciency  ;  and  when  he  found  that 
there  was  agreement  between  the  noble 
Marquess  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  who 
now  presided  over  the  War  Office,  he 
certainly  did  not  think,  judging  from 
the  opinion  of  those  high  authorities, 
that  there  was  much  probability  of  the 
services  of  the  whole  of  the  35,000  men 
being  required.  He  took  that  opportu- 
nity of  warmly  congratulating  his  right 
hon.    Friend    upon    his    appointment, 
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although  he  had  uDdoubtedly  under- 
taken a  most  difficult  task,  as  he  had 
probably,  by  that  time,  found  out.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  possessed  great  ad- 
mmistrative  talent,  having  had  previous 
official  experience  not  only  at  the  Trea- 
sury, but  also  at  the  Admiralty ;  and  he 
trusted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
find  that  finance  at  the  War  OflSce  was, 
at  all  events,  superior  to  that  which  dis- 
tinguished the  administration  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty.  However  that 
might  be,  he  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  not  remain  long  in  his 
present  position  without  finding  out  that 
which  almost  all  of  his  Predecessors  had 
found  out.  Quot  hominet,  tot  sententtce. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  would  discover 
that  he  had  a  vast  amount  of  skilled 
opinion  to  consider,  and  that  a  great 
number  of  schemes  would  be  placed 
before  him.  He  would  also  be  required 
to  deal  with  a  considerable  number  of 
grievances  of  one  sort  and  another ;  and 
he  sincerely  trusted  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  form  no  opinion  at  present 
upon  the  conflicting  claims  and  diversity 
of  opinion  likely  to  be  placed  before  him. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  had,  with  his  usual  force, 
placed  before  the  Committee  the  very 
gallant  eonduct  of  their  troops  in  the 
Soudan.  He  (Lord  Eustace  Oecil) 
thought  there  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
House,  whether  a  civilian  or  a  military 
man,  who  would  not  agree  with  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  as  to  the  gallantry 
displayed  by  the  troops.  He  would  go 
further — if  it  were  possible  to  go  further 
—and  say  that  the  bravery  displayed 
by  the  men,  under  the  most  trying  cir- 
cumstances, was  commended  by  the 
united  feeling  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
however,  went  a  little  further,  and  had 
touched  npon  a  somewhat  delicate  mat- 
ter. The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
had  referred  to  what  seemed  to  be  at 
first  a  very  serious  disaster ;  but  what, 
owing  to  the  bravery  of  their  troops, 
was  converted  into  a  victory.  As  he 
understood  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
he  asked  for  a  court  martial.  [Sir 
Walter  B.  Bakitelot  :  No.]  At  all 
events,  his  hon.  and  |;allant  Friend 
asked  for  an  inquiry  which  might  lead 
to  a  court  martial.  He  believed  that  a 
Question  was  asked  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 


War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  not 
many  weeks  ago  upon  the  same  matter; 
and  the  reply  of  the  noble  Marquess 
was  that  he  had  referred  the  question 
to  Lord  Wolseley,  and  that  Lord 
Wolseley  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  as 
General  Commanding-in-Chief,  that  if 
an  inquiry  was  considered  necessary  he 
would  institute  one,  but  that  he  did  not 
at  present  think  the  matter  ought  to  go 
further.  It  was  a  very  delicate  matter. 
He  had  no  wish — and  he  was  sure  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  did  not 
wish — to  cast  undue  blame  upon  any 
officer  concerned  in  the  matter.  [Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot  :  No ;  I  do  not.] 
He  quite  believed  that,  and  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  did  not  intend  to 
impute  blame  to  anybody ;  but,  of 
course,  when  they  came  to  inquire 
into  circumstances  of  that  kind,  it  was 
pre-supposed  that  the  inquiry  would, 
more  or  less,  be  made  public ;  and  if  it 
were  made  public,  no  doubt  a  great  deal 
might  be  said,  when  the  results  of  the 
inquiry  were  laid  before  the  House, 
which  had  better  not  be  stated.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  an  inquiry 
of  this  kind  should  be  left  entirely  to 
the  Commanding  Officer  in  Egypt,  and 
to  the  Executive  Authorities  at  home. 
K  they  acted  up  to  their  duty,  he  be- 
lieved the  officer  who  was  more  particu- 
larly concerned  would  not  escape  blame, 
and  might  even  incur  punishment ;  but 
it  would  be  a  somewhat  serious  matter, 
at  least  as  far  as  the  officers  themselves 
were  concerned,  if,  through  any  mis- 
fortune, perhaps  not  of  their  own  bring- 
ing about,  they  were  to  incur  public 
blame,  and  be  exposed  to  the  ordeal  of 
a  court  martial,  and,  probably,  to  a 
punishment  still  worse  than  a  court 
martial.  He,  therefore,  thought  it  was 
better,  under  the  circumstances,  that  the 
Commander-in-Chief  should  use  his  dis- 
cretion, and  by  private  inquiry  ascertain 
whether  any  of  the  officers  were  to 
blame,  and,  if  so,  ask  them  to  resign 
their  commissions.  He  admitted  with 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  a 
serious  disaster  had  occurred ;  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Executive  to  inquire 
into  the  cause  of  it ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  if  they  were  called  upon  they 
would  do  their  duty  in  the  matter.  If  he 
might  be  bold  or  presumptuous  enough 
to  offer  one  or  two  suggestions  upon  the 
general  question  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
he  would  like  to  do  so.  He  thought  that 
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in  all  questions  in  regard  to  the  Army 
and  the  number  of  men  they  were  bound 
to  fall  back  upon  the  question  of  effi- 
ciency as  opposed  to  that  of  economy. 
He  thought  they  were  bound  to  trust  to 
those  who  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
say  what  was  required  and  what  was 
not  required ;  and  from  the  experience 
he  had  obtained  in  Pall  Mall  he  had 
never  yet  been  able  to  learn  that  any 
estimate  had  ever  been  made  of  the 
actual  number  of  troops  required  for 
the  defence  of  the  country,  and  for  pro- 
perly providing  for  the  defence  of  their 
fortifications  emd  gcurisons  abroad.  He 
knew  that  the  question  had  been  con- 
sidered, and  he  recollected  a  statement 
made  by  Lord  Airey  about  it  at  the 
time  that  noble  Lord  was  at  the  head  of 
a  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  state  of  their  military  de- 
fences. Lord  Airey  said  at  that  time — 
and  he  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  believed  that 
it  would  still  be  found  to  be  the  case — 
that  no  estimate  by  experts  and  no  evi- 
dence had  ever  been  obtained,  although 
there  had  been  an  immense  amount 
of  talk  both  in  the  newspapers  and  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  as  to  the  exact 
number  of  men  required  for  the  defence 
of  that  Empire.  They  aU  knew  that 
130,000  were  usually  put  down  in  the 
Estimates  as  the  number  that  was  re- 
quired, and  he  had  not  a  word  to  say 
^out  that.  But  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  among  military  men  and  among 
the  public  generally  that  a  great  many 
of  the  men  were  too  young  and  too  im- 
mature. The  whole  question  of  short 
and  long  service  hung  upon  that.  It 
was  useless  to  think  of  long  service  again 
to  any  extent,  because  he  was  able  to 
say,  £rom  his  own  experience,  that  men 
would  not  enlist  for  long  service.  Not 
one-fourth  of  the  men  that  were  re- 
quired would  think  of  enlisting  for  long 
service ;  and,  therefore,  they  must  adopt 
short  service,  and  take  what  they  could 
get.  In  the  Army  Estimates,  at  page  7, 
the  Effective  Forces  were  put  down.  He 
laid  great  stress  on  the  word  *'  effec- 
tive." The  Effective  Forces  required 
were  130,000  men.  Now,  he  held  that 
all  men  under  one  year's  service  were 
not  effective ;  and,  therefore,  he  should 
like  to  see  in  the  Army  Estimates  in 
future  a  separation  drawn  and  a  dis- 
tinction made.  He  thought  it  would  be 
a  very  easy  matter,  when  the  House  of 
Commons   were    called    upon    to    vote 
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130,000  men,  to  show  that  out  of  that 
number  there  were  probably  100,000 
soldiers  of  more  than  one  year's  iservice, 
and  30,000,  or  whatever  the  number 
might  be,  who  were  under  one  year's 
service.  The  House  would  then  be  en- 
abled to  see  exactly  where  they  were. 
They  would  know  the  number  of  imma- 
ture men  they  had  at  their  command, 
and  also  the  number  of  men  they  could 
count  upon  for  the  defence  of  the  oeuntry 
in  a  case  of  emergency,  or  for  defending 
their  fortifications  and  garrisons  abroad. 
That  could  not  be  a  very  difficult  matter 
to  arrive  at.  They  had  every  year  a 
Eeturn  given  to  them;  but  the  public 
and  the  country,  and  even  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  did  not  under- 
stand the  Estimates,  and  were  accus- 
tomed to  run  away  with  the  idea  that 
because  130,000  men  were  given  in  the 
Estimates,  those  130,000  men  were  in  a 
fit  condition  to  be  sent  abroad  to  under- 
take any  duty.  There  never  was  a 
greater  mistake.  Probably  35,000,  or 
even  more,  of  the  entire  number  were 
simply  recruits  not  at  all  fit  for  active 
service.  He,  therefore,  thought  it  was 
only  right  that  the  men  should  be  pro- 
perly classified.  He  thought  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  imderstand  what  he 
meant  when  he  said  that  in  the  Navy 
the  boys  were  classified  differently  from 
the  able  seamen.  The  Committee  at 
once  understood  that  they  were  boys, 
just  as  they  would  understand  that  Uie 
young  solders  under  one  year's  service 
were  recruits;  and  then  the  House  of 
Commons  woidd  be  able  to  see,  by 
taking  into  consideration  also  the  num- 
ber of  the  Eeserves  at  the  command  of 
the  War  Office,  exactly  what  the  num- 
ber of  men  was  upon  whom  they  could 
depend.  He  again  said,  as  he  had 
stated  before,  that  he  felt  some  sort  of 
decision  should  be  come  to  at  the  War 
Office  as  to  the  number  of  men  that  were 
actually  required.  He  did  not  want 
more.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  in 
that  respect,  and  it  was  unnecessary^^  to 
secure  the  services  of  one  man  more 
than  was  actually  required;  but  what 
he  did  want  was  that  every  man  who 
was  placed  in  the  Army  Estimates  as  a 
soldier  should  be  fit  for  duty,  ready  to 
go  anywhere  and  do  anything,  and  with 
less  than  that  he,  for  one,  would  certainly 
not  be  satisfied.  There  was  a  third 
suggestion  wbich  he  desired  to  make  to 
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Lis  right  hon.  Friend,  who  might  accept 
it  for  what  it  was  worth.  They  had 
been  told  by  Lord  Wolseley,  in  a  de- 
spatch laid  upon  the  Table  that  morn- 
ing, that  their  troops  must  remain  in 
Egypt.  He  would  read  the  exact  words 
of  Lord  Wolseley — 

"Yon  cannot  get  ont  of  Egypt  for  many 
years  to  come.** 

If  that  were  correct — and  ho  had  no 
doabt  that  it — was  he  would  not  ask  for 
a  declaration  of  policy  from  the  Govern- 
ment at  that  moment ;  but  if  that  was 
the  case,  he  thought  they  must  cut  their 
coat  according  to  their  cloth,  and  be 
prepared  to  send  out  troops  which  would 
be  able  to  stand  the  climate.     That  led 
him  to  a  matter  which  he  had  often  ad- 
vocated in  that  House,  and  he  had  ad- 
vocated it  also  out  of  the  House,  both 
in  writing^  and  in  other  ways — namely, 
the  employment  of  coloured  troops.    He 
found,  on  reading  that  most  interesting 
book  The  Journal  of  General  Gordon^  that 
he  was  supported  by  General  Gordon 
himself  in  bis  recommendation  that  there 
should  be  a  further  adoption  of  coloured 
troops.     He  had  over  and  over  again 
spoken  about  this  matter ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  a  return  to  the 
old  policy   of  20,  30,  or  40  years  ago 
would  be  a  very  wise  step.     There  were 
then    three    West  India  regiments,   a 
Ceylon  Bifle  Corps,  a  St.  Helena  Corps, 
and  the  Cape  Mounted  Bifles,  besides 
all  the  coloured   troops  they  had    in 
India.   What  number  of  coloured  troops 
had  they  now  ?     If   hon.   Gentlemen 
would    examine  the   Army  List,  they 
would  find  that  there  were   only  two 
West  India  regiments  beyond  and  above 
the  Sepoy  regiments.    If  they  were  to 
hold  Worth  Africa,  and  to  retain  their 
position  in  Egypt,  and  to  protect  their 
large  Possessions   at  the  Cape  and  in 
South  Africa,  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  have  troops  able  to  stand  the 
climate  of  the  tropics.     He  would  read 
the  extract  to  which  he  had  referred  from 
General  Gordon's  journal.     He  did  not 
think  there  ought  to  be  the  slightest 
difficulty  in  ascertaining   what   troops 
were  necessary  for  service  in  India.    He 
would  not,  of  course,  under  the  circum- 
stances, think  of  choosing  Arabs  or  Ma- 
hommedans ;  but  it  would  be  very  easy 
indeed  to  take  troops  from  other  parts 
of  Africa,  troops  who  were  certainly 
brave,  and  who  would  do  good  service 
if  properly  officered.     Some  time  ago 


he  had  asked  a  Question  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  if 
it  was  true  that  a  certain  number  of 
Zulus  were  to  be  enlisted  for  service  in 
the  Soudan  ?   His  Question  was  received 
with   a  sort  of  jeer  by  hon.  Members 
from  the  Sister  Island,  and  he  was  asked 
whether  he  wished  to  have  savages  em- 
ployed ?    He  had  certainly  no  desire  to 
see  savages  employed;  but  he  did  not 
see  why  any  troops  they  enlisted  for 
employment  in  the  Soudan  or  anywhere 
else  should  be  classed  as  savages.     He 
had  a  personal  acquaintance  with  the 
Kaffirs;  and  he  believed  that,  if  they 
were  properly  drilled  and  officered  by 
Europeans,  they  would  become  as  good 
troops  as  any  they  had  in  the  Service. 
As  to  the  question  of  savages,  he  be- 
lieved   that    the    people    of    civilized 
countries  had  committed  acts  in  times 
of  insurrection  or  revolution  quite  as 
horrible  as  any  that  had  ever  been  com- 
mitted by  what  were  considered  to  be 
savage  races ;  and  he  did  not,  therefore, 
see  that    this  feeling  with  regard    to 
savages  applied  to  one  race  more  than 
to  another.    But,  however  that  might 
be,  he  was  of  opinion  that  there  were 
in  Africa  men  who,  under  proper  disci- 
pline and  led  by  proper  officers,  would 
be  equal  to  any  service  that  might  be 
required  of  them.     General  Gordon  was 
of  the  same  opinion,  and  he  would  now 
turn  to  a  passage  in  General  Gordon's 
Journal  which  by  accident  he  had  come 
across  that  morning.    At  page  1 89  Gene- 
ral Gordon  said — he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  bear  with  him  while  he 
read  it,  for  no  one  had  ever  had  greater 
experience  of  coloured  troops  than  that 
gallant  officer  both  in  Asia  and  Africa. 
Therefore,   he  did  not  know  that  he 
could  cite  a  better  authority  than  Gene- 
ral Gordon,  who  said — 

'*  I  believe  that  a  good  recruitment  of  Blacks 
and  Chinese  would  give  England  all  the  troops 
she  wants  for  Expeditions;  mixed  with  one- 
sixth  English,  I  would  garrison  India  with 
Chinese  and  Blacks — with  one-sixth  English  no 
Army  could  stand  against  us." 

That  was  General  Gordon's  recorded 
opinion,  and  whether  General  Gordon 
was  right  or  wrong  it  was  for  others  to 
judge.  The  view  of  General  Gordon 
certainly  agreed  very  much  with  the 
opinion  he  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  had 
long  entertained.  The  employment  of 
coloured  troops  would  also  compare  very 
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favourably  with  regard  to  the  oost. 
There  could  be  no  question  that  the 
English  soldier  was  about  the  most  ex- 
pensive article  the  country  could  pos- 
sibly have.  He  fully  admitted  that, 
when  they  got  him  in  perfection,  no 
finer  or  braver  man  existed,  and  that 
be  had  always  done  and  always  would 
do  very  good  service.  It  was  oalcolated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Portter),  a 
good  many  years  ago,  that  every  Eng- 
Ush  soldier  of  20  years  of  age  cost  £100. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  every 
English  soldier  now  cost  £120,  and 
possibly  more ;  and  when  that  was  com- 
pared with  the  comparatively  small  cost 
of  the  Blacks,  he  believed  that  in  the 
end,  considering  the  vaat  Possessions 
they  held,  they  must  be  driven  to  do 
something  of  that  kind ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, threw  it  out  for  the  consideration 
of  his  right  hon.  Priend.  He  did  not 
know  that  it  was  necessary  to  trouble 
the  Committee  much  longer.  He  cer- 
tainly felt  very  strongly  indeed  that, 
after  all  their  discussions,  of  whidi  this 
was  probably  the  last  in  which  he  would 
take  part  in  that  House— but  after  all 
the  discussions  they  had  heard  year 
after  year  from  one  side  of  the  House 
and  the  other,  it  was  almost  a  disgrace 
that  they  could  not  introduce  some  prac- 
tical plan  which  could  give  satisfaction 
to  all — ^not  only  to  those  inside,  but 
those  who  were  outside  the  House,  who 
had  a  constant  tendency  to  a  scare.  It 
was  always  being  thought  that  this 
country  was  liable  to  be  invaded,  and 
it  was  always  fancied,  and  sometimes 
feared,  that  they  had  not  a  sufficient 
number  of  troops  to  keep  up  the  old 
prestige  of  England  should  the  necessity 
arise.  He  maintained  that  such  a  state 
of  things  in  a  wealthy  country  like 
this,  with  men  who  had  spent  their  lives 
in  Btudyiug  the  wants  and  the  require- 
ments of  the  country;  who  had  over 
and  over  again  talked  of  them  both 
inside  the  House  and  out  of  it — such  a 
state  of  things,  he  maintained,  was 
a  disgrace,  and  especially  when  it 
was  put  on  the  ground  of  economy. 
It  was  the  duty,  no  matter  what 
Party  was  in  power,  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  come  down  and  say — **  So 
many  men  are  required  and  so  many 
ships,  or  otherwise  we  will  not  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  safety  and  honour  of 
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the  country."  Until  that  was  done  there 
would  be  this  constant  scare  in  regard 
to  invasion.  Over  and  over  again  they 
were  complaining  of  the  want  of  military 
and  naval  power,  and  were  making 
themselves  almost  the  laughing  stock  of 
foreign  countries  in  this  matter,  because 
they  knew  perfectly  well  that  we  had 
both  the  men  and  the  money  if  we 
ehose  to  employ  them.  The  only  reason 
why  it  existed  arose  from  that  miserable 

Earsimony  and  economy  which  overtook 
on.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  when  in  Opposition,  without  any 
regard  to  the  honour  and  glory  of  the 
country  and  the  efficiency  of  its  Military 
and  Naval  Services, 

General  Sm  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  regretted  very  much  to  hear, 
from  a  remark  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord,  who  had  just  addressed 
the  Committee,  that  they  were  about  to 
lose  his  distinguished  services.  The 
noble  Lord  had  had  great  experience  in 
connection  with  military  matters  and 
was  a  very  high  authority.  He  (Sur 
GFeorge  Balfour)  did  not  think  that  the 
Army  had  been  kept  in  an  efficient  state 
for  some  years  past.  Having,  during 
his  service,  had  occasion  to  assist  in 
deliberations,  and  to  make  calculations 
for  Army  organizations,  he  had  formed 
the  opinion  that  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  collect  data  by  which  to  fix  on  the 
strength  to  be  maintained.  The  one 
guiding  rule  was  money,  and  that  could 
only  be  fixed  by  the  nation ;  but  this 
principle  could  and  ought  to  be  acted  on 
— that  whatever  might  be  the  number 
of  men  required  the  Army  ought  to  be 
kept  in  an  efficient  state.  He  wished  to 
press  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the 
necessity  of  calculating  very  carefully 
the  number  of  men  required  during  one 
year  by  the  several  branches  of  the  Ser- 
vice, and  then  provide  for  maintaining 
the  depots  in  a  state  of  efficiency.  One 
of  the  things  they  had  always  had  to 
complain  of  was  the  insufficient  state  of 
the  depots.  An  examination  of  the 
monthly  Eetums  showed  that  for  some 
years  past  the  fixed  Establishment  of 
the  depots  had  been  quite  insufficient, 
the  actual  number  in  depots  being 
double  the  number  allowed — that  meant 
that  the  battalions  had  been  kept  below 
their  strength  in  order  to  fill  the  depots. 
This  drain,  added  to  the  number  of  men 
wanting  to  complete,  had  resulted  in  the 
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ftotire  Foioes  being  10,000  below  the 
Establishment.  He  also  wished  to  know 
how  long  it  was  intended  to  maintain  the 
Native  troops  at  Suakin?  It  was  not 
politioto  require  Native  troops  to  garri- 
son places  not  fit  for  European  soldiers. 
Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  it  was 
an  important  fact,  and  one  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  lip  to  a  recent  date  very  few 
men  in  the  Beserve  had  availed  them- 
selves of  the  Order  of  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  to  come  back  to  the 
Aimy.  He  believed  that  the  result 
would  have  been  very  different  had  cer- 
tain advantages  been  offered  to  the  men. 
The  Committee  would  remember  that 
he  had  already  drawn  attention  to  that 
subject.  Everyone  desired  to  see  old 
soldiers  retained  in  the  Army ;  but  he 
was  convinced  that  it  was  impossible  to 
keep  a  proper  proportion  of  old  soldiers 
in  the  Army  until  some  alteration  was 
made  in  the  present  system  of  deferred 
pay,  which,  as  it  stood  at  present,  was 
an  inducement  to  men  to  leave  the 
Colours  and  go  into  the  Beserve.  He 
thought,  in  the  interest  of  the  Service, 
that  the  system  should  be  done  away 
with,  and  that  instead  of  the  payment 
of  a  sum  of  money  a  free  ration  should 
he  given.  He  could  cite  Lord  Wolseley 
himself  as  an  authority  in  support  of 
the  view  which  he  was  now  recommend- 
ing. Lord  Wolseley  had  pointed  out 
with  reference  to  the  recent  Campaigns 
that  the  men  had  not  only  done  their 
duty  well,  but  cheerfully,  a  fact  which 
he  attributed  to  the  good  quality  of  the 
food  which  they  received.  He  (Colonel 
Colthurst)  thought  it  clearly  established 
that  the  ration  given  at  home  was 
scarcely  sufficient  for  the  men,  who  might 
he  said  to  be  enlisted  in  this  country  on 
false  pretences ;  because,  although  they 
were  told  they  would  get  1«.  a-day  and 
free  rations,  they  found  after  enlistment 
that  2d.  or  3d.  a-day  were  deducted  from 
the  amount  promised  them.  He  be- 
lieved the  right  hon.  GjBntleman  now  at 
the  head  of  the  War  Department  could 
not  do  anything  that  would  be  more 
beneficial  to  the  Army  in  the  sense  he 
^as  speaking  of  than  to  give  the  men 
what  they  were  told  they  would  get 
when  they  joined  the  Service — namely, 
a  free  ration.  He  sincerely  hoped  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  would 
be  directed  to  that  point ;  and  he  ven- 
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tured  to  suggest  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  also  consider  whether 
some  other  inducements  could  not  be 
held  out  to  men  to  rejoin  the  Army — 
men  who,  although  they  might  find  it 
difficult  to  get  Civil  employment,  would 
not  return  to  the  Coloui'S  on  account  of 
the  many  changes  that  were  made,  and 
the  general  state  of  uncertainty  which 
prevailed. 

SirBOBEBTLOYD  LINDSAY  said, 
he  had  no  desire  to  extend  the  discus- 
sion on  this  Estimate,  but  simply  rose 
to  make  a  very  few  remarks  with  refer- 
ence to  the  inquiry  which  it  was  sug- 
gested should  be  held  on  the  subject  of 
what  had  occurred  in  the  Soudan.  He 
ventured  to  point  out  that  hon.  Members 
would  do  well  not  to  place  any  great 
reliance  upon  information  received  from 
abroad,  which  very  often  came  from 
irresponsible  persons,  whether  news- 
paper reporters  or  officers  in  the  Service. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  in  dealing  with 
this  matter  the  only  person  to  whom 
they  could  look  for  sound  information 
was  the  Commander-in-Chief  himself, 
Lord  Wolseley.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  said  that  he 
desired  to  have  an  inquiry  instituted  in 
the  interest  of  the  officers  themselves. 
But  he  would  observe  that  when  things 
of  that  kind  were  onco  set  on  foot,  in- 
formation did  not  always  come  forward  in 
the  way  they  would  like  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  no  advantage 
would  result  from  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  If  any  in- 
quiry were  needed,  he  thought  it  should 
be  instituted  with  reference  to  the  un- 
certainty of  the  orders  given  to  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  the  recent  Cam- 
paign, but  that  the  proposal  for  such  in- 
quiry should  come  from  the  Cabinet 
alone.  He  was  induced  to  believe  that, 
had  the  orders  given  to  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  with  regard  to  the  friendly 
tribes  been  more  distinct,  his  difficulties 
would  have  been  greatly  diminished. 
There  was  one  point  to  which  he  desired 
to  call  attention.  In  his  opinion,  there 
was  both  difficulty  and  danger  in  putting 
rifles  into  the  hands  of  soldiers  not 
thoroughly  trained  to  their  use.  He 
considered  that  full  instruction  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  use  of  the  rifle,  and  he 
had  reason  to  believe  that  accidents 
had  occurred  to  Cavalry  soldiers  from 
the  want  of  such  instruction.     In  con- 
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elusion,  he  repeated  liis  opinion  that  no 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  if  the 
inquiry  into  the  war  in  the  Soudan  sug- 
gested by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
were  instituted. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oork  County  (Colonel  Colthurst)  had 
quoted  Lord  Wolseley  to  show  that  the 
troops  in  the  Soudan  had  done  so  well 
because  they  had  good  food.    But  if  his 
hon.   and  gallant  Friend  had  studied 
Lord  Wolseley's  despatches,  he  would 
have  found  that  that  was  not  entirely 
due  to  having  good  food,  but  to  the  ab- 
sence of  drink.     He  was  glad  to  hear 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands)  making  this  Motion.  His 
hon.  Friend  was  addressing  the  Com* 
mittee  when  he  entered  the  House,  and 
it  reminded  him  of  old  times  to  hear 
him  pitching  into  the  extravagance  of 
the  dovemmenti  and  he  said  to  himself 
—"There  is  one  live  Radical  left."  But 
if  they  were  to  go  on  with  the  old  policy 
adopted  of  late  years  by  the  country, 
sanctioned  by  a  large  majority  in  the 
House  of   Commons  and   by  the  late 
Government,  it  would  appear  that,  so 
far  from   Her   Majesty's   Government 
having  asked  for  too  many  men,  they 
had  not  asked  for  haU  enough.     What 
was  that  policy?    It  was  a  policy  of 
invading,    robbing,    bombarding,    and 
ravaging    unfortunate    countries    who 
were  weaker    than    ourselves.      Upon 
that  policy,  whether  pursued  by  Liberal 
or  Conservative  Governments,  he  looked 
with  the  utmost  horror;    he  regarded 
it  as   a  policy  hateful    in    itself   and 
injurious  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.     He  hoped  that  when  they  had 
a  new  House  of  Commons  and  a  now 
electorate    a    total    change    in     those 
things  would  be  brought  about.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  would  be  so ;  the 
new  electors  might  be  as  warlike  as  the 
old  ones;  but  he  looked  for  a  better 
state    of   things,   in  which  the    great 
Armies  they  were  now  called  upon  to 
vote  would   find  no  place.     For  those 
reasons,  he  should  vote  for  the  Motion 
of   his  hon.   Friend   the    Member    for 
Burnley  for  the  reduction  of  the  Army  ; 
and  he  trusted  that  it  would  lead  to  the 
country  not  having  in  future   a   great 
number  of  men  wherewith  to  work  out 
these  national  crimes. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  it  was  true 
that  they  had  had  several  wars  in  the  last 
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three  years ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to  cha- 
racterize the  policy  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  them  quite  so  strongly  as 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  done.  In 
the  opinion  of  some,  there  had  been  no 
great  strategy  shown    by  the    officers 
commanding.     The  men  had  fought  ex- 
tremely well ;  but  they  were  told  that 
their  good  behaviour  was  largely  owing 
to  the  fact  that  they  had  had  good  food 
and  very  little  drink.     That    brought 
him    to    the    point    he  wished  to   lay 
before     the     Committee.      He     asked 
what  did  the  private  soldiers  get  out 
of  all  this?    In   some   countries  they 
got  a  good  deal  of  plunder ;  but  in  our 
Campaigns,  with  the    exception  of    a 
medal  or  two,  they  got  nothing  what- 
ever.   He  would  go  farther  and  say  that 
now  that  they  had  household  suffrage, 
he  did  not  think  it  wise  to  shut  out  the 
private  soldier  from  distinction  in  the 
profession  of  arms.    That  had  certainly 
been  the  policy  of  the  late  Government. 
In  his  opinion,  there  was  only  one  way 
in  which  they  could  improve  the  posi- 
tion of  the  private  soldier,  and  that  was 
to  open  a  career  to  him  by  giving  a  cer- 
tain number  of  commissions  to  men  in 
the  ranks.     Of  course,  the  greater  num- 
ber of  soldiers  would  only  rise  to  the 
rank  of  Captain ;   they  would  not  all 
become  Generals  or    Field    Marshals, 
although  some  of  them  might  do  so. 
But  what  was   the  case  at  present? 
There  was  the    position    of   Quarter- 
master, which  was  given  to  men  who 
had  been  Quartermaster's  clerks,  whose 
duty  it  was,  amongst  other  things,  to 
take  an  account  of   the  stores  of   the 
regiment.     Those  were  men  taken  from 
their  duty  as  soldiers  and  put  to  a  use- 
ful occupation ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
those  commissions  led  to  anything  of 
advantage  to  the  men.     Then  there  was 
the  position   of  Eiding  Master;    they 
were  extremely  useful  men  in  a  regi- 
ment, but  their  rank  did  not  lead  to 
anything.     But;  leaving  out  those,  he 
asked  how  many  commissions  were  given 
to  private  soldiers  in  the  course  of  last 
year?     He  had  on  a  former  occasion 
put  that  Question  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  the  reply  was  that 
there  were  20.   Now,  that  he  considered 
an  extremely  inadequate  amount  of  pro- 
motion as  open  to  the  private  soldiers  in 
the  Army ;  and  he  was  strengthened  in 
that  opinion  by  the  remarks  of  historical 
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writers,  one  of  whom  remarked  that  no 
country  ever  succeeded  in  arms  unless 
promotion  was  in  keeping  with  the 
genwal  feeling  of  the  people.  Even 
of  the  20  oommissions  referred  to,  he 
▼as  told  that  a  large  proportion  were 
obtained  by  gentlemen  —  not  private 
soldiers,  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word — who  went  into  the  ranks  in  order 
to  work  their  way  up  to  the  rank  of 
officer  through  that  of  Sei^eant.  He 
did  not  object  to  those  men  having 
commissions;  but  he  would  not  leave 
out  the  ordinary  private  soldier,  who 
had  perhaps  few  friends,  and  no  in- 
fluence at  the  Horse  Guards.  He  would 
say  that  a  commission  should  be  within 
the  reach  of  a  Sergeant  Major,  who,  as 
a  role,  was  a  good  soldier,  and  was 
possessed  of  a  good  deal  of  smartness 
which  every  ofBlcer  was  not.  The  num- 
ber of  commissions  could  be  very  largely 
increased,  and  the  present  number  was 
80  small  that  that  might  be  done  with- 
out decreasing  tho  number  of  commis- 
sions given  to  the  Militia.  The  Militia 
system,  during  two  or  three  years,  had 
worked  well ;  but  now  men  went  into 
the  Militia  to  get  a  commission  in  the 
Army,  so  that,  practically,  there  was  a 
return  to  the  old  system  of  nomination. 
A  considerable  number  of  those  nomi- 
nations were  made  by  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenants of  counties,  and  very  few  reached 
the  men  in  the  ranks.  They  were  not 
given  to  them,  but  to  men  who  had  gone 
in  for  two  or  three  years  to  qualify, 
against  whom  he  did  not  say  one  word, 
but  between  whom  and  the  ordinary 
private  soldier  there  was  a  great  differ- 
ence. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  would 
increase  the  number  of  those  commis- 
nons,  and  make  them  &ofid^^#  the  reward 
of  those  who  had  done  their  duty  in  the 
ranks.  They  were  familiar  with  the  con- 
duet  of  the  troops  in  recent  Campaigns ; 
they  had  read  of  2,000  contending  with 
10,000  savages;  they  had  seen  them 
without  water  standing  still  in  square, 
exposed  to  the  attack  of  those  savages  ; 
but  what  benefit  did  the  private  soldier 
derive  from  his  courage  ?  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  like  to  see  10  or  20  com- 
missions given  to  the  Sergeants  who 
fought  at  Tel-el-Kebir  and  at  places 
on  the  Eed  Sea,  as  well  as  a  considerable 
number  to  privates,  and  that  without 
their  going  through  any  test.  That  he 
was  convinced  would  produce  a  totally 
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different  feeling  in  the  ranks  of  the 
Army.  At  present,  he  contended  that 
nothing  was  done  for  the  private  sol- 
dier,' although  some  of  those  who  joined 
the  ranks  for  the  purpose  of  quafifying 
were  promoted,  and  got  in  some  cases 
large  rewards.  He  could  quote  the  case 
of  a  man  in  one  of  the  recent  Campaigns 
who  had  been  promoted  without  having 
worked  his  way  up.  He  happened  to 
be  acquainted  with  his  family,  one  of 
the  best  in  the  county,  and  he  knew  that 
he  went  in  to  qualify.  But,  as  he  had 
said,  there  was  nothing  done  for  the 
private  soldiers  in  the  way  of  giving 
them  oommissions,  for  the  Quarter- 
masters and  Eiding  Masters  were  not 
Oommissioned  Officers ;  and,  therefore, 
he  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  do  something  to  make  the  private 
soldier  feel  that  a  commission  was  within 
his  reach  if  he  did  his  work  well. 

Mr.  BULWER  said,  he  wished  to 
express  the  great  gratification  he  felt  at 
seeing  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Ry lands)  sitting  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  He  could  remember 
the  time  when  hardly  a  single  Estimate 
passed  through  Oommittee  without  his 
criticism,  although  he  regretted  to  say 
that  during  the  last  five  years  he  had 
been  almost  completely  silent ;  and  the 
consequence  of  that  was  that  the 
National  Expenditure  had  risen  from 
£76,000,000to  £85,000,000,  and  thisyear 
to  £100,000,000.  The  hon.  Member'a 
speech  that  evening  had  a  business-like 
sound ;  but  he  womd  like  to  hear  some 
reason  for  the  vote  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  asking  him  to  give  for  the 
reduction  of  the  number  of  men.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  really  knew  anything  about  the 
matter  ?  Did  he  know  how  many  men 
were  wanted ;  did  he  know  what  they 
were  doing  and  what  were  the  services 
required  of  them  ?  He  had  not  heard 
from  the  hon.  Member  a  single  argu- 
ment showing  that  he  had  anything 
beyond  a  general  acquaintance  with  the 
subject;  all  that  he  had  said  with  re- 
gard to  the  Vote  was  that  too  much 
money  was  being  spent.  He  ventured 
to  remind  the  hon.  Member,  as  a  busi- 
ness man,  that,  in  maintaining  our  Army 
and  Navy,  they  were  simply  paying  for 
their  insurance,  the  cost  of  which  must 
increase,  as  in  the  case  of  private  per- 
sons, with  the  increased  value  of  their 
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property.  He  saw  no  reason  whaterer 
for  supporting  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Sib  HAEEY  VEENEY  said,  that 
the  present  system  of  retirement,  both 
as  regarded  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
caused  the  country  to  lose  the  services 
of  many  excellent  and  competent  offi- 
cers, and,  moreover,  created  discontent 
in  the  Service,  and  even  prevented  men 
entering  the  Naval  and  Military  Services. 
They  had  given  the  best  years  of  their 
lives  to  those  Professions.  Many  men 
who  were  perfectly  efficient  would  rather 
give  up  their  pensions  than  leave  their 
Profession ;  and,  therefore,  he  appealed 
to  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War  to 
consider  whether  some  mode  of  changing 
the  present  system  of  retirement  could 
not  be  devised  by  which  the  services  of 
those  very  competent  officers  could  be 
retained. 

Me.  CAUSTON  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  to  the  notice  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  a  grievance 
which  he  had  drawn  attention  to  earlier 
in  the  Session.  He  had  had  cause  to 
bring  the  case  of  the  Quartermasters 
before  the  Committee ;  and  he  now  rose 
to  express  the  hope  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  change  of  Qovernment,  the 
grievance  of  those  men  would  not  be 
lost  sight  of,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  give  it  their  favourable 
consideration.  The  Quartermasters  be- 
lieved that  they  had  the  sympathy  of 
many  officers  in  the  Army  and  at  head- 
quarters, who  knew  how  to  appreciate 
their  services;  but  they  were,  at  the 
same  time,  under  the  impression  that 
there  was  some  influence  at  the  back  of 
those  connected  with  the  Army  that 
pulled  against  them.  He  had  no  inten- 
tion of  going  over  the  case  again  on 
that  occasion;  but  he  ventured  to  say 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do  him  the  favour  to  read  what  he  had 
stated  on  this  subject  earlier  in  the  Ses- 
sion, he  would  find  that  the  Quarter- 
masters had  a  grievance,  and  that  he 
had  made  out  a  strong  case  for  its  re- 
moval. 

SiK  FREDEEICK  FITZ-WYGRAM 
said,  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
near  him  the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Sir  Robert  Loyd  Lindsay)  had  attri- 
buted the  failure  of  the  Camel  Corps 
to  the  inability  of  the  Cavalry  men  to 
handle  the  long  rifle.  But  he  should 
have    thought    his    hon.    and    gallant 
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Friend  would  have  known  that  the 
mechanism  and  construction  of  the 
weapon  was  the  same  as  that  which 
they  were  accustomed  to.  It  was  of  the 
same  form,  took  the  same  cartridge,  and 
was  the  same  in  all  its  parts;  and,  there- 
fore, he  was  of  opinion  that,  whatever 
failure  there  might  have  been  in  the 
Camel  Corps,  it  was  not  due  to  that 
cause.  He  wished  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  the  necessity  there  was  for 
endeavouring  to  organize  a  Mounted  In- 
fantry Corps.  The  value  of  Mounted 
Infantry  was  increasing  almost  every 
day,  with  the  extended  area  now  covered 
by  military  operations  in  time  of  war. 
The  possibility  of  transporting  troops  by 
railway  had  also  rendered  it  necessary 
to  countervail  those  movements  by 
Mounted  Infantry.  In  Russia  he  be- 
lieved there  were  in  the  Army  about 
50,000  Mounted  Infantry,  and  all  agreed 
that  our  Mounted  Infantry  had  done 
good  service  in  Egypt.  There  was  no 
parallel  between  Mounted  Infantry  and 
Cavalry ;  the  Mounted  Infantry  fought 
on  foot,  the  camel  or  horse  being  merely 
the  means  of  transporting  them,  whereas 
the  Cavalry  soldier  fought  on  horseback, 
and  the  horse  was  his  weapon.  There- 
fore he  said  that  no  increase  in  the 
Cavalry  would  do  fiway  with  the  neces- 
sity of  increasing  the  number  of  Mounted 
Infantry.  The  latter  were  carried  by 
horses  or  camels  to  points  where  they 
were  wanted  in  good  time  ;  by  means  of 
these  animals  they  were  also  able  to 
make  longer  marches  than  they  could 
otherwise  make ;  and  when  they  arrived 
at  their  point  they  dismounted  and 
fought  on  foot  with  the  long  rifle.  He  also 
thought  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  have 
an  addition  of  mounted  men  to  every  regi- 
ment. At  present  an  Infantry  regiment 
was  unable  to  stir  unless  it  had  a  Ca- 
valry escort,  which  it  was  not  always 
easy  to  obtain.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
scouting  could  not  be  done  by  men 
on  foot  to  any  effective  extent,  and  his 
proposal  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  was  that  there  should  be  attached 
to  every  Infantry  regiment  about  20 
horses,  which  number  he  thought  would 
probably  be  sufficient  for  training  some 
80  men.  If  they  were  to  have  mounted 
men  at  all  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  be  thoroughly  instructed  in  the 
management  of  horses,  because  without 
that  knowledge  a  man  would  soon  give 
a  horse  a  sore  back.    He  believed  that 
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ids  proposal,  if  adopted,  would  have  the 
reaalt  of  making  the  Army  more  efifec- 
tiye  than  it  was  at  present,  by  forming 
the  nucleus  of  a  corps  of  mounted  men, 
which  would  be  very  useful  in  time  of 
war. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  he  did 
not  see  how  any  hon.  Gentleman  sitting 
on  that  (the  Liberal)  side  of  the  House 
could  hesitate  to  support  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Rylands).  When  they  recollected 
the  circumstances  of  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Marquess  below  him  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  it  would  be  re- 
membered that  there  was  a  crisis,  an 
emergency — that  the  country  was  sup- 
posed to  be  in  peril  when  this  extraordi- 
nary Vote  of  35,000  men  was  proposed. 
But  surely  it  was  recognized  on  both 
aides  that  the  emergency  had  passed 
away,  and  that  the  danger  no  longer 
existed.  Confirmation  of  that  fact  was 
given,  because  the  money  was  not  asked 
for  to  maintain  the  difiference  between 
35,000  men  and  the  number  already  en- 
listed. He  thought  it  would  be  well  to 
resist  the  temptation  to  increase  the 
Army  unnecessarily.  What  would  the 
men  cost  supposing  they  were  enlisted  ? 
Something  l^e  £3,000,000  per  annum 
in  addition  to  the  present  expenditure. 
Sorely  the  expenditure  was  already 
sufficiently  large  and  extravagant ;  and 
it  could  not  be  contemplated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  in 
the  present  political  state  of  the  country 
and  their  foreign  relations,  that  those 
men  should  be  called  in.  The  moral 
effect  of  reducing  the  number  of  men 
from  35,000  to  12,000  would  be  felt  not 
only  in  this  country,  but  in  Europe  at 
large.  In  the  present  overgrown  mili- 
taiy  and  naval  systems  in  what  were 
called  civilized  and  Christian  countries 
the  world  was  in  constant  and  increasing 
danger  of  a  breach  of  the  peaoe.  They 
in  this  country  were  supposed  to  have  a 
control  over^their  military  and  naval  ex- 

Kiditure,  and  over  the  Heads  of  those 
partments ;  and  if,  under  present^cir- 
cunstances,  they  had  not  the  moral  cou- 
rage to  say  that  as  the  danger  had  passed 
away,  and  there  was  no  further  call  for 
the  men  at  that  moment,  the  expendi- 
tire  should  be  reduced,  they  would  be 
u^aang  a  great  opportunity  of  returning 
to  the  path  from  which,  unfortunately, 
they  had  wandered  far  away  to  the 
injury  not  only  of  this  country,  but  of 
Europe  in  general. 


The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  do  not  intend  to  refer  to  a  good  many 
of  the  subjects  that  have  been  touched 
upon  in  this  interesting,  but  rather  dis- 
cursive discussion.  Hon.  Members  have 
mentioned  the  two  discussions  which 
have  already  taken  place  on  the  Army 
Estimates,  and  in  which  I  have  taken 
part.  I  do  not  wish  to  repeat  anything 
I  have  already  said,  and  the  only  two 
points  I  consider  it  necessary  to  refer  to 
are  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  and  a  matter 
I  shall  touch  upon  subsequently.  I  am 
not  able  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  Supplementary 
Vote  for  Men  which  has  been  moved  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
and  which  has  been  put  from  the  Chair, 
is  a  Supplementary  Vote  which  was  laid 
on  the  Table  by  myself  as  a  responsible 
Member  of  the  late  Administration ;  and 
I  should,  therefore,  be  in  a  considerable 
difficulty  in  voting  affainet  it.  It  is 
true,  as  has  been  said,  that  circum- 
stances have  changed  to  a  certain  extent ; 
and  it  is  extremely  probable  that  if  the 
late  Q-overnment  had  remained  in  Office 
they  would  have  withdrawn  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  and  proposed  one 
containing  the  same  wording,  but  of 
another  figure.  However,  taking  into 
consideration  the  assurances  given,  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  the  Commit- 
tee should  take  such  an  extreme  course 
as  to  reject  the  Vote.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  has  admitted  that 
circumstances  are  changed.  He  says  he 
believes^ — ^he  not  only  hopes,  but  be- 
lieves— that  there  will  be  no  necessity  for 
calling  to  the  Colours  the  number  of  Ee- 
serve  men  required  to  make  up  the  35, 000. 
But  he  is  unable  to  state,  and  the  other 
responsible  Ministers  are  also  unable  to 
state,  that  the  circumstances  which  ren- 
dered it  necessary  to  ask  for  a  large  in- 
crease to  the  military  resources  of  the 
country  have  changed  to  such  an  extent 
that  all  danger  has  passed  away,  and  to 
give  Europe  the  impression  that  this 
country  is  no  longer  under  the  necessity 
of  making  or  maintaining  any  increase 
to  those  resources.  That  I  understand 
to  be  the  position  taken  up  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  agree  with  the  Go- 
vernment that  it  would  give  a  false  im- 
pression, and  perhaps  be  raising  false 
hopes,  and  placing  the  country  in  a 
position  of  false  security,  if  ve  were  to 
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make  alterations  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  at  the  present  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemam  has  assured  the 
Committee  that  the  men  will  not  be 
called  out  unless  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  they  should  be;  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  do  not  think  that  we 
should  be  running  any  risk  whatever, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  we  should  be 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, by  agreeing  to  the  Motion  which 
they  have  proposed.  I  cannot  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
only  other  subject  to  which  I  wish  to 
refer  is  that  deialt  with  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  who 
referred  to  the  great  cause  which  the 
House  and  the  country  has  to  be  grate- 
ful to  the  ojO&cers  and  men  who  have 
taken  part  in  the  numerous  Expeditions 
which  this  country  has  sent  out.  I  have 
on  past  occasions  endeavoured  to  render 
my  humble  tribute  to  the  manner  in 
which  all  ranks  have  conducted  them- 
selves in  those  Expeditions ;  but  this,  I 
think,  is  hardly  the  occasion  to  enter 
upon  the  subject,  more  especially  when 
we  know  that  the  Government  intends, 
before  the  Session  closes,  to  give  an  op- 
portunity to  Parliament  to  express  pub- 
licly their  thanks  to  those  who  have 
taken  part  in  the  Campaigns.  Kegret 
has  been  expressed  that  an  inquiry  has 
not  been  held  into  the  occurrence  at 
Baker's  Zereba,  in  which  General 
McNeill  was  concerned.  I  gave  the 
House,  some  time  ago,  the  substance  of 
a  despatch  which  the  late  Government 
received  from  Lord  Wolseley  upon  the 
subject,  and  his  reason  for  holding  the 
opinion  that  any  such  inquiry  could  not 
be  conducted  with  advantage,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  with  disadvantage,  to  the 
Service.  The  House  and  the  country 
were  at  the  time,  I  believe,  satisfied  that 
there  was  considerable  force  in  that  opi- 
nion. The  practice  of  trjring  Command- 
ing Officers  in  the  Navy  by  court  martial 
when  a  ship  is  lost  or  injured  may  be  a 
practice  very  well  adapted  to  that  Ser- 
vice ;  but  I  doubt  whether  it  is  a  practice 
that  could  be  introduced  with  advantage 
in  the  Army.  At  any  rate,  it  could 
hardly  be  introduced  except  in  the  case 
of  an  actual  reverse ;  and  whatever  criti- 
cism may  have  taken  place  of  the  opera- 
tions at  Baker's  Zereba,  the  result 
cannot  be  described  as  a  reverse.  Though 
we  sulEered  very  sev^ely,  especially  in 

The  Marquess  ofHartington 


our  transport,  the  surprise  ended  in  a 
vigorous  repulse  and  discouragement  of 
the  enemy,  and  the  destruction  of  a 
large  body  of  his  forces.  Under  what 
circumstances  is  it  proposed  to  lay  it 
down  that  there  is  to  be  an  inquiry? 
Is  it  proposed  to  lay  it  down  that 
there  is  to  be  an  inquiry  not  only 
when  there  has  been  a  reverse,  but 
when  there  has  been  a  success  also  ?  If 
we  are  to  have  inquiries  with  regard  fo 
these  operations  we  must  have  one  after 
every  action  that  takes  place,  because 
hardly  any  action  could  take  place  with- 
out some  of  the  officers  present  who  are 
not  responsible  to  the  Government,  or 
some  of  those  irresponsible  Civil  gentle- 
men who  now  so  numerously  accompany 
our  troops  on  active  service,  being  of 
opinion  that  it  could  have  been  oon- 
ducted  in  another  and  a  better  way.  I 
am  of  opinion,  as  Lord  Wolseley  sug- 
gested, that  the  officer  who  will  not  ri^ 
something  is  not  the  officer  we  want  at  the 
head  of  our  troops,  and  that  the  officer 
who  will  not  take  responsibility  is  not 
the  kind  of  officer  we  should  have.  An 
officer  who  has  responsibility  is  ex« 
tremely  likely  to  do  something  which 
will  be  criticized  and  will  not  meet  with 
the  approval  of  officers  who  have  no  re- 
sponsioility.  It  has  been  said  that  a 
court  martial  need  not  be  constituted 
to  inquire  into  this  matter ;  but  I  do  not 
know  in  what  other  way  the  inquiry 
could  be  conducted.  The  faets  are 
simple  enough,  and  are  perfectly  well 
known.  Whether  mistakes  occurred  or 
not,  there  has  been,  as  far  as  I  know,  on 
the  part  of  all  the  officers  concerned,  the 
most  complete  frankness  and  straight- 
forwardness in  the  statements  that  have 
been  made  as  to  what  occurred.  There 
is  no  difference  of  opinion,  as  far  as  I 
Imow,  in  any  of  the  accounts.  The 
orders  given  by  the  General,  and  the 
way  in  which  they  were  executed,  are 
perfectly  well  known  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Commander-in-Chief,  to  the 
Adjutant  General,  and  to  the  other  Mili* 
tary  Authorities ;  and  all  that  is  to  be 
done  is  for  them  to  decide  whether 
blame  or  censure  should  be  passed  in 
consequence  of  the  orders  given'  and 
carried  out.  As  I  stated  some  time  ago, 
His  Boyal  Highness  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  intends  to  wait  until  the  return 
of  Lord  Wolseley  to  this  country  before 
he  alters  the  opinion  which  he  has 
formed  upon  the  matter.    He  wishes  to 
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consult  his  Lordship  as  to  the  impres- 
sion he  formed  of  what  took  place ;  and 
after  such  consultation  he  will  consider 
whether  or  not  any  expression  of  opi- 
nion on  his  part  is  or  is  not  necessary. 
As  the  Committee  is  aware,  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  returned  to  London  to-day.  His 
Eoyal  Highness  will  now  have  the  op- 
portunity of  consulting  him  upon  the 
subject ;  and  until  he  has  taken  advan- 
tage of  that  opportunity  it  appears  to 
me  that  any  expression  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee  as  to  the  necessity  of  an 
inquiry  is  altogether  uncalled  for,  and 
would  tend  to  lower  the  prestige  of  the 
Army.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  go  into  any  other  subjects  that 
have  been  referred  to,  and  I  will  con- 
clude by  saying  that  I  am  unable  to 
support  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  GOUELEY  said,  he  hoped  that 
some  inqmry  would  be  held  as  to  the 
disaster  which  occurred  to  General 
McNeill's  Zereba.  All  who  had  read  an 
account  of  that  disaster  must  be  con- 
vinced that  there  had  been  an  utter 
absence  of  proportionate  caution  on 
the  part  of  the  Commander.  If  ordi- 
nary precautions  had  been  taken,  judg- 
ing ^m  the  reports  sent  home,  the 
disaster  could  not  have  occurred.  The 
excuse  made  by  the  noble  Marquess 
for  not  holding  an  inquiry  was  that  it 
would  tend  to  decrease  the  confidence  of 
the  rank  and  file  in  their  officers,  or 
deter  the  rank  and  file  from  properly 
performing  their  duties. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  G0UBLE7  said,  he  begged  the 
noble  Marquess's  pardon.  He  was 
merely  drawing  an  inference  from  the 
noble  Marquess's  statement.  The  noble 
Marquess  seemed  to  think  that  an  in- 
quiiy  of  this  kind  would  have  a  tendency 
to  lower  the  prestige  of  the  Army  and 
destroy  the  patriotism  of  those  who  com- 
posed the  rank  and  file.  He  (Mr. 
Gourley)  held  a  contrary  opinion,  and, 
iu  spite  of  what  had  been  said  against  the 
view,  considered  that  a  course  should  be 
pursued  similar  to  that  adopted  in  the 
Kavy.  If  a  vessel  took  the  ground  or 
came  into  collision,  or  if  any  other  acci- 
dent haiqpened  to  her,  however  trivial, 
a  court  martial  was  held  on  the  officer 
in  command.  What  was  the  efifect  of 
that  ?  Why,  it  had  a  tendency  either  to 
clear  the  officers  and  men  from  blame, 
or  place  it  on  the  proper  shoulders  and 


create  more  care  in  the  future.  In  the 
same  way  an  inquiry  into  a  disaster  in 
the  Army,  such  as  ihat  which  had  oc- 
curred to  the  force  under  General 
M*Neill,  would  have  a  tendency  to  in- 
crease iLe  confidence  of  the  rank  and 
file  in  their  Commanders.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  spoken  had  excused 
General  Graham  in  regard  to  his  first 
disaster  in  the  Soudan,  because  he  con- 
fessed he  had  made  an  error;  but  the  hon. 
Member  had  forgotten  this  fact — that 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  Naval  Brigade 
under  that  General's  conmiand  had  been 
almost  cut  to  pieces  owing  to  faulty 
square.  There  ought  certainly  to  have 
been  some  inquiry  on  the  part  of  the 
War  Office  into  the  disaster  that  had 
befallen  that  force.  But  what  had  hap- 
pened in  the  case  of  General  Graham  ? 
Why,  he  no  sooner  reached  the  Soudan, 
than  apparently  he  commenced  to  make 
similar  blunders  to  those  he  made  during 
his  first  Campaign.  Therefore,  without 
troubling  the  Committee  further,  he  did 
hope  that,  inasmuch  as  in  answer  to  a 
Question  he  (Mr.  Gourley)  had  put  to 
the  ex-Secretary  of  State  for  War  when 
he  promised  to  make  some  inquiry,  he 
would  not  follow  the  advice  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  but  would  cause  a  strict  in* 
quiry  to  be  made  into  the  causes  of  the 
disaster  which  befel  the  Zereba  imder 
General  McNeill's  command. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  I  am  obliged 
to  confess  that  I  do  not  possess  the  con- 
fidence or  the  knowledge  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  possess,  and  which 
would  render  me  capable  of  at  once  say- 
ing, of  my  own  knowledge,  that  those* 
who  have  served  their  country  have  misr 
managed  and  misconducted  the  opera- 
tions which  have  been  intrusted  to  them. 
For  my  own  part,  I  prefer  to  rely  upon 
the  advice  of  the  noble  Marquess,  who 
was  responsible  for  the  Army  when  the 
transaction  occurred ;  and  I  believe  that 
the  course  taken  by  the  noble  Marquess 
was  wise  and  just,  and  that  nothing 
could  be  more  injurious  than  to  call  an 
event  of  this  kind  a  disaster,  when  it  has 
brought  into  light  some  of  the  best  cha- 
racteristics of  the  English  soldier.  What- 
ever may  have  been  our  loss^— and,  no 
doubt,  there  was  lamentable  loss  of  life 
— the  loss  inflicted  upon  the  enemy  was 
crushing  and  complete.  It  is  notorious 
that  the  enemy,  of  whose  bravery  and 
adaptability  for  war  it  is  impossible  to 
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speak  too  highly,  has  not  stood  up  again 
against  our  Army  since  that  engagement. 
That  was  the  last  action  fought  in  the 
Soudan,  and  that  was  the  last  time  the 
enemy  stood  up  before  our  soldiers.  I 
will  not  pursue  the  subject  farther,  as 
an  opportunity  will  soon  be  afforded  of 
doing  justice  to  the,  I  was  going  to  say 
marvellous,  bravery  of  our  troops.  They 
have  been  exposed,  under  circumstances 
of  great  difficulty,  to  dangers  from  which 
ordinary  men  would  have  recoiled ;  and 
they  have  maintained  the  character  of 
Englishmen  in  a  manner  which  must 
make  us  proud  of  the  services  they  have 
rendered  to  their  country  under  condi- 
tions excessively  trying.  In  a  climate 
which,  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
would  deprive  men  of  vigour  and 
power,  they  maintained  the  charac- 
ter of  English  troops  and  the  soldier's 
reputation.  I  have  received  a  great 
deal  of  most  excellent  advice,  and  I 
wish  to  tender  to  hon.  Ghentlemen  my 
warm  thanks  for  the  kindness  that  has 

Prompted  them  to  give  me  that  advice, 
can  assure  them  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
able,  I  hope  to  give  good  effect  to  every- 
thing that  I  find  of  a  practical  nature 
in  that  advice.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands) 
has  already  warned  me  that  he  will  ex- 
ercise the  greatest  possible  vigilance 
over  the  War  Department  now  that  we 
have  changed  sides.  We  all  know  that 
he  is  capable  of  denouncing  extravagance 
and  maladministration  in  the  warmest 
and  most  eloquent  terms;  and  I  hope 
he  will  keep  a  vigilant  watch  on  me.  I 
can  assure  him  that  I  will  give  him 
every  assistance  I  can  to  stimulate 
economy  and  improve  the  efficiency  of 
the  Department  as  long  as  I  have  the 
honour  to  preside  over  it.  But  I  must 
demur  to  the  suggestion  that,  because  I 
happen  to  sit  on  this  Bench,  I  am 
wiuing  to  be  a  party  to  any  extrava- 
gance or  to  any  expenditure  that,  in  my 
opinion,  is  not  required  for  the  defence 
and  security  of  the  country.  I  have 
been  reminded  of  the  necessity  of  look- 
ing to  efficiency  as  well  as  to  economy. 
I  entirely  accept  that  view.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen have  told  us  that  we  must  have, 
not  a  large  Army,  but  a  well-appointed 
Army,  and  a  thoroughly  efficient  Army, 
with  large  Beserves.  I  entirely  agree 
with  them,  and  I  hope  they  will  support 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  who- 
ever he  may  be,  in  securing  that  this 

Mr,  W.  H.  Smith 


Empire  shall  possess,  not  a  large  Army, 
but  a  well-appointed  and  efficient  one. 
I  do  not  think  any  Administration,  whe- 
ther composed  of  Members  on  this  side, 
or  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  desire 
the  Army  to  be  formed  on  any  other 
principle.  Well,  an  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  whom  I  do  not  now  see  in 
his  place,  spoke  of  the  number  of  men 
who  join  voluntarily  from  the  Reserves  ; 
and  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  say 
one  word  as  to  how  the  men  came  out 
from  the  Reserves.  The  men  of  only  15 
regiments  were  called  out,  numbering 
2,492,  and  of  these  2,309  responded  to 
the  call,  a  circumstance  which  reflects 
the  highest  possible  credit  on  the  men 
themselves,  and  which  shows  the  extent 
to  which  we  can  rely  upon  the  Reserves 
in  time  of  emergency.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  also  asked  how  many 
had  joined  voluntarily.  Well,  out  of  the 
15,000  now  serving,  9,000  joined  volun- 
tarily, and  have  returned  to  the  Colours. 
I  should  only  be  detaining  the  Com- 
mittee at  a  moment  when  there  is  no 
reason  for  doing  it  if  I  ventured  to  go 
back  on  the  many  suggestions  that  have 
been  made  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion. I  should  like  to  have  referred  to 
the  valuable  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hants  (Sir  Frederick  Mtz- 
Wygram) ;  but  if  he  will  permit  me  to 
study  the  information  that  has  been 
given  to  me,  I  hope  at  some  future 
time  to  be  better  qualified  than  I  am 
now  to  express  an  opinion  upon  it,  and 
upon  many  other  suggestions  which 
have  been  made.  As  to  the  particular 
Vote  before  the  Committee,  I  have 
said  already  that  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  call  for  the  men  ;  but,  upon 
my  responsibility,  I  believe  the  best 
course  to  take  is  to  furnish  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  with  a  Force  that  will  be  sufficient 
if  the  necessity  for  it  arises  and  an 
emergency  should  occur.  I  trust  that 
no  such  emergency  will  arise. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  12; 
Noes  98:  Majority  86.— (Div.  List, 
No.  220.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr$6d  to, 

ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
(2.)  £606,000,  Volunteer  Corps. 
Sib    WALTER    B.    BARTTELOT 
said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  215,000 
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Volunteers,  who  were  found  ready  to 
devote  their  time  to  the  service  of  the 
country,  deserved  to  be  assisted  in  every 
way.  In  many  instances,  at  present, 
the  Volunteers  had  to  spend  very  large 
sums  of  money  not  only  for  drill  sheds, 
but  for  rifle  ranges,  and  many  of  the 
latter  were  entirely  inadequate.  There 
were  two  questions  which  never  ought 
to  be  lost  sight  of ;  one  was  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Force — and  he  thought  every- 
one would  say  that  the  Force  had  of 
late  improved  very  much  in  discipline — 
and  the  other  was  that  they  should  be 
taught  to  shoot  accurately,  because  that 
was  one  of  the  main  objects  for  which 
they  were  organized.  The  Volunteers 
had  neither  great  coats  or  packs,  or 
any  of  the  things  which  were  essen- 
tially necessary  should  the  men  be 
called  out.  He  did  not  ask  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  do  any- 
thing in  a  hurry,  but  to  consider  what 
was  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  a 
question  which  he  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain would  commend  itself  to  every 
right-thinking  man  in  the  country — 
namely,  the  question  of  promoting  the 
efficiency  of  the  Volunteer  Force. 
When  they  found  men  willing  to  give 
up  their  time  to  the  service  of  their 
country,  every  assistance  should  be 
afforded  them  to  become  proficient  in 
the  duties  they  had  to  perform.  He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  to  the  Volunteer  Force  those  ad- 
vantages which  they  required  and  de- 
served. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  should 
like  to  express  in  a  few  words  a  similar 
view  to  that  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  He 
did  not  think  that  anyone  who  looked 
upon  the  Volunteer  Force  as  an  im- 
portant element  in  their  national  de- 
fence could  be  quite  satisfied  with  the 
state  of  things  which  sometimes  oc- 
curred. When  Rifle  Corps  or  Artillery 
CJorps  were  obliged  to  make  up  their 
necessary  expenses  by  resorting  to 
bazaars  and  other  expedients  of  that 
kind,  it  did  suggest  the  question  whe- 
ther the  country  was  doing  its  duty  by 
the  Force.  And  the  question  of  ex- 
pense had  a  great  bearing  on  one 
very  important  element  of  the  Force — 
namely,  the  officers.  He  believed  that 
if  an  investigation  could  be  made  it 
would  be  found  that  many  gentlemen 

VOL,  COTCIX.    [thikd  sbbieb.] 


whom  it  was  very  desirable  should  join 
the    Volunteer    Force     were     deterred 
from    accepting    commissions     because 
of  the    great    expense  in   which   they 
would    thereby   be    involved.     In  the 
case  of  most  of  the  Volunteer  Corps,  it 
was    absolutely   necessary  for  a    man 
who  took  a  commission  to  be  prepared 
to    put    his    hand   in   his  pocket  and 
spend   a  considerable   sum    of    money 
annually.     Volunteer  officers  were  now 
required  to  undergo  a  rigorous  exami- 
nation in  tactics  and  other  matters,  and 
it  was  very  desirable  that  no  unnecessary 
obstacles  should  be  put  in  the  way  of 
their  serving  their  country.     The  wants 
of  the  Volunteer  Force  had  been  put 
forth  in  a  concrete  form.     It  had  been 
suggested  that  a   10^.  addition   to  the 
efficiency  grant  would  go  very  far  to 
remedy  the  existing  deficiency ;  and  he 
suggested  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  that  between  now  and  next  year 
he   should  take  into  his  very  earnest 
consideration  whether  it  was  not  desir- 
able to  increase  the  efficiency  grant,  and 
so  make  the  Volunteer  Corps  less  bur- 
densome than  they  now  were  on  those 
required  to  maintain  them.     As  to  the 
numbers  of  the  Force,  it  would  be  found 
that  on  page  40  the  number  of  Artillery 
provided    for    this    year    was    88,283. 
Under  the   heading   1884-5,  he   found 
that  the  number  was  38,898,  showing  a 
nominal   decrease  in  that  arm  of  the 
Service.     Looking  at  the  Volunteer  Re- 
turns, he  could  not  make  out  how  that 
decrease  could  have  happened  ;  but  now 
he  understood  that  there  was  a  misprint 
in  the  Estimate,  and  that  the  number 
entered  for  last  year  should  be  36,000 
instead  of  88,000.     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
each  arm  of  the  Service  except  one  was 
in  a  state  of  numerical  development,  the 
one  arm  of  the  Volunteer  Force  which 
was  not  in  that  happy  condition  being 
the  Mounted  Eifles.  Judging  from  what 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hampshire  (Sir  Frederick 
Fitz-Wygram)  had  said  with  reference 
to  the  importance  of  Mounted  Infantry 
in  the  Regular  Army,  he  thought  it  was 
a  matter  of  some  concern  to  those  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  Volunteer  Force 
that  the  Volunteer  Moimted  Rifles  should 
be  decreasing  in  numbers.     The  policy 
of  the  War  Office  had  been  to  bring 
the  Volunteer  Force  into  closer  contact 
with  t^e  Regular  Army,  and  if  Mounted 
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Bifles  or  Infantry  were  to  be  a  portion 
of  the  Establishment  of  the  Begular 
Army,  he  suggested  for  consideration 
whether  some  attempt  should  not  be 
made  to  have  a  mounted  squad  or 
troop  in  connection  with  each  Volunteer 
regiment.  He  thought  it  was  possible 
that  some  arrangement  could  be  made 
by  which  persons  who  had  horses  and 
liked  to  devote  themselves  to  military 
exercises  might  be  induced  to  join  a 
mounted  company  in  connection  with  a 
Volunteer  regiment.  Those  were  matters 
which  were  worthy  of  consideration,  and 
he  threw  it  out  as  a  suggestion  whether 
the  time  had  not  arrived  when  the  or- 
ganization and  condition  of  the  Force 
should  not  form  the  subject  of  an  in- 
quiry by  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
which  should  take  evidence  from  the 
persons  most  interested  in  the  Volunteer 
movement.  Of  course,  he  did  not  ex- 
pect that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
be  able  to  give  any  answer  that  Session 
to  such  a  suggestion.  There  was  an- 
other very  important  point  in  connection 
with  the  Force — namely,  shooting.  At 
the  present  moment  the  annual  compe- 
tition was  taking  place  at  Wimbledon 
which  was  supposed  to  test  the  efficiency 
of  the  Volunteer  Force  in  shooting.  It 
was  open  to  doubt  whether  the  Wimble- 
don meeting  was  carried  on  in  the  most 
business-like  way.  And  it  was  ques- 
tionable whether  it  would  not  be  better 
that  the  annual  rifle  contests  should  be 
conducted  on  similar  principles  to  the 
meeting  of  the  Artillery  Association, 
and  that  the  Volunteers  who  attended 
the  camp  should  be  subjected  to  more 
strict  military  discipline.  It  was  sug- 
gested some  time  ago  that  when  the 
Force  came  to  be  armed  with  the  Mar- 
tini-Henry it  would  become  dangerous 
to  hold  the  camp  on  Wimbledon  Com- 
mon, and  that,  if  that  were  so,  arrange- 
ments should  be  made  for  holding  the 
meeting  at  Aldershot.  Of  course,  that 
could  not  be  done  without  a  grant  being 
made  for  the  purpose,  because  it  would 
then  be  quite  impossible  to  pay  any  great 
part  of  the  cost  of  the  meeting  of  the  Na- 
tional Bifle  Association  at  Aldershot  out 
of  the  subscriptions  of  those  who  came 
to  look  on  because  they  took  an  interest 
in  shooting  as  a  sport.  There  was  also 
the  question  of  rifle  ranges,  which  was  a 
very  serious  and  important  one  ;  and  it 
was  very  probable  that  many  corps 
would  And  that  the  capabilities  of  the 
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present  ranges  were  hardly  up  to  the 
requirements  of  the  new  rifle. 

Colonel  SEKLY  said,  he  had  a  sug- 
gestion to  make  to  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  the  adoption  of 
which  might  distinguish  his  term  of 
Office  without,  at  the  same  time,  entail- 
ing any  appreciable  charge  on  the  coun- 
try. The  very  existence  of  the  Volun- 
teer Force  pre-supposes  that  they  might 
at  some  time  or  other  lose  the  command 
of  the  Channel.  Unless  they  were  pre- 
pared to  face  that  fact,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  do  well  to  disband  the 
Force  and  save  the  money  which  it  cost 
the  country.  The  Force  was  raised  to 
defend  them  against  invasion,  and  it 
was  maintained  with  that  object.  There 
were  people  who  thought  that  their  in- 
vasion was  impossible  ;  but  he  thought 
after  what  had  occurred  within  the  last 
year  or  two  that  was  certainly  not  the 
opinion  of  most  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  well  known  that  within 
the  last  year  they  had  had  the  greater 
portion  of  their  Fleet  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean, and  that  for  several  months  it 
would  not  have  been  at  all  impossible  for 
the  French,  if  they  had  been  inclined  to 
pick  a  quarrel  with  us,  to  have  so  arranged 
as  to  have  obtained  the  command  of  the 
Channel  before  we  could  get  our  Fleet 
there.  In  the  old  days,  no  doubt,  that 
would  not  have  mattered  much,  because 
it  would  have  taken  France  a  long  time 
to  concentrate  a  large  number  of  troops 
on  her  coast.  Since  France  had  been 
covered  with  railways  cdl  that  was  com- 
pletely altered,  and  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  French  could  within  a  very  few 
hours  concentrate  probably  100,000  or 
160,000  Infantry  at  the  ports  on  the 
coast.  Now,  at  those  ports — at  Dun- 
kirque,  Calais,  Boulogne,  Dieppe,  and 
Havre — his  impression  was  that  there 
would  always  be  found  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  vessels.  Ashing  boats,  coasters, 
screw  colliers,  and  steamers  of  one  sort 
and  another,  to  convey — he  thought  he 
was  moderate  in  saying — 100,000  men  in 
calm  weather  across  the  Channel.  And 
there  were  many  parts  of  the  South 
Coast  of  England  where  troops  could  be 
landed  in  calm  weather  without  any 
difficulty  whatever.  As  the  tide  was 
going  out,  guns,  horses,  and  ammunition 
could  be  landed  without  the  smallest 
difficulty.  Now,  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^  what  would  be  done  in 
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the  event  of  such  a  thing  happening? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
withdraw  any  troops  from  Ireland — 
that  was  clear;  and  in  England  there 
W6fe  only  at  the  preeent  time  about  SO 
or  40  battalions  of  Eegular  Infantry — 
he  (Colonel  Seely)  did  not  know  the 
exact  number,  but  assumed  that  there 
were  not  more  than  50  at  the  most.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  dared  not  remove 
the  garrisons  from  Dover  or  Portsmouth 
or  from  any  of  the  Dockyards,  and  his 
(Colonel  Seely's)  impression  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  to- 
morrow put  more  than  25  battalions  of 
Infantry  of  600  men  each  in  the  field. 
He  doubted  whether  15  battalions  of  In- 
fantry oould  be  put  in  the  field  without 
disturbing  the  depots  of  the  territorial 
regiments ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  to  disturb  those  depots  he 
would  interfere  with  the  organization  of 
the  Eeserve  and  Militia.  Well,  now,  it 
might  be  said  that  the  French  would 
have  to  bring  a  large  train  and  baggage, 
and  all  that  sort  of  thing ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  all  the  French  would  want 
if  they  attempted  an  invasion  would  be 
plenty  of  ball  cartridges.  The  whole  of 
the  South  of  England  was  full  of  every- 
thing that  an  Army  wanted  with  the  ex- 
ception of  ammunition.  Granted  am- 
manition,  his  impression  was  that  an 
invading  Army  would  find  all  they 
wanted — all  the  horses  and  carts  and 
provisions  which  they  required  would  be 
found  ready  at  hand.  What  he  wanted 
to  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  that 
in  the  Volunteer  Force,  for  which  this 
Yote  was  asked,  he  had  a  very  large 
number  of  men  who,  from  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Force,  were  practically 
ahnost  as  available  as  troops  in  barracks. 
Nearly  all  the  men  of  a  regiment  lived 
in  the  same  town ;  the  officers  were  prac- 
tically speaking  all  resident ;  the  men 
had  their  arms  and  imiforms  at  their 
own  homes;  and  there  was  no  reason 
whatever,  as  far  as  he  knew,  why  almost 
the  whole  of  the  Force  should  not  be 
available  for  service  in  a  very  few  hours 
after  notice  was  given.  But  it  was  not 
at  all  so  at  the  present  time ;  because,  in 
the  first  place,  the  Volunteers  had  no 
ammunition.  When  the  shooting  season 
was  over,  the  Volunteers  had  no  ammu- 
nition whatever.  It  might  be  argued 
that  there  was  plenty  of  ammunition  in 
the  country  \  but  to  issue  100  rounds  per 
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man — which  was  the  very  smallest  allow- 
ance which  could  be  made — to  200,000 
men,  would  take  up  considerable  time,  not 
to  speak  of  tho  confusion  which  would  be 
created.  Then,  if  there  was  ammunition, 
there  was  nothing  provided  for  its  con- 
veyance. The  pouches  which  all  Volun- 
teer Corps  had  held  a  very  small  number 
of  rounds.  So  that  what  the  Volunteers 
wanted  was,  first  of  all,  ammunition, 
which,  to  the  amount  of  100  rounds  a 
man,  at  least,  ought  to  be  in  store  at 
the  different  headquarters,  ready  to  be 
issued  when  wanted ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  stout  bags  to  carry  it  in.  If  the 
men  were  called  upon  to  march,  he 
did  not  doubt  that  they  would  soon 
find  the  horses  and  carts  to  carry 
the  reserve  ammunition  required.  Then, 
again,  the  Volunteers  ought  to  have 
some  means  of  carrying  food.  He 
would  not  say  anything  about  great 
coats,  because  Secretaries  of  State  must 
be  weary  of  hearing  the  question  of 
great  coats  mentioned.  Great  coats 
were  not  absolutely  necessary ;  but  am- 
munition and  food  were  necessary,  and 
unless  the  Volunteers  were  supplied 
with  them  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
move.  Assuming  that  ammunitioii  and 
food  were  supplied,  and  that  they  had 
the  men  standing  ready  to  move,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Hallway  Com- 
panies would  be  able  to  move  the  troops 
with  very  great  rapidity.  Take  his  own 
case.  He  commanded  a  regiment  of 
1,000  men,  and  he  should  be  very  dis- 
appointed if,  on  a  sudden  emergency, 
there  were  not  800  men  available.  He 
had  no  doubt  whatever  that  either  the 
Midland  Kailway  Company  or  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company  could  havo 
a  train  ready  within  an  hour  to  take  the 
men  anywhere  they  might  be  required. 
It  was  necessary,  if  Volunteers  were  to 
be  made  use  of  on  a  sudden  emergency, 
it  should  be  impressed  upon  them  that 
it  was  their  duty  to  turn  out  whenever 
they  received  notice.  Unless  that  were 
done,  and  unless  they  had  some  prac- 
tice in  turning  out,  they  would  not,  if 
really  required,  turn  out  in  the  way,  he 
was  quite  sure,  they  would  on  reflection 
wish  to  do.  If  the  exceedingly  mode- 
rate requirements  he  had  alluded  to, 
and  which  would  not  involve  the  coun- 
try in  any  cost,  were  complied  with,  his 
impression  was  that  within  24  hours 
probably  not  lees  than  150,000  of  the 
200,000  men  would  be  found  ready  at 
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hand.  Now,  what  would  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  do  with  them?  He  would 
have  to  tell  off  a  sufficient  number  to 
garrison  all  the  fortresses.  The  30,000 
or  40,000  Artillery  Volunteers  ought,  it 
seemed  to  him  (Colonel  Seely),  to  be 
told  off  to  the  Dockyards  and  mercantile 
ports.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  to  tell  off  a  certain  number  of 
battalions  of  Volunteers  to  replace  the 
battalions  of  Regular  troops  doing  gar- 
rison duty  in  the  country.  That  would 
enable  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
all  the  Regular  troops— the  Regular 
Infantry,  of  which  he  (Colonel  Seely) 
was  speaking — at  his  disposal,  and  that 
in  itself  would  be  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
importance.  If  it  were  known  that  in 
10  or  12  hours  the  troops  in  the  for- 
tresses of  Dover  and  Portsmouth  and  of 
other  places  could  be  vastly  augmented 
or  replaced  by  Volunteers,  it  would  un- 
doubtedly strengthen  the  confidence  of 
the  people  in  the  arrangements  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  could  make  on  an 
emergency.  After  the  different  for- 
tresses had  been  garrisoned,  there  would 
still  be  left  from  100  to  150  battalions 
of  Volunteer  Infantry  at  the  disposal  of 
the  War  Office.  It  was  not  for  him  to 
suggest  what  arrangements  the  War 
Office  should  make ;  but  he  did  main- 
tain that  the  arrangements  should  be 
made  now,  because  the  conditions  could 
be  just  as  weU  thought  out  quietly  in 
time  of  peace  as  they  could  in  time  of 
great  confusion  and  emergency.  It 
might  be  said  there  should  be  a  fusion 
of  the  Volunteers  and  the  Regular 
troops.  Personally,  he  thought  it  would 
be  well  if  to  every  two  Volunteer  bat- 
talions there  was  one  battalion  of  Re- 
gular Infantry,  and  that  the  commander 
of  the  latter  should  be  the  brigadier 
of  the  three  battalions.  He  should  like 
the  right  hon. .  Gentleman  to  compare 
for  one  moment  the  position  he  was  now 
in  with  the  position  which  he  might  be 
in  with  no  cost  and  with  very  little 
trouble.  At  the  present  time  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not,  without  dis- 
turbing his  territorial  depot  regiments, 
put  15,000  Regulars  in  the  field  ;  but  if 
proper  arrangements  were  made— ar- 
rangements which  would  involve  little  or 
no  cost  to  the  country — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  put  100,000 
or  120,000  Volunteer  Infantry  in  the 
field  within  24  hours.     Now,  the  posi- 
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tion  of  the  country  would  be  very  much 
strengthened  if  such  arrangements  were 
made;  and  nothing  would  so  much 
strengthen  and  encourage  the  Volun- 
teers as  to  make  their  place  in  the  de- 
fence of  the  country  clear  and  definite. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  would  utilize  the 
peculiarity  of  the  Volunteers'  constitution 
— namely,  their  immediate  availability 
for  service  as  compared  with  the  men  of 
the  Army  Reserve  and  Militia — he  would 
do  great  service  to  the  country.  It 
might  be  said  that  unless  they  were 
careful  they  would  throw  over,  to  some 
extent,  the  connection  which  was  said  to 
exist  between  the  Volunteers  and  the 
territorial  regiments.  He  should  like  to 
state  very  distinctly  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  connection  that 
existed  between  Volunteer  battalions 
and  the  territorial  regiments  was  purely 
verbal ;  there  was  no  real  connection 
between  the  two  that  he  knew  of.  In 
conclusion,  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to 
consider  the  matters  he  had  specified. 

SiE  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY 
wished  to  bear  his  testimony  to  that  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Nottingham  (Colonel  Seely)  to 
the  value  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  be  able 
to  make  some  additional  allowances  or 
some  increase  of  the  capitation  grant  to 
that  Force.  He  had  listened  attentively 
to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  no- 
body knew  better  what  the  Volunteers 
stood  in  need  of,  and  he  had  hoped  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  have 
concluded  his  remarks  by,  at  all  events, 
urging  for  some  additional  allowance  by 
which  the  Volunteers  might  provide 
themselves  with  those  necessaries  which 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  referred 
to.  He  was  really  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  those  various  things  were  to 
be  provided,  unless  they  were  supplied 
out  of  a  capitation  grant.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  said  the  whole  could  be 
done  without  any  additional  cost  of  ex- 
penditure, and  that  what  was  wanted 
was  to  make  the  place  of  the  Volunteers 
clear  and  distinct  among  the  Army 
Forces  of  the  country.  That  was  all 
very  well,  but  it  would  not  bring  them 
a  single  step  more  forward  than  they 
were  now.  He  could  not  agree  with 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  the 
Volunteers  were  not  a  territorial  force  \ 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


489 


Supply — 


{July  18,  1885} 


Army  Estimates,  490 


the  place  of  the  Volunteera  was  in  their 
own  territorial  district.  They  were,  in 
fact,  the  most  thoroughly  territorial  in 
their  character  of  any  of  their  Military 
Forces.  They  were  really  the  only  Force 
that  was  entirely  associated  with  distinct 
localities,  and  which  might  be  said  to 
belong  wholly  to  the  district  in  which 
they  were  raised. 

Colonel  SEELY  said,  that  what  he 
had  remarked  was,  not  that  the  Volun- 
teers were  not  a  territorial  force,  but 
that  their  connection  with  the  territorial 
regiment  was  not  a  real  but  a  verbal 
connection. 

Sm  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY  said, 
that  territorial  regiments  were  connected 
much  less  than  he  desired  to  see  with 
the  counties,  and  certainly  there  could 
be  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  the  Volun- 
teer regiments  were  absolutely  terri- 
torial. Tkey  all  belonged  to  the  same 
districts ;  they  were  officered  to  a  great 
extent  by  gentlemen  living  in  the  same 
county ;  and,  in  reality,  they  were  the 
most  territorial  force  the  country  pos- 
sessed. Six  or  seven  years  ago,  the 
Predecessor  of  his  right  hon.  Friond 
who  now  held  the  position  of  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  appointed  a  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  that  Committee 
made  two  or  three  recommendations. 
Some  of  them  were  made  to  the  Volun- 
teer Force  itself,  and  they  were  in  the 
nature  of  pointing  out  how  the  Force 
eould  best  economize  its  resources. 
There  was  also  a  recommendation  that 
there  should  be  a  further  allowance 
from  the  State.  With  regard  to  those 
recommendations  which  were  made  to 
the  Volunteers  themselves,  he  thought 
he  might  say  that  every  one  of  them 
was  cheerfully  and  readily  accepted  and 
adopted  by  the  Force.  One  of  them  was 
that  the  Force  should  consolidate  small 
regiments  and  small  companies  into  a 
battalion ;  and  another  was  that  they 
should  assimilate  their  uniforms,  and 
adopt,  if  possible,  the  territorial  uni- 
form of  the  regiment  to  which  they  were 
attached.  There  were  several  recom- 
mendations in  regard  to  range  and  drill 
sheds,  one  and  all  of  which,  he  believed, 
were  adopted,  and  a  great  amelioration 
in  the  condition  of  the  Force  was 
brought  about  in  consequence.  There 
wa^  another  recommendation  which  only 
went  to  the  ertent  of  recommending  an 
increase  of  the  capitation  grant;  but, 


nevertheless,  it  was  suggested  that  an 
additional  allowance  should  be  given 
for  training  in  camp.  Very  shortly 
after  that  Committee  was  appointed,  a 
new  Administration  came  into  Office,  and 
he  was  bound  to  confess  that  the  new 
Secretary  of  State  did  carry  out  very 
loyally  the  recommendations  which  had 
been  adopted  by  his  Predecessors.  To 
a  certain  extent  the  increased  allowance 
for  training  in  camp  was  granted  to 
the  Force,  but  it  was  not  done  to  the 
full  extent  of  what  the  Committee  had 
hoped.  The  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  at  the  War  Office 
was  that,  as  the  men  could,  in  their  opi- 
nion, only  be  made  thoroughly  efficient 
by  attending  Volunteer  camps,  an  allow- 
ance of  2«.  a-day  for  six  days  per  head 
should  be  made  to  each  man  training  in 
camp.  A  Vote  was  taken  in  the  Estimates 
for  the  number  of  men  whom  it  was 
thought  probable  would  desire  to  go  into 
camp.  But  the  number  of  men  who  pre- 
sented themselves  in  the  following  year 
exceeded  the  number  for  whom  provi- 
sion had  been  made  in  the  Estimates. 
The  Volunteers  were  accordingly  in- 
formed at  the  War  Office  that  more  men 
were  seeking  to  go  into  camp  than  there 
was  provision  for,  and  the  surplus  names 
were  accordingly  struck  off.  The  result 
was  that  only  a  limited  number  of  men 
had  received  the  benefit  of  camp  train- 
ing, and  the  advantages,  which  were 
hoped  to  be  derived  by  the  Service  when 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
was  made,  had  been  much  diminished. 
It  was  said  that  the  Committee  did  not 
recommend  any  increase  of  the  capita- 
tion grant.  That  was  true ;  but  it  did 
recommend  an  increase  of  allowance. 
Since  that  Committee  sat,  now  nearly 
seven  years  ago,  circumstances  had 
marched  onwai'ds  very  rapidly.  The 
Volunteer  Force  itself  had  become  more 
established  in  the  opinion  of  the  people, 
and  it  had  become  more  accepted  as  one 
of  the  institutions  of  the  country.  That 
fact,  gratifying  and  satisfactory  as  it 
was  in  every  way,  still  possessed  this 
disadvantage — that  whereas  in  former 
days  persons  were  ready  to  contribute 
annually  to  the  maintenance  of  Volun- 
teer regiments,  they  now  considered  that 
the  Volunteer  Force  was  established, 
and,  therefore,  they  did  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  make  those  contributions 
which  they  formerly  made.  Thoy  would 
as  soon  think  now-a-days  of  contributing 
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to  tlie  maintenance  of  the  Yeomanry  and 
the  Militia  as  of  making  any  contribution 
towards  the  Volunteer  Force.  In  that 
way  there  was  a  considerable  call  made 
on  the  Volunteers  themselves  for  ex- 
penses which  were  originally  subscribed 
for.  In  former  times  great  liberality 
was  displayed  in  lending  Corn  Ex- 
changes, public  halls,  fields,  and  other 
places  where  the  ordinary  drill  could  be 
carried  on.  He  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  now  everything  of  that  sort 
had  to  be  paid  for.  If  a  Volunteer  officer 
desired  to  take  his  men  into  a  field  for 
drill  or  practice  he  had  to  pay  hard  cash 
for  the  use  of  it.  The  result  was  that 
the  Volunteer  Force  had  considerable 
difficulty  in  holding  its  own  in  connec- 
tion with  the  heavy  charges  which  were 
constantly  falling  upon  it ;  and  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  the  Force  was 
Tmdoubtedly  deficient  in  many  respects. 
It  was  deficient  so  far  as  being  properly 
equipped  was  concerned;  and  when  a 
regiment  was  required  to  go  out  for  two 
or  three  days,  or  to  camp  out  for  a  week, 
it  had  no  means  of  carrying  the  food 
that  was  necessary,  together  with  am- 
munition and  clothes.  If  the  Volunteers 
were  to  be  made  really  efficient  those 
were  matters  which  ought  to  be  attended 
to.  He  would  not  advocate  the  giving 
of  eleemosynary  relief,  because  he  did 
not  think  that  was  the  way  to  deal  with 
the  Volunteer  Force ;  but  it  was  most 
unsatisfactory  to  require  them,  as  at 
present,  to  carry  a  heavy  burden  on  their 
back.  It  was  very  distasteful  to  them  ; 
it  took  away  a  great  deal  from  a  man's 
Btrength  to  make  him  a  beast  of  burden, 
and  it  deprived  him  of  the  power  of 
marching  with  celerity.  There  wore  ex- 
cellent inventions  for  carrying  kits,  which 
were  all  to  be  obtained  for  money,  and 
which  ought  to  be  supplied  if  the  Mili- 
tary Authorities  had  any  regard  for  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  Volunteers.  At 
the  last  Eeview  at  Brighton  a  number 
of  regiments  were  positively  without  the 
slightest  protection ;  and  if  the  weather 
had  been  stormy,  instead  of  fine,  there 
would  have  been  many  men  who  would 
have  been  exposed  for  24  hours  to  the 
inclemency  of  the  weather  without  any 
protection  whatever.  What  was  really 
wanted  was  a  further  capitation  grant ; 
and  if  the  Force  was  to  be  maintained  in 
a  satisfactory  position,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  increase  that  grant.  They  did 
not  ask  for  any  great  iucroase,  and  wliat 
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the  amount  was  to  be  must  be  left  to  the 
decision  of  those  who  framed  the  Esti- 
mates at  the  War  Office.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  that  some  increase  was 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  preserve 
the  vitality  of  the  Force.  Then,  again, 
there  was  great  difficulty  experienced  in 
obtaining  officers.  The  difficulty  arose 
in  this  way.  Many  of  the  Volunteer 
regiments  were  heavily  in  debt,  and  it 
was  found  that,  although  it  was  not  a 
difficult  matter  to  secure  the  services  of 
officers  who  were  quite  ready  to  give 
their  time  and  experience,  they  declined 
to  take  upon  their  shoulders  the  debts 
of  the  regiment,  and,  in  consequence, 
the  country  lost  the  services  of  many 
men  who  were  well  qualified  to  command 
the  Volunteer  Force.  Those  were  mat- 
ters which  he  thought  it  was  due  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  that  he 
should  have  pointed  out  to  him.  Ha 
did  not  know  whether  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  able  to  give  any  gua- 
rantee upon  the  subject;  but  he  had 
no  doubt  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  use  his  knowledge  and  bring 
his  discretion  to  bear  upon  it.  He 
did  not  advocate  the  appointment  of  any 
further  Committee.  The  question  had 
been  investigated  already  by  two  or 
three  Committees,  and  all  the  informa- 
tion that  could  be  desired  was  now  in 
the  possession  of  the  War  Office.  He 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend,  on  inquiry, 
would  see  that  the  circumstances  had 
materially  changed  from  what  they  were 
seven  years  ago,  when  the  Departmental 
Committee  of  the  War  Office  sat,  and  that 
the  time  had  now  arrived  when  it  was 
necessary  to  add  to  the  capitation  grant. 
In  dealing  with  the  question,  he  would 
deprecate  any  increase  in  the  amount  of 
money  given  merely  for  skill  in  shoot- 
ing. It  was  well  known  in  the  Force 
that  the  registered  work  at  the  ranges 
was  such  as  they  could  not  altogether 
rely  upon,  and  the  making  of  the  g^ant 
dependent  upon  the  register  kept  by 
the  sergeant  at  the  range  would,  m  his 
opinion,  be  much  to  be  deprecated.  If 
they  wore  to  have  an  increase  of  the 
capitation  grant,  let  them  have  it  for 
efficiency.  It  was  all  very  well  to  have  in- 
creased shooting  efficiency,  and  he  should 
object  to  the  taking  away  of  any  por- 
tion of  the  money  prizes  now  awarded ; 
but  any  increase  of  the  capitation  grant 
lliiit  niiglit  bo  given,  he  oarucstly  hoped 
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would  be  given  for  efficiency,  and  that 
it  would  not  be  made  to  depend  upon 
the  men  becoming  marksmen,  or  upon 
high-class  shooting. 

Sib  AETHUR  HAYTER,  said,  he 
was  anxious  to  explain  to  the  Commit- 
tee the  nature  of  the  increase  on  this 
Vote.  The  main  increase  —  namely, 
£18,600,  under  Sub-head  B — was  for 
the  pay,  &c.,  of  Sergeant  Inspectors  of 
the  Volunteer  Corps.  It  was  simply  a 
transfer  from  Vote  1 ,  and  it  was  a  charge 
made  in  accordance  with  the  desire  of 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  who 
were  of  opinion,  and,  he  thought,  very 
wisely,  that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
have  the  pay  of  the  permanent  Staff  of 
all  the  three  arms  of  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice— ^Rifles,  Artillery,  and  Engineers — 
included  in  that  Vote.  Up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  the  pay  of  the  permanent 
Staff  of  Artillery  and  Engineers  was 
taken  in  Yote  1,  while  the  expenses  of 
the  permanent  Staff  of  the  Rifle  Volun- 
teers were  taken  in  this  Vote.  It  was 
thought  better  to  transfer  from  Vote  1 
the  pay  of  the  Artillery  and  Engineers, 
and  include  the  whole  of  the  pay  for 
the  three  branches  of  the  Volunteer 
Service  in  one  Vote.  That  accounted 
for  an  increase  of  £18,600.  The  re- 
mainder, of  course,  was  due  to  the  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  the  Volunteers. 
In  regard  to  the  other  two  items  of  in- 
crease— the  addition  to  the  capitation 
grant,  £9,400,  was  explained  by  the 
increase  of  6,000  men  in  the  aggregate 
strength  of  the  Volunteers,  who  were 
now  208,000  as  against  202,000  last 
year;  there  was  also  the  increase  of 
£8,500  in  the  Miscellaneous  Charges  of 
the  Volunteer  Force,  which  was  the  in- 
crease alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Robert 
Loyd  Lindsay)  when  speaking  of  the 
limit  placed  upon  those  who  desired  to 
go  into  the  country  for  training,  and 
earn  the  capitation  grant  by  remaining 
there  for  six  days.  The  late  Govern- 
ment had  thought  it  best  not  to  limit 
the  number  upon  a  matter  which  seemed 
to  be  somewhat  popular  among  all  the 
Volunteer  officers,  and  which  afforded 
the  Volunteers  the  best  chance  of  learn- 
ing the  discipline  taught  in  the  Regular 
Army,  and  of  becoming  efficient.  That 
discipline  was  far  better  taught  in  camp. 
The  camp  services  were  never  taught 
except  in  camp ;  and,  generally  speak- 
ing, tiie  popularity  of  this  service  was 


so  great  that  it  was  thought  it  might 
have  been  better  to  have  granted  the 
full  amount  last  year.  That  accounted 
for  a  further  increase  of  £4,800.  He 
was  anxious  to  say  one  or  two  words 
in  answer  to  the  speeches  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Berkshire  and  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Nottingham 
(Colonel  Seely),  both  of  whom  made, 
he  believed,  demands  for  increased  ex- 
penditure upon  the  Volunteer  Service. 
There  had  been  a  statement  made  in 
"another  place,"  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  in  the  late 
Government  (the  Earl  of  Morley),  on 
this  very  question.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Berkshire  formed  one 
of  the  Committee  who  sat  seven  years 
ago,  and  went  into  the  whole  question 
of  Volunteer  equipment  and  the  capita- 
tion grants.  The  object  of  the  inquiry 
of  that  Committee  was  to  ascertain  the 
best  possible  means  of  increasing  the 
allowance  made  to  the  Volunteers. 
When  the  present  Government  came 
into  Office,  they  found  that  there  had 
been  an  augmentation  of  the  grant,  and 
substantially  they  carried  out  all  the  re- 
commendations that  were  made  by  the 
Committee.  But  as  to  the  supply  of 
kits,  it  was  thought  that  all  the  require- 
ments would  be  met  if  a  certain  number 
of  articles  were  kept  in  store  and  issued 
when  they  were  required.  It  was  felt 
that  there  would  be  great  difficulty  in 
storing  all  the  articles  required;  and, 
further,  that  if  they  were  issued  to  the 
Volunteers,  there  was  a  risk  of  their 
being  used  for  non-military  purposes. 
That  was  a  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  argued  in  favour  of  an  increase 
of  the  capitation  grant  to  the  amount 
of  not  more  than  1 0«. ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  Volunteers  were 
a  very  large  Force,  now  numbering 
208,000,  and  if  they  increased  the  capi- 
tation grant  from  30«.  to  £2,  they  would 
really  be  putting  the  country  to  a  cost  of 
£100,000  for  that  one  item  of  increase. 
It  had  always  been  a  difficulty  that  in 
any  grant  to  the  Volunteers  they  must 
make  it  universal.  They  could  hardly 
make  it  dependent  upon  any  condition 
of  efficiency ;  and  if  every  Volunteer  was 
to  receive  an  additional  sum  of  10«.,  it 
would  be  found  that  there  must  be  an 
increase  in  the  Estimates  of  the  Secrj- 
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tary  of  State  for  War  of  something  very 
dose  upon  £100,000;  and  as  to  the  de- 
sire to  have  particular  articles,  as  he  had 
pointed  out,  they  could  not  be  sure  that 
their  use  would  be  confined  to  Volunteer  or 
military  purposes.  For  instance,  great 
coats  might  be  used  in  a  variety  of  ways, 
and  as  to  water-bottles,  they  might  be 
very  easily  supplied  by  the  Volunteers 
themselves.  All  they  had  to  do  was  to 
procure  a  soda  water-bottle  and  have  it 
oovered  with  leather.  Then,  again, 
with  regard  to  ammunition,  it  was  hardly 
right  that  the  men  should  carry  ammu- 
nition about  with  them  except  when  on 
actual  duty.  They  must  be  treated  like 
the  Begular  soldiers,  who  were  never  en- 
trusted with  ammimition  except  on  duty. 

Colonel  SEELY  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  that ;  but  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
kept  in  the  Volunteer  stores. 

Sib  ARTHUE  HAYTEE  said,  the 
custom  of  the  Kegular  Army  was  to 
issue  ammunition  through  the  Quarter- 
master to  soldiers  going  on  duty.  That 
ammunition  they  carried  in  their  pouches, 
and  re-delivered  when  they  came  off 
duty.  It  had  been  found  inconvenient 
to  place  deadly  weapons  in  the  hands  of 
the  men  without  restriction.  It  would 
probably  be  remembered  that  a  number 
of  outrages  were  committed  in  1854,  in 
consequence  of  allowing  ammunition  to 
be  indiscriminately  carried.  For  in- 
stance, Captain  Keate  was  shot  at,  and 
there  was  a  desperate  murder  at  Chat- 
ham of  two  officers;  and  in  consequence 
Viscount  Cardwell,  who  was  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  at  the  time,  issued  an 
order  that  all  unused  ammunition  served 
out  to  soldiers  going  on  duty  should  be 
returned  into  store  when  they  came  off 
duty.  He  thought  the  Volunteers  ought 
to  be  treated  in  the  same  way ;  but  there 
ought  to  be  means  of  serving  out 
ammunition  rapidly  in  the  case  of  an 
emergency.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Nottingham  (Colonel 
Seely)  had  referred  to  the  issue  of 
canvas  bags  to  enable  the  men  to  carry 
rations  with  them.  That  might  be  an 
excellent  thing  in  an  enemy's  country ; 
but  he  would  appeal  to  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  opposite  (Sir  Eobert  Loyd 
Lindsay),  as  an  old  Adjutant  of  the 
Guards  to  say  whether  it  was  not  a 
matter  which  might  safely  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Quartermaster?  A 
telegram  could  always  be  sent  to  the 
Quartermaster   at  the    station  whence 
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the  troops  were  proceeding,  to  say 
when  a  regiment  was  about  to  arrive, 
and  he  would  be  able  to  provide  them 
with  a  hot  meal  and  all  the  provisions 
they  required  at  the  time  of  their  ar- 
rival. Of  course,  there  were  various 
things  in  which  by  the  expenditure  of  a 
little  money  it  would  be  possible  to  in- 
crease the  efficiency  and  comfort  of  the 
Volunteers ;  but  where  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  incur  a  very  great  expense,  the  ' 
question  they  ought  to  ask  was  whe- 
ther it  was  worth  while,  considering  the 
enormous  outlay  which  would  have  to  be 
incurred,  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Volunteers  those  appliances  which  were 
only  really  required  if  they  were  serv- 
ing in  an  enemy's  country.  He  apolo- 
gized for  having  detained  the  Committee ; 
but  he  was  anxious  to  show  that  the  De- 
partment, so  far  as  the  late  Government 
were  concerned,  were  fully  aware  of  the 
interests  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  but 
had  considered  that  in  many  of  the  re- 
quisitions made  the  cost  would  more 
than  out-balance  the  advantage. 

The  financial  SECEETAEY, 
WAE  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  Nobth- 
cote)  said,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  Arthur  Hayter) 
had  left  him  very  little  to  say  in 
reference  to  matters  of  detail  connected 
with  the  Office  in  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  his  Successor.  But  he 
hoped  he  should  not  be  misrepresent- 
ing the  feelings  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  when 
he  said  that  all  suggestions  made  with 
the  object  of  securing  the  increased 
efficiency  of  the  Volunteer  Force  would 
receive  from  the  present  Administra- 
tion most  anxious  and  careful  con- 
sideration. It  was  impossible  to  speak 
too  highly  of  the  great  anxiety  of  the 
men  who  formed  the  Volunteer  Force  to 
become  more  and  more  efficient.  The 
General  Commanding  at  Aldershot,  in 
his  Eeport  for  last  year,  said — 

"  The  Volunteers  came  down  in  considerable 
force  towards  the  close  of  the  drill  season. 
They  were  put  through  a  short  course,  begin- 
ning with  battalion  drill,  under  the  supervision 
of  their  respective  brigadiers,  and  ending  with 
a  sham  fight  on  the  Fox  Hills.  Thej'  took  the 
greatest  pains  with  and  interest  in  their  drill, 
and  their  progress  was  extraordinary.  Their 
discipline  and  general  conduct  were  admi- 
rable." 

He  thought  that  that  Eeport,  coming  as 
it  did  from  a  most  experienced  Officer, 
would  give  the  utmost   satisfaction  in 
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regard  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteer 
Foioe.  The  present  discussion  had 
ranged  over  a  wide  field,  and  questions 
of  the  utmost  importance  had  been  raised 
in  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pifeston 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  suggested  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
organization  of  the  Force.  That  sugges- 
tion had  not  been  received  with  general 
favour ;  but  it  was  obviously  necessary 
in  the  first  instance  to  consult  the  Yolun- 
teer  officers  on  the  jsubjeet.  Various 
proposals  for  increasing  the  efficiency  of 
the  Volunteers  had  been  made  in  the 
course  of  that  discussion  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Sir  Bobert  Loyd  Lindsay),  and 
the  hoii.  and  gallant  Member  for  Not- 
tingham (Colonel  Seely),  and  without 
expressing  at  that  moment  any  opinion 
as  to  the  propriety  of  increasing  the 
capitation  grant,  he  might  say  that  those 
suggestions  deserved  and  would  receive 
very  careful  consideration.  The  ques- 
tion which  was  raised  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Berk- 
shire as  to  the  increase  of  the  capitation 
grant,  had  been  fully  dealt  with  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Bath  (Sir 
Arthur  Sayter),  and  he  certainly  must 
point  out  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Berkshire  that  the 
simple  addition  of  10«.  a- head  to  the 
capitation  grant  would  lead  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  entire  Volunteer  grant  of 
no  less  than  £100,000  a-year.  It  was 
obvious  that  that  was  a  serious  demand 
to  make,  and  one  which  before  it  could 
be  adopted  would  require  careful  con- 
sideration. With  regard  to  campiug 
out  and  other  matters,  he  thought  the 
House  of  Commons  should  take  such 
steps  as  would  assure  the  Volunteers 
that  they  were  disposed  to  deal  with  the 
Force  fairly  and  even  generously. 

Mr.  GREGOEY  said,  he  must  apolo- 
gize for  intruding  himself  in  the  debate ; 
but  the  Volunteer  Force  was  one  of  great 
importance  to  the  country,  and  was  de- 
serving of  so  much  consideration  that 
he  had  risen  for  the  purpose  of  making 
one  or  two  remarks.  In  the  Volunteers 
the  nation  had  now  a  Force  of  208,000 
men,  which  would  cost  the  country,  ac- 
cording to  the  Estimates,  £760,000  in 
the  course  of  the  year.  Surely,  that 
was  by  no  means  an  extravagant  sum 
to  pay  for  their  services ;  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  even  some  slight  increase 
would  n)t  be  altogether  inappropriate. 


From  year  to  year  they  expected  the 
Force  to  be  in  a  condition  of  greater 
efficiency,  and  to  have  made  rapid  pro- 
gress, and  every  year  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Force  devoted  themselves  more 
and  more  to  the  Service  with  with  they 
were  connected.  In  regard  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  capitation  grant,  he  would 
not  advocate  any  general  increase ;  but 
he  thought  there  was  one  point  in  which 
encouragement  might  be  usefully  given, 
and  that  was  in  respect  of  the  shooting 
of  the  men.  There  was  a  discussion 
upon  that  subject  last  year,  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  piomised  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  in  that  respect. 
It  was  well  known,  particularly  in  the 
Metropolitan  District,  and  in  some 
of  the  large  towns,  that  considerable 
difficulty  was  experienced  in  obtaining 
convenient  ranges  at  which  the  men  could 
practice.  That  difficulty  did  not  exist 
so  much  in  the  rural  districts,  but  it  did 
in  regard  to  some  of  the  most  efficient 
and^able  Volunteer  Corps  of  the  country 
which  belonged  to  the  large  towns.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  something 
might  be  done  to  provide  convenient 
ranges,  so  that  the  various  corps  might 
have  reasonable  facilities  afforded  them 
for  improving  their  shooting.  He  would 
suggest  that  there  should  be  some  small 
grant  to  those  Volunteers  who  showed 
a  higher  state  of  efficiency  than  the  rest, 
and  that  for  shooting  up  to  a  certain 
standard  a  certain  grant  should  be  given 
which  would  enable  a  corps  to  meet  the 
expense  they  were  put  to  owing  to  the 
want  of  a  convenient  range  close  at  hand, 
or  owing  to  the  difficulty  they  had  in  pro- 
ceeding to  and  from  the  shooting  ground* 
If  something  were  done  in  that  respect, 
he  knew,  from  communications  he  had 
received,  that  it  would  give  great  satis- 
faction to  many  Commanding  Officers  of 
regiments,  and  it  would  not  put  the 
country  to  a  very  heavy  expense.  He 
would  submit  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Goverument  whether  some  grant  of 
of  that  kind  might  not  be  made  for  effi- 
cient shooting,  so  as  to  relieve  the  corps 
from  some  of  the  expense  and  difficul- 
ties they  ttt  present  experienced  in  dis- 
charging very  important  functions. 
Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £384,500,  Army  Eeserve  Force. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
the  number  of  Eeserve  men  in  the  Ee- 
serve last  year  was  put  down  at  42,500, 
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and  the  number  put  down  for  1885-6 
was  also  42,500.  He  presumed  that 
there  were  not  that  number  in  the  Re- 
serves at  the  present  moment,  because 
he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  said  that  they  had  drawn 
from  the  Beserves  in  one  case  2,348 
men,  and  in  another  969  men.  He 
should  be  glad  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
could  inform  the  Committee  what  was 
the  number  at  present  serving  with  the 
Reserve?  He  would  also  like  to  ask 
his  right  hon.  Friend  what  course  he 
proposed  to  take  in  regard  to  the  time- 
expired  men,  who  numbered  4,100? 
How  long  did  he  intend  to  retain  those 
men  with  the  Colours  ?  Were  they  to 
go  into  the  Reserves,  or  what  was  the 
proposal  he  intended  to  make  in  re- 
gard to  them  ?  He  would  also  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend  if  he  would  carefully 
consider  the  question  of  the  depot  cen- 
tres and  the  calling  out  of  the  Reserve 
men  belonging  to  each  of  those  depot 
centres  every  year?  He  saw  from  a 
paper  that  day  that  it  was  said  that 
the  Government  proposed  to  allow  men 
from  the  Reserves  to  volunteer  into  any 
regiments  they  chose.  If  that  were 
done,  it  would  at  once  do  away  with  the 
system  of  local  regiments  ;  and  he  was 
very  anxious  to  know  if  there  was  any 
truth  in  the  statement,  because,  if  it 
were  true,  the  system  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much,  and  which  had  been  so 
favourably  considered  by  the  authorities 
at  the  War  Office,  was  evidently  about 
to  fall  to  the  ground  ?  His  own  opinion 
had  always  been  that  the  Reserve  men 
ought  to  be  called  out,  even  if  it  were 
only  for  one  day ;  that  they  ought  to  be 
fitted  with  their  clothing,  and  that  they 
ought  to  know  their  places  in  the  regi- 
ment to  which  they  belonged.  They 
should  also  be  put  through  the  necessary 
drill  and  rifle  exercise  to  see  if  they 
were  efficient.  If  they  were  found  effi- 
cient there  was  not  the  slightest  reason 
why,  when  they  appeared  on  parade 
and  showed  that  they  were  up  to  the 
mark,  they  should  not  be  dismissed  to 
their  homes.  Parliament  had  given 
power  to  call  them  out  for  eight  days  ; 
but  if  a  man  showed  that  he  was  efficient, 
and  it  was  known  where  hecould  befound, 
that  was  all  that  could  be  required  of 
him.  But  if  they  were  to  be  allowed  to 
volunteer  into  any  regiment  they  chose 
the  system  would  inevitably  break  down. 

Sir  Walter  £.  Barttelot 


He  also  wished  to  ask  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  consider  carefully  whether  the 
Reserve  men  ought  to  be  called  out  on 
every  occasion  that  they  found  it  neces- 
sary to  enter  upon  a  small  war.  It  was 
said,  when  the  Reserve  was  originally 
formed,  that  the  men  would  only  be 
called  out  in  the  event  of  an  emergency ; 
but  now  they  seemed  to  be  unable  to  send 
a  small  Force  anywhere,  without  calling 
out  the  Reserves,  not  only  for  service 
abroad,  but  to  do  duty  at  home.  He 
would  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  whether 
he  would  not  give  his  attention  to  this 
matter,  which,  in  his  judgment,  deserved 
the  most  serious  consideration? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  ix)R 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said,  he  was 
sure  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
see  that,  having  held  his  present  posi- 
tion at  the  War  Office  for  a  fortnight 
only,  he  was  not  yet  in  a  position  to 
lay  down  principles  on  which  the  Army 
should  be  governed.  He  could  only  say 
then,  with  regard  to  the  Reserve  Force, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  regarded 
it  as  exceeding  valuable,  and  one  which 
ought  to  be  treated  with  the  greatest 
care  and  judgment,  and  that  any  sug- 
gestion which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  to  make  in  connection  with 
it  should  receive  consideration.  As  to 
the  general  principle  of  calling  out  the 
Reserves  on  every  occasion  when  the 
slightest  strain  was  placed  upon  their 
military  system,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  that  was  not  desirable.  No 
doubt,  the  object  of  the  Reserve  was  to 
constitute  a  Force  upon  which  the  coun- 
try could  depend  in  a  time  of  considera- 
ble emergen^. 

Sib  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  this 
was  a  question  of  bringing  the  Reserves 
together  so  that  when  they  were  called 
out  for  sei*vice  they  should  be  drilled  for 
a  certain  period,  and  not  receive  pay 
until  they  could  prove  that  they  had 
attended  a  certain  number  of  drills.  He 
thought  this  matter  would  be  very  simple, 
because  he  understood  from  a  high  au- 
thority in  the  Army  that  it  womd  not 
be  necessary  to  do  more  than  bring 
them  out  and  attach  them  to  a  Yolunteer 
Corps,  with  whom  they  could  learn  their 
drill  and  fire  the  number  of  rounds  re- 
quired from  efficient  Volunteers.  The 
advantage  of  that  was  that  if  they  were 
attached  to  a  Volunteer  Corps  they  would 
not  interfere  with  the  enrolled  members 
of  the  corps,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
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they  would  learn  their  drill  in  the 
cheapest  possible  way.  With  regard  to 
the  calling  out  of  the  Reserves,  it  had 
not  been  the  intention  of  the  late  Go- 
Ternment,  nor  was  it,  he  supposed,  the 
intention  of  the  present  Government,  to 
call  out  for  small  wars  the  whole  of  the 
Benerve.  The  desire  and  intention  was 
that  there  should  be  a  drilled  Beserve 
of  40,000  or  50,000  men  in  the  country. 
He  thought  it  would  be  an  excellent 
thing  to  have  the  Eeserve  men  attached 
to  a  Volunteer  Corps  with  whom  they 
could  drill  on  Saturday  afternoons.  He 
believed  that  (Colonel  Du  Plat  Taylor  was 
quite  prepared  to  take  200  Eeserve  men 
in  his  own  corps.  The  expense  would 
only  be  that  of  equipping  and  clothing 
them,  and  probably  a  capitation  grant 
paid  to  the  Commanding  Officer  of  the 
corps  for  the  men.  He  understood 
from  an  authority  of  high  position  at 
the  War  Office  that  if  the  men  were 
taught  to  shoot  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  in  regard  to  drill.  They 
would  be  practised  both  at  loose  order 
and  close  order  drill  at  the  butts.  Then 
there  was  the  advantage  that  they  would 
know  to  whom  they  paid  the  money 
earned  by  the  Beserve ;  they  would  know 
that  the  men  were  efficient  and  that  they 
were  ready,  while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
arrangements  could  be  carried  out  at  the 
least  possible  expense.  There  were  also 
6,500  Army  Pensioners,  all  veteran  sol- 
diers, to  whom  ho  thought  it  would  not  be 
unfair  to  say  that  in  consideration  of  the 
money  which  they  received  they  should 
go  through  a  certain  number  of  drills. 
Not  being  called  out  on  permanent  duty, 
no  further  cost  of  pay  or  pension  would 
be  incurred.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  carry  on  the  investigation 
which  had  been  instituted,  and  carry 
out  the  plan  of  drilling  the  men  with 
the  Volunteers  in  the  cheapest  manner 
possible. 

Mr.  TOMLTNSON  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  suggestion  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir 
Arthur  Hayter)  with  respect  to  putting 
Eeserve  men  through  their  drill  with 
the  Volunteers  was  a  valuable  one,  and 
he  believed  that  if  it  were  carried  out 
it  might  be  of  advantage  to  the  men  of 
both  Services.  But  there  had  been  this 
difficulty  felt;  both  with  regard  to  the 
Volunteers  and  the  Eeserve  men — 
namely,  t'lat   the   employers   of    thoae 


men  were  not  always  ready  to  consent 
to  their  attending  the  drills  at  certain 
times.  He  thought  that  certain  days 
would  have  to  be  fixed  for  drilling  the 
men  together.  It  was  very  desirable  that 
the  Volunteers,  as  well  as  the  Eeserve 
men,  should  be  in  force  on  those  days,  so 
that  the  battalions  might  be  of  adequate 
strength ;  and,  looking  at  the  matter 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Volun- 
teers, he  believed  it  would  be  a  valuable 
thing  to  have  the  Eeserve  men  paraded 
with  them,  especially  when  in  camp. 
But  it  had  come  to  his  knowledge  that, 
either  from  not  valuing  the  Force  suffi- 
ciently, or  for  other  reasons,  employers 
were  reluctant  to  allow  men  the  proper 
facilities  for  going  into  camp;  and 
hon.  Members  would  know  that  it  was 
a  great  hardship  to  them  to  have  to 
give  up  for  that  purpose  employments 
of  value,  which  they  could  not  resume. 
As  the  whole  country  was  interested  in 
the  efficiency  of  those  Forces,  he  sug- 
gested the  consideration  whether  some 
penalty  should  not  attach  to  employers 
who  unduly  refused  their  assent  to  the 
men  performing  their  military  duty. 
That  question  was  becoming  more  and 
more  important  every  day ;  the  Eeserve 
Forces  were  increasing  yearly,  and  it 
was  most  desirable  that  the  Volunteer 
Force  should  turn  out  in  as  great  strength 
as  possible  on  certain  occasions;  and, 
therefore,  he  urged  the  importance  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  considering 
how,  in  some  way  or  other,  they  could 
lessen  the  shortsightedness  which  it  was 
well  known  existed  among  some  people 
on  that  subject. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  thought 
that  employers  ought  to  be  punished  if 
they  did  not  allow  the  Eeserve  men  in 
their  employ  to  go  out,  if  it  was  the  law 
that  they  should  go  out.  But  the  real 
point  to  be  considered  was,  that  if  the 
Eeserve  men  were  called  out  unneces- 
sarily, they  were  prevented  from  getting 
employment,  because  their  employers 
naturally  did  not  want  to  lose  their  ser- 
vices. He  believed  that  in  Germany 
and  France  the  Eeserve  men  were  never, 
or  almost  never,  called  out  for  drill, 
although  in  Germany  they  were  some- 
times called  out  for  a  week  or  10  days 
for  the  purpose  of  being  taught  the  use 
of  a  new  arm,  and  in  France  he  believed 
that  they  were  only  called  out,  perhaps, 
once  in  four  or  five  years  for  manoeuvres 
only,   aud  not  for   drill.     Why  should 
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they  want  to  call  out  the  Reserve  men 
more  than  the  Germans  and  the  French ; 
and  why  should  they  worry  the  men  by 
calling  them  out,  and  getting  them 
into  difficulties  with  their  employers? 
It  was  in  that  way  that  the  lives  of  the 
Eeserve  men  were  made  burdensome  to 
them,  and  he  had  himself  received  many 
letters  from  Heserve  men  complaining 
of  the  loss  of  employment,  which  they 
could  not  get  back  again.  He  hoped 
that,  if  the  rule  were  introduced  of  send- 
ing them  out  with  the  Volunteers,  in 
Ireland  they  would  not  be  called  out  at 
all — that  they  would  be  allowed  to  go 
free  in  Ireland  until,  at  any  rate,  there 
were  Volunteers  there. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £464,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Commissariat,  Transport,  and  Ordnance 
Store  Establishments,  Wages,  &c..  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3 Ist  day  of  March  1886.'' 

Dk.  CAMEEON  said,  he  had  to  con- 
gratulate Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  on 
the  choice  they  had  made  in  appointing 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  North  Riding 
of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  to  the 
Office  of  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance. 
He  had  been  on  the  Committee  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  was  well  known 
that  he  had  been  most  zealous  in  prob- 
ing every  abuse  to  the  bottom,  and  most 
sharp  in  seeing  through  any  attempt  to 
hoodwink  the  Committee,  and  therefore 
he  looked  forward  with  great  hope  to 
the  career  of  the  new  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance.  He  felt  most  hopeful  that, 
by  the  exercise  of  that  zeal  and  energy 
which  he  had  shown  himself  to  possess, 
he  would  be  able  to  cleanse  the  Augean 
stable,  the  affairs  of  which  he  had  been 
called  to  administer,  and  to  do  more 
good  in  the  Office  he  held  than  any  of 
his  Predecessors  had  done  for  a  long  time. 
The  examples  by  which  he  proposed  to 
make  good  his  reference  to  the  Augean 
stable  would  be  taken  from  what  had 
occurred  during  the  Soudan  War.  He 
would  confine  himself  to  the  working  of 
the  Department  to  which  the  Tote  re- 
ferred during  that  war.  The  labours  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  last  year  to 
investigate  the  action  of  the  Department 
had  not  been  thrown  away ;  they  had 
done  immense  gcofl  ;  and  the  fact  that 

Colonel  Nolan 


in  many  respects  the  Supply  Service 
of  the  Soudan  Campaign  had  been 
efficiently  conducted,  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  publicity  had  frightened  the 
officials,  and  that  in  consequence  many 
recommendations  which  were  before  de- 
clared to  be  impossible  of  fulfilment 
had  been  carried  into  effect.  The  offi- 
cials of  the  Department  had  come  before 
the  Committee,  and  the  Committee  were 
told  that  certain  suggestions  could  not 
be  adopted,  and  that  they  were  perfectly 
unworkable;  but  he  would  point  out 
that  the  number  of  suggestions  which 
were  adopted  was  very  considerable  in- 
deed. The  Commissariat,  for  example, 
had  repeatedly  suggested  that  there 
should  be  separate  ships  for  stores ;  that 
was  said  to  be  impossible,  but  it  was 
carried  out.  They  said  that  super- 
cargoes should  be  sent  with  store-ships ; 
that  was  said  to  be  impossible,  but 
they  were  sent.  A  recommendation  was 
made  to  reduce  the  size  of  the  packages 
for  transport ;  that  had  been  repeatedly 
ignored,  but  now  the  suggestion  was 
adopted,  and  in  the  last  campaign  pack- 
ages were  sent  out  in  a  more  handy  and 
manageable  form  than  had  before  been 
the  case.  But  while  improvements  were 
seen  in  the  conduct  of  the  Soudan  Expe- 
dition, there  were  certain  vices  inherent  in 
the  system,  as  at  present  organized,  which 
were  manifested  in  the  Soudan  War, 
as  in  every  preceding  war.  He  be- 
lieved that  in  connection  with  the 
Soudan  War  the  Engineering  Depart- 
ment urged  upon  the  Government  that 
the  construction  of  the  Berber-Suakin 
Eailway  should  be  taken  up  by  military 
engineers ;  but  it  was  not.  Some  time 
ago  he  had  asked  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  a  Question  concern- 
ing a  quantity  of  biscuits  that  were  sent 
up  the  Nile,  and  of  which,  on  arrival, 
large  quantities  were  found  to  have  been 
rendered  useless.  It  was  said  that  they 
had  been  packed  in  trade  cases  which 
were  insufficient,  and  that  they  had 
been  exposed  to  wet  in  going  up  the 
Nile.  In  answer  to  that  Question  he 
was  told  that  the  biscuits  were  not 
packed  in  trade  cases,  but  in  cases  spe- 
cially recommended  by  the  Mobilization 
Committee,  and  that  they  had  been  ex- 
posed to  great  dangers  in  going  up  the 
Nile.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  was 
only  found  to  be  the  case  among  what 
were  called  *'  Captain's  "  biscuits ;  and 
the  bulk  of  the  biscuit  supply,  which 
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was  obtained  from  the  Naval  Stores  at 
Deptford,  being  properly  packed,  ar- 
rived in  perfect  order  at  its  destination. 
He  understood  that  if  the  **  Captain's" 
biscuits  had  been  properly  inspected,  the 
result  would  have  been  different,  and 
that  they  would  have  arrived  in  as  good 
condition  as  the  biscuits  from  Deptford ; 
and  he  might  mention  that  the  reduc- 
tion he  was  about  to  move  to  this  Vote 
referred  to  the  salary  of  the  official  who 
passed  those  biscuits.  Some  person 
must  be  to  blame  in  that  matter,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  who  was  responsible  ? 
Then  there  were  tea,  and  sugar,  and 
salt  sent  up  the  Nile,  and  on  arrival 
large  quantities  were  found  to  have 
been  destroyed.  The  tea  was  packed 
in  cases  fastened  with  shellac,  not  with 
solder,  which  would  have  been  effective. 
The  groceries,  sugar,  and  salt  were,  to 
the  extent  of  some  25  per  cent,  destroyed 
by  wet  in  the  passage  up  the  Nile.  Did 
the  Committee  imagine  for  one  moment 
that  it  was  not  foreseen  that  those  things 
were  to  be  exposed  to  wet  ?  That  was 
all  foreseen,  and  he  understood  that 
water-proof  bags  were  sent  out  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  sugar  and 
salt;  and,  therefore,  either  they  could 
not  have  been  put  into  those  bags,  or 
they  could  not  have  been  properly 
fastened  in  them.  The  result  of  that 
was  that  the  soldiers  had  to  go  on 
short  rations.  Someone  must  have  been 
responsible  for  that  neglect  also.  In 
order  to  carry  the  biscuits,  which  had  to 
be  thrown  into  the  Nile  or  buried  in  the 
desert ;  in  order  to  carry  the  bags  of 
sugar  and  salt,  which  had  not  been  pro- 
perly placed  in  their  water-proof  cover- 
ings, the  most  necessary  stores  had  to  be 
omitted.  In  that  way  no  clothes  were  sent 
on  to  the  Army,  and  in  the  course  of  a 
short  time  the  troops  were  literallyclothed 
in  rags.  In  order  that  they  might  be 
able  to  carry  those^damaged  •  biscuits, 
and  the  salt  and  sugar  that  had  been 
rendered  useless  in  the  way  he  had  de- 
scribed, they  had  to  omit  the  conveyance 
of  boots,  which,  so  far  as  the  necessary 
equipment  of  an  Army  was  concerned, 
ranked  next  in  importance  to  arms  and 
ammunition.  The  consequence  was  that 
their  unfortunate  soldiers,  who  were 
obliged  to  make  prolonged  marches 
through  the  desert,  found  themselves 
in  large  numbers  walking  over  the  hot, 
shingly  sand,  either  with  bare  feet,  or 
with   such    make- shift  substitutes    for 


boots,  in  the  shape  of  sandals,  as  they 
could  contrive  to  fasten  round  their  feet. 
He  thought  that  that  one  fact  would 
suffice  to  show  the  Committee  the  im- 
portance of  sending  out  the  very  best 
articles  required  for  use  in  a  campaign, 
and  taking  every  possible  care  that 
they  should  arrive  in  proper  condition. 
Again,  in  order  to  carry  the  things  he 
had  described  as  so  very  inadequately 
looked  after,  it  became  necessary  to 
omit  the  requisite  supply  of  com  for  the 
enormous  number  of  camels  that  had 
been  provided  for  the  use  of  the  Army, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  com  was 
only  obtained  with  extreme  difficulty, 
and  the  wretched  camels  for  whom  it 
was  needed  got  almost  smaller  rations 
than  the  men,  the  fact  being  that  they 
never  got  more,  in  tho  majority  of  cases, 
than  about  5  lbs.  of  grain  per  day. 
Another  result  of  the  impossibility  of 
finding  room  in  the  transports  for  all 
the  things  that  had  to  be  carried  was 
that  the  men  were  obliged  to  go  without 
their  tobacco,  the  space  that  would  have 
sufficed  for  that  and  other  articles  being 
taken  up  with  a  lot  of  rotten  biscuits 
and  the  improperly  packed  bags  of  salt 
and  sugar  of  which  he  had  already 
spoken.  As  he  had  previously  stated, 
all  the  difficulties  he  had  enumerated 
were  perceived  and  recognized  before- 
hand, for  it  was  foreseen  that  the  boats 
would  often  be  partly  submerged,  and 
every  provision  was  consequently  made 
to  guard  against  that  contingency  ;  but, 
notwithstanding  that,  every  preparation 
that  had  been  made  with  that  object 
was  frustrated  owing  to  somebody's 
fault.  Now,  he  wanted  to  know  who 
that  somebody  was  ?  This  had  reference 
to  the  Department  of  the  Director  of 
Supply,  and  they  ought  to  be  able  to 
ascertain  with  whom  the  fault  rested. 
Then,  again,  he  had  to  bring  under  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  what  had 
happened  in  the  case  of  the  purchase  of 
camels.  What,  he  asked,  had  been  the  re- 
sult of  the  camel  contracts  ?  Why,  that 
the  animals  obtained  were  of  the  most 
wretched  description,  while  the  manage- 
ment of  those  purchased  was  often 
equally  bad.  He  had  been  informed  by 
a  professional  gentleman — a  veterinary 
surgeon — who  was  on  the  spot — he  did 
not  know  whether  he  was  actually  at 
Cairo  or  not,  but  he  was,  at  all  events, 
in  Egypt  at  the  period  referred  to — that 
from  20  to  80  per  cent  of  the  camels  pur*' 
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chased  at  Cairo  were  absolutely  unfit 
for  service,  that  proportion  of  the  ani- 
mals being  unsuitable,  either  through 
actual  disease  or  physical  inefficiency — 
which  was  precisely  what  had  been  the 
case  in  the  Afghan  War.  The  same 
thing  occurred  at  Suez,  where,  at  the 
depot  established  at  that  place,  there 
were  upwards  of  1,000  of  those  animals, 
a  large  proportion  of  which,  he  was  in- 
formed, were  also  totally  unfit  for  ser- 
vice. Those  animals  had,  however,  been 
bought  for  the  use  of  the  British  Ex- 
pedition, and  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases  they  were  bought  without  having 
been  subjected  to  veterinary  inspection. 
There  was  another  matter  in  relation  to 
the  supply  of  camels  to  which  he  was 
anxious  to  draw  attention.  Anhon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Colonel  Dawnay)  had, 
on  a  former  occasion,  put  a  Question  on  the 
subject,  but  had  failed  to  elicit  an  answer; 
and  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  therefore,  wanted 
to  obtain  an  answer  now.  He  referred 
to  the  case  of  a  shipload  of  camels,  in  re- 
gard to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Thirsk  (Colonel  Dawnay)  had 
asked  a  Question  of  the  late  Qovernment. 
It  was  reported  that  a  shipload  of  camels 
had  been  received  at  Suakin,  the  whole 
of  which  were  in  such  a  state  of  unfit- 
ness that  the  entire  lot  had  to  be  sent 
back  to  Suez.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  who  was  then 
at  the  head  of  the  War  Department, 
had  promised  that  the  matter  should  be  in- 
quired into;  but  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  was  not 
aware  whether  the  noble  Marquess  had 
instituted  an  inquiry.  They  had  had 
general  assurances  that  the  camels  were 
excellent ;  but  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  could 
furnish  specific  instances  of  their  being 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  he  would  un- 
dertake to  prove  that  assertion  if  he 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  of  so  doing. 
He  could  also  show  that  when  serviceable 
camels  were  obtained,  they  were  some- 
times mismanaged  in  the  most  horrible 
fashion.  The  fact  was,  that  they  were  not 
put  under  the  management  of  anyone 
who  knew  anything  about  those  animals, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  were  placed  under 
the  charge  of  Infantry  officers  who  had 
had  no  experience  of  camels;  and  he 
had  been  informed  that  in  some  cases, 
in  order  to  accustom  the  animals  to 
desert  work,  they  were  ordered  to  be 
watered  only  once  in  three  days.  They 
had,  of  course,  all  heard  the  story  of 
the  man  who  contended  that  his  horse 
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only  ate  as  a  matter  of  custom,  and  that  it 
could  be  reduced  by  careful  management 
to  do  without  food  altogether,  and  who 
was  convinced  that  he  should  have  carried 
out  successfully  the  experiment  he  made 
in  that  direction  had  it  not  been  that, 
unfortunately  for  his  theory,  when  he 
had  got  the  animal  down  to  a  straw 
a-day  it  died.  It  ought  to  have  been 
understood  that  when  the  camels  were  in 
the  vicinity  of  a  plentiful  water  supply 
they  should  have  been  allowed  to  have  as 
much  as  they  wanted ;  but  the  result  of 
the  treatment  to  which  those  particular 
animals  were  subjected  was  that  when 
they  started  on  their  journey  through  the 
desert,  after  having  only  been  watered 
once  in  three  days,  they  were  wholly 
unfit  for  the  work  they  had  to  do,  and 
while  upon  the  march  they  died  like 
rotten  sheep.  He  had  been  told  that  in 
consequence  of  the  exposures  before  the 
Conmiittee  of  1884,  some  genius  had 
actually  sent  out  farriers  to  see  to  the 
auxiliary  transport  employed  in  the 
Soudan  Campaign — an  idea  which  had 
not  occurred  to  those  who  had  had 
charge  of  the  Expedition  of  1882  ;  but 
he  was  informed  that  even  in  the  Nile 
Expedition  large  shoes,  fit  only  for  cart- 
horses, had  been  sent  out  for  the  pur- 
pose of  shoeing  the  small  horses  used 
by  their  soldiers  in  that  campaign, 
the  result  being  that  in  certain  Ca- 
valry regiments  the  horses  had  to  go 
unshod,  as  they  had  to  go  unshod  in  the 
Expedition  of  1882.  During  the  time 
the  war  was  in  progress  they  had  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  swords  of  two  of 
their  Cavalry  regiments  having  been 
found  utterly  unreliable,  and  having  been 
condemned  accordingly.  That  also  was 
a  matter  connected  with  the  Vote  they 
were  now  discussing.  As  to  the  bayonets 
served  out  to  their  soldiers,  and  which  it 
was  reported  had  turned  out  so  badly, 
he  was  informed  that  there  had  been 
some  exaggeration  in  the  statements 
which  had  been  made.  Probably  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Surveyor  Qeneral  of 
Ordnance,  who  had  been  out  in  Egypt, 
would  say  something  on  that  point. 
There  was,  however,  one  other  matter 
to  which  he  should  like  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Conunittee,  and  that 
was  with  regard  to  the  cartridges  served 
out  to  their  men.  The  cartridges  them- 
selves did  not  come  within  the  Vote  he 
was  then  discussing,  but  the  officers 
of  the  Ordnance  Department  who  were 
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responsible  for  sending  them  out  did  come 
under  it,  and,  therefore,  the  matter  was 
germane  to  the  question  then  before  the 
Committee.  They  were  all  aware  of  the 
extent  to  which  those  cartridges  jammed 
when  in  use  by  their  soldiers  in  action 
with  the  enemy.  It  had  been  stated 
that  25  per  cent  of  the  Boxer  cartridges 
got  jammed.  If  that  were  so,  he  asked 
die  Committee  could  there  possibly  be 
anything  more  disgraceful  ?  He  asserted 
that  such  a  scandal  as  that  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  without  the  most 
searching  inyestigation  and  the  most 
zealous  and  careful  attempt  to  bring 
home  the  blame  to  the  proper  parties. 
A  number  of  those  cartridges  were  not 
sent  out  in  water-proof  cases,  and  the 
result  was  that  they  were  found  to  have 
been  damaged  by  wet,  and  thus  to  have 
been  rendered  useless,  in  consequence 
of  which  they  were  condemned.  The 
worst  part  of  the  business  was  that  a 
number  of  the  damaged  cartridges 
were  served  .out  and  missed  fire 
just  at  the  moment  when  they  were 
most  needed.  Another  point  relating 
to  the  cartridges  was  this.  The  calibre 
of  the  Gardner  machine  gun  and  that  of 
the  Martini-Henry  rifle  were  the  same, 
and  it  would  have  occurred  to  anyone  but 
a  genius  in  the  Department  presided 
over  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  that  it  would  have 
been  as  well  to  have  made  the  cartridges 
interchangeable.  But  that  was  not  the 
case;  ana  the  consequence  was  that 
when  the  time  came  at  which  the  Army 
ran  extremely  short  of  Gardner-gun 
cartridges,  although  it  was,  at  the  same 
time,  well  supplied  with  Martini-Henry 
cartridges,  it  was  unable  to  make  use 
of  the  latter  in  order  to  make  good  the 
deficiency  of  cartridges  for  the  machine 
guns.  That,  too,  was  the  Department 
that  had  sent  out  for  the  use  of  the  Navy 
those  wonderful  guns  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much.  No  doubt,  his  hon. 
Friend  below  him  (Mr.  Oarbutt)  would 
give  the  Committee  the  whole  history 
of  those  guns,  and  would  explain  how 
it  was  that  when  they  were  fired 
their  muszles  were  so  frequently  blown 
off.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Perthshire  (Sir  Donald  Currie),  in  dis- 
cussing the  Navy  Estimates  on  a  former 
occasion,  had  called  attention  to  the 
case  of  H.M.S.  Daring,  which  was  one 
of  the  ships  they  had  off  Madagascar  at 
the  time  the  French  were  engaged  in 


hostilities  thero,  and  on  board  which 
vessel,  out  of  the  nine  guns  she  carried, 
it  was  only  safe  to  fire  one,  the  re- 
mainder being  in  such  a  condition  that 
they  were  ordered  not  to  be  fired.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  of  that  fact,  as  it  had 
been  admitted  by  the  late  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  who  had  replied  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Perthshire. 
They  would  doubtless  be  told,  on  the 
present  occasion,  that  a  letter  had  been 
received  from  the  (3ommander-in- Chief 
stating  that  everything  had  been  con- 
ducted in  the  most  admirable  manner 
in  the  prosecution  of  the  Soudan  Ex-* 
pedition.  He  would,  however,  ask  hon. 
Members  not  to  allow  themselves  to 
close  their  minds  against  the  statements 
he  had  made  simply  because  that  autho- 
rity would  be  quoted  against  him.  In 
the  Egyptian  Campaign  Sir  John  Adye 
himself,  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance, had  told  them  everything  was 
first-rate,  and  that  where  anything  had 
gone  wrong  it  was  simply  owing  to 
military  exigencies.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
did  not  see  how  that  statement  could  be 
accepted  as  justifying  the  home  purchase 
of  unsuitable  flour,  which  had  been  proved 
to  have  been  sent  out  with  the  Expe- 
dition, nor  was  he  able  to  see  in  what 
way  it  could  justify  the  payment  of  an 
enormous  price  for  bad  hay.  Never- 
thelees.  Sir  John  Adye  had  made  that 
statement;  and  from  that  day  to  the 
present  moment,  whenever  he  had 
Drought  forward  any  complaint  as  to 
management  of  the  Expedition  of  1882, 
he  had  been  invariably  met  by  the 
assertion  that  Sir  John  Adye,  having 
said  everything  was  all  right,  it  must  be 
so.  He  should  like,  before  he  sat  down, 
to  show  the  (Committee  the  extraordi- 
nary nature  of  the  assertions  the  War 
Office  officials  endeavoured  to  ram  down 
the  throats  of  sensible  men;  and  he 
thought  that  when  the  Committee  saw 
the  kind  of  assaults  which  were  thus 
made  upon  their  credulity,  they  would 
admit  that  it  was  well  to  be  somewhat 
cautious  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
received  general  statements,  and  that 
they  ought  to  exercise  their  own  judg- 
ment upon  questions  connected  with  the 
charges  brought  against  the  Depart- 
ment. In  the  Iteport  of  the  Commis- 
sary General  concerning  the  Egyptian 
War,  that  officer  had  stated  that,  no 
doubt,  candles  were  more  useful  than 
oil  lamps,  but  that  if  they  did  send  out 
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oil  lamps,  it  was  just  as  well  to  send  out 
oil  to  put  in  them.     He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
had  put  a  Question  on  that  subject  in 
the  Select  Committee,  and  was  told  that 
the  Woolwich  authorities,  although  they 
sent  out  oil  lamps,  had  not  sent  out  oil, 
but  had  sent  out  candles.     The  matter 
was,  after  all,  only  a  trivial  one ;  and  they 
would  probably  have  heard  no  more  about 
it  but  for  the  fact  that  the  Acting  Direc- 
tor of  Supply  and  Transport,  who  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  lamps,  but  had 
sent  out  the  candles,  thought  it  incum- 
bent upon  him  to  show  the  Committee, 
once  for  all,  that  the  assertions  which 
had  been  made  with  regard  to  the  lamps 
were  not  to  be  believed.    That  official, 
consequently,  placed  a  lamp  before  the 
Committee.      It  so  happened  that  the 
Acting  Director  of    Supplies   did  not 
know  what  sort  of  lamp  was  referred 
to  from  the  technical  description  g^ven 
by  the  Commissary  General ;  and  when 
he  appeared  before  the  Committee,  he 
brought  with  him  whatwas  called  a  **  dis- 
tinguishing lamp,"  and  he  showed  how, 
by  taking  out  of  the  lamp  the  socket  in- 
tended for  the  wick,  and  by  placing  a 
candle  in  its  place,  it  could  be  made  to 
burn  very  well.     But  the  Commissary 
General  said  —  **  That  is  not  what  I 
meant."  Accordingly,  next  day,  a  witness 
was  sent  from  the  Ordnance  Stores  to  show 
how  little  a  matter  it  was  that  so  great  a 
fuss  had  been  made  about ;  and  as  the  lamp 
he  then  brought  before  the  Committee 
lay  about  the  Committee  !Room  for  a  long 
time,  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  put  it  on  one 
side  in  order  that  he  might  show  it  to 
the  House,  as  he  thought  hon.  Members 
would  agree  with  him  that  there  was 
nothing  Gke  ocular  demonstration.  Here 
(producing  a  lamp)  was  the  identical  oil 
lamp  referred  to,  and  here  (pointing  to 
one  portion  of  it)  was  the  place  where 
the  wick  should  be.     The  witness  from 
the  Ordnance  Stores  had  brought  with 
him  a  candle,  and  the  candle  which  he 
(Dr.   Cameron)  now  produced   was  as 
near  the  size  of  the  genuine  article  as 
anything  he  was  able  to  procure.     A 
out  had  to  be  made  in  the  side  of  the 
candle  to  admit  the  tube  intended  to 
admit  air  to  the   oil  reservoir.      The 
candle  was  then  put  into  the  lamp  by 
the  witness,  who  said — ** There  you  have 
it."     But  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay),  who  was  one 
of  the  Members  of  the  Committee,  was 
not  quite  satisfied  that  an  oil  lamp  con- 
TV.  Cameron 


I  stituted  the  best  means  of  burning  a 
candle,  and  he  said — **  Light  it."     The 
candle  was  then  lit  by  the  witness,  and 
it  was  seen  that  the  top  of  the  candle 
reached  high  up  into  the  brass  chimney 
which  surmounted  the  glass  globe  of 
the  lantern,  and  that  it  made  the  metal 
almost  red  hot,  so  that  the  lantern  could 
not  be  held  by  the  hand,  while  the  smell 
given  out  was  so  acrid  that  the  Committee 
would  very  soon  experience  it  if  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  were  now  to  attempt  a  similar 
experiment.     The  result  was  that  the 
flame  from  the  candle  did  not  become 
visible    until    after   the    Commissariat 
candle  had  burnt  down  to   within  an 
inch  of  the  end,  and  then  the  thing  be- 
came a  useful  lantern.    That  was  the 
sort  of  attempt  that  was  made  on  the 
credulity  of  the  Committee.     Sir  John 
Adye  was  produced  as  a  witness,  and  he 
was    asked  —  **Had    you  any  trouble 
about  these   candles    and    lanterns?" 
Sir  John  Adye  replied — **  I  never  used 
them."     ''What  did  you  use?"  was 
the  next  question ;  and  the  answer  was 
— **  A  candle  stuck  in  a  bottle ;  "  and 
then    it    came   out    that    the    lantern 
was  intended   for  out-door  use.     The 
Committee  might  easily  imagine  what 
was  to  be  expected  if  the  men  had  to  go 
about  looking  after  their  horses  among 
hay  and  forage  with  candles  stuck  in 
bottles.     The  chances  were  that  under 
such  circumstances  they  would  be  very 
likely  to  set  fire  to  the  hay  and  roast  the 
horses.    His  (Dr.  Cameron's)  experience 
in  regard  to  matters  such  as  these  was 
that  the  Parliamentary  Bepresentatives 
of  the  War  Department  seemed  to  be- 
come fascinated  by  the  influence  of  their 
permanent  officials,  as  birds  were  said 
to  be  fascinated  by  snakes.     His  hon. 
Friend  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance had  fortunately  entered  upon  his 
Office  with  the  advantage  of  a  prelimi- 
nary training  that  might  possibly  enable 
him  to  resist  that  fascination ;  and  he 
(Dr.   Cameron)   earnestly  trusted   that 
that  would  prove  to  be  the  case.     If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  only  apply  his 
energies  to  the  reform  of  the  Depart- 
ment over  which  he  presided,  the  result 
would  be  that  his  name  would  be  held 
in  veneration  by  coming  generations  of 
the  British  Army.     He  now  begged  to 
move  the    reduction  of   the  Vote   by 
£1,000,  of  which  sum  £500  was  in  re- 
spect of  the  salary  of  the  gentleman  who 
sent  out  the  bad  biscuits,  and  the  other 
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£500  in  respecfc  of  the  sfdary  of  the  f^en- 
tleman  who  had  sent  out  the  cartridges 
which  were  improperly  packed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £463,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for 
Commissariat,  Transport,  and  Ordnance  Store 
Eftablishments,  Wages,  &c.,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1886."— (Dr.  Cameron.) 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
THE  ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay) 
said,  the  hon.  GenUeman  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  had  made  a  very  kindly 
reference  to  himself  (Mr.  Dawnay)  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  ;  and  he  must 
thank  him  for  the  manner  in  whch  he 
had  done  so.  It  was  one  of  the  some- 
what curious  results  of  the  change  of 
rides  by  the  two  Parties  in  that  House 
that  he  should  have  found  himself  in  the 
position  of  having  to  reply,  as  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance,  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  wish 
for  one  moment  to  conceal  from  the 
Oommittee  the  fact  that  he  had  sympa- 
thized most  heartily  in  the  course  the 
hon.  Member  had  taken  when  he  had 
moved  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  management  of  the  Commissariat 
and  Transport  Service  during  the  Egyp- 
tian Campaign  of  1882.  He  (Mr.  Daw- 
nay)  had  himself  sat  on  that  Committee, 
he  believed  he  had  attended  every 
meeting  of  that  Committee,  and  he 
had  certainly  come  away  at  the  close 
of  the  inquiry  with  a  full  conviction 
of  the  propriety. of  the  action  adopted 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  raised 
this  question.  His  hon.  Friend,  in 
the  course  of  the  speech  he  had  just 
made,  had  alluded  to  the  somewhat  im- 
expected  collapse  of  the  inquiry  entered 
into  by  that  Committee ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Dawnay)  must  say  that  he  had  first 
heard  of  the  collapse  of  that  investiga- 
tion with  feelings  of  very  considerable 
disappointment,  and  with  a  good  deal  of 
doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  such  an  issue. 
But  he  felt  bound  to  state  that  during 
the  fortnight  that  had  elapsed  since  he 
had  first  occupied  the  post  he  now  held, 
he  had  considerably  modified  the  views 
he  had  at  first  entertained  on  that  point ; 
and  he  was  fully  persuaded,  from  what 
he  knew  of  the  candour  and  intelligence 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron),  that 
he  would  have  come  to  the  same  con- 
clusion, and  owned  to  the  same  con- 
dnsion,  if  he  had  been  placed  in  the  same 
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position.  Under  similar  circumstances, 
he  was  very  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  would  have  appreciated  as 
fully  as  he  (Mr.  Dawnay)  did  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  enormous  strain  put 
upon  the  energies  of  the  Heads  of  De- 
partments, and  on  the  efficiency  of  the 
work  depending  upon  those  energies 
which  was  entailed  by  constant  attend- 
ance  on  a  House  of  Commons  (Committee 
during  the  time  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
were  actually  in  the  field.  His  (Mr. 
Dawnay's)  only  wish,  and  he  believed 
also  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  had  been, 
not  merely  to  substantiate  the  charges 
brought  against  a  Department  for  the 
mere  sake  of  substantiating  them,  not 
merely  to  justify  their  own  action,  but  to 
secure  the  permanent  improvement  of 
the  Services  their  inquiries  dealt  with, 
and,  as  a  result,  the  increased  comfort 
and  the  increased  efficiency  of  our  Forces 
in  the  field.  Those  results,  he  was 
happy  to  say,  had  already  been  at- 
tained. The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  placed  upon  the  Paper  several 
Motions  for  the  reduction  of  various 
items  of  the  Estimates ;  and  he  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  that  course  in  order  to  afford  him- 
self those  facilities  for  pressing  home 
the  charges  he  had  brought  forward,  of 
which  the  sudden  collapse  of  the  Com- 
mittee's labours  had  deprived  him.  He 
would,  however,  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  press  those  charges  fur- 
ther. One  of  those  Motions  was  for  the 
reduction  of  Vote  16,  with  regard  to  the 
Heads  of  Departments;  and  he  would 
specially  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  make  invidious  references  to  the 
Heads  of  Departments,  whose  energies 
he  (Mr.  Dawnay)  was  in  a  somewhat 
better  position,  to  appreciate  than  he 
had  been  when  he  sat  on  the  Select 
Committee,  of  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  also  a  Member.  He  would 
briefly  refer  to  certain  mistakes  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  asserted  were 
made  during  the  last  Soudan  Campaign. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  be- 
fore the  Committee  the  case  of  supplies 
in  the  shape  of  sugar,  salt,  and  biscuits, 
which  were  stated  to  have  been  impro- 
perly packed.  That  had  occurred  during 
the  preparations  for  the  Nile  Campaign  ; 
and  as  he  (Mr.  Dawnay)  could  not  speak 
upon  the  matter  with  any  personal  know- 
ledge, he  would  prefer,  for  his  own  part, 
to  say  nothing  on  the  subject.  He  would, 
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however,  refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
what  had  been  said  by  Lord  Woleeley 
in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Army  was  provided.  Lord  Wolseley 
said,  in  his  despatch  of  April  16 — 

**  I  have  never  served  witli,  or  heard  of  any 
Army  in  the  field  that  was  as  well  fed  as  that 
under  my  orders  on  the  Upper  Nile.  The 
quality  of  the  food  and  the  quantity  of  the 
ration  allowed  left  nothing  to  be  desired." 

And  he  added  that,  speaking  generally, 
the  manner  in  which  the  food  was 
packed  was  satisfactory,  and  was  a 
great  improvement,  on  the  whole,  upon 
the  packmg  in  former  Campaigns.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had  also 
made  some  remarks  on  the  way  in  which 
the  camels  were  watered  and  managed, 
and  had  stated  that  it  was  abominable. 
He  (Mr.  Dawnay)  was  sorry  to  hear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  make  that  asserr 
tion,  because  he  himself  was  for  some 
time  responsible  for  that  management. 
With  regard  to  the  camels  at  Suakin, 
he  (Mr.  Dawnay)  had  landed  about 
4,000  camels  himself,  and  could  speak 
from  his  own  personal  experience. 

De.  CAMERON  said,  he  had  referred 
to  the  keeping  of  those  camels  without 
water,  and  for  that  he  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  at  all  responsible. 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
THE  ORDNANCE  said,  the  allega- 
tion that  those  camels  were  kept  for 
three  days  without  water  before  being 
sent  on  the  march  was  one  which  he 
could  most  distinctly  deny.  He  had 
travelled  a  good  deal- with  camels,  and, 
speaking  from  his  own  experience  in 
desert  travelling,  his  opinion  was  that 
those  animals  should  not  be  watered 
more  than  once  in  two  days  if  they  were 
to  do  useful  work.  If  he  found  any 
fault  on  this  point  it  was  that  the  camels 
at  Suakin  were  taken  to  water  every 
day,  though,  owing  to  the  difficulties  of 
water  supply,  it  was  possible  that  they 
did  not  every  day  get  as  much  as  they 
wanted.  It  was,  however,  true  that  the 
camels  at  Suez  had  left  that  place  with- 
out proper  veterinary  inspection ;  but  it 
should  be  remembered  that  the  circum- 
stances were  those  of  very  exceptional 
pressure,  the  troops  being  sent  out  in  a 
great  hurry,  and  camels  having  to  be 
got  with  all  possible  expedition,  so  that 
they  were  obliged  to  take  such  animals 
as  they  could;  and  it  being  impossible 
at  first  to  get  Indian  camels,  they  were 
compelled  to  take  the  Delta   camels, 
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which  were  the  very  worst  they  could 
have  had  for  the  work  required  in  the 
Soudan.  There  was,  however,  no  choice 
in  the  matter,  as  it  was  necessary  to 
send  camels  to  Suakin  to  meet  the  troops, 
and  the  Delta  camels  were  taken  as  a 
matter  of  necessity  in  the  case.  That  so 
many  Delta  camels  should  have  been 
sent  was,  he  thought,  a  mistake,  as  it 
would  have  been  much  better  to  have 
waited  for  camels  from  Berberah  and 
India ;  but,  under  the  pressure  of  cir- 
cumstances, the  course  taken  was  one 
which  was  supposed  to  be  unavoid- 
able. He  believed  there  were  only  two 
veterinary  surgeons  in  Egypt  at  the  time, 
and  neither  of  those  were  available ;  and, 
in  consequence,  camels  that  could  never 
have  passed  a  proper  inspection  were 
sent  down  the  Red  Sea  from  Suez  to 
Suakin.  He  (Mr.  Dawnay),  being  the 
Transport  officer  at  the  spot,  had  taken 
upon  himself  the  responsibility,  in  con- 
junction with  a  veterinary  surgeon,  and 
with  the  approval  of  the  General,  of 
sending  back  a  number  of  camels  that 
arrived  at  Suakin  suffering  from  the 
mange.  There  were  two  sorts  of  mange 
to  which  camels  were  subject — the  ordi- 
nary mange,  and  what  was  called  the 
red  mange.  The  ordinary  mange  was 
not  a  very  serious  complaint,  but  the  red 
mange  was ;  and  some  of  the  animals, 
when  sent  from  Suez,  were  afflicted  with 
the  latter  disease.  The  result  was  that, 
in  the  absence  of  a  sufficient  veterinary 
staff  at  Suez,  no  proper  notice  was 
taken  of  the  cases  of  red  mange,  and 
animals  suffering  from  that  disease 
were  put  on  board  with  the  rest,  so  that 
a  certain  number  having  it  at  starting, 
others  caught  it  on  the  voyage,  and 
during  a  detention  of  five  days  in  the 
harbour  at  Suakin,  rendered  necessary 
by  the  inadequacy  of  the  landing  stages  ; 
and  when  it  became  possible  to  land 
them,  a  very  great  number  were  found 
to  be  suffering  from  a  most  virulent 
form  of  the  disease  he  had  named. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  certainly 
did  think  it  far  better  and  more  econo- 
mical to  at  once  reject  and  send  back 
the  whole  diseased  cargo,  rather  than 
risk  infecting  with  so  fatal  a  malady 
the  thousands  of  healthy  camels  they 
had  already  got  on  shore.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  had  also  referred 
to  another  matter  as  coming  under  the 
head  of  the  present  Vote — namely,  the 
bayonets  with  which  the  troops  sent  out 
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to  the  Soudan  had  been  supplied.  Upon 
the  whole,  he  (Mr.  Dawnay)  believed 
that  those  weapons  had  stood  the  test 
to  which  they  were  put  exceedingly 
well;  but  those  who  had  never  seen 
bayonets  in  actual  use  could  hardly 
realize  the  tremendous  strain  they  had 
to  bear.  When  a  soldier  bayonetted  an 
enemy  with  such  a  weapon  as  the  regu- 
lation bayonet  fitted  to  a  long  Martini- 
Henry  rifle,  under  certain  circum- 
stances the  leverage  was  so  great  that 
the  bayonet  must  either  bend  or  break ; 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  would  prefer 
that  it  should  do  the  former  rather  than 
the  latter.  As  to  the  jamming  of  the 
cartridges,  he  himself  had  had  no  op- 
portunities of  seeing  the  worst  cases 
which  seemed  to  have  happened  in  the 
Nile  Expedition ;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  a  great  deal  of  the  jam- 
ming was  due  to  the  men  themselves. 
When  a  man  went  into  action  for  the 
first  time  he  was  excited,  not  unnatu- 
rally ;  and  he  had  himself,  not  once  only, 
but  many  times,  seen  rifles  fail  to  throw 
out  the  cartridge  cases  properly,  because  • 
the  men  in  their  hurry  and  excitement 
failed  to  use  the  lever  with  the  proper 
jerk.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  was 
not  at  all  concerned  to  excuse  any  mis- 
takes with  regard  to  the  Soudan  or 
Egyptian  Campaigpis.  He  went  through 
the  Campaign  of  1882,  and  he  was  him- 
self the  first  to  suggest  an  inquiry  into 
the  working  of  the  Medical  Depart- 
ment. He  shared  to  the  full  the  hon. 
Member's  (Dr.  Cameron's)  wish  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  working  also  of  the  Com- 
missariat and  Transport,  and  he  had 
done  so  with  a  view  to  insuring  in- 
creased efBciency  in  those  Services  in 
any  future  campaign ;  and  this  now  was 
his  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend — and  it  was 
one  he  g^ve,  not  as  happening  to  hold 
at  the  present  moment  the  Office  of 
Surveyor  General,  but  with  far  better 
authority  than  any  mere  Office  could 
oonfer — and  he  asserted  that  it  was  a 
full  and  sufficient  and  satisfactory  an- 
swer, and  it  was  this — that  having  been 
present  throughout  the  1882  Campaign 
and  condemned  the  arrangements  in 
various  points,  he  had  now  again  taken 
part  as  a  Transport  officer  in  the  very 
last  Expedition  that  the  country  was 
concerned  in;  and  although  the  Cam- 
paign was  a  short  one,  and  though 
the  distance  traversed  was  but  small, 
yet  he  could  say  that  never  in  the  his- 
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tory  of  campaigns  was  an  Expedition 
ever  sent  from  these  shores,  or  from  the 
shores  of  any  other  country,  in  which 
the  arrangements  for  the  supply  and 
transport  of  our  troops,  and  for  the  care 
and  cure  of  the  wounded,  were  more 
admirably  arranged  for,  or  more  per- 
fectly carried  out.  He  did  not  think  he 
was  at  all  a  lenient  critic  in  those  mat- 
ters. He  thought  that  all  that  could 
possibly  be  done  for  their  soldiers 
should  be  done.  His  position  as  a 
Transport  officer — of  one  who  was  only 
a  volunteer  Transport  officer — in  the 
Soudan  Campaign  did  not  in  any  way 
warp  his  views;  but  it  certainly  gave 
him  unceasing  opportunities  of  observing 
individuals  and  of  criticizing  arrange- 
ments ;  and  while  he  thought  that  much 
in  the  Egyptian  Campaign  was  open  to 
censure,  he  asserted  that  the  last  Expe- 
dition reflected  the  very  highest  credit 
both  on  the  Commissariat  and  Supply 
Department  at  home,  and  on  the  indi- 
vidual officers  who  carried  out  the  ar- 
rangements. He  did  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  no  mistakes  were  made ;  he  did 
not  deny  that  there  were  many  points 
in  which  matters  might  have  been  im- 
proved in  regard  to  which  there  were 
still  lessons  to  be  learnt — if  he  did  that 
he  would  be  claiming  a  perfection  which 
was  impossible,  or  would  stand  convicted 
of  the  blindness  that  would  not  see.  He 
did  not  say  there  were  no  points  of 
organization,  for  instance,  in  which  im- 
provement could  be  effected.  He  would 
be  very  foolish  or  very  hasty  if,  after 
so  few  days'  Office,  he  expressed  any 
decided  opinion  on  such  a  subject.  The 
inquiries  of  the  Committee  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  caused  to  be  appointed 
last  year  had  had  a  great  effect  in  per- 
fecting the  transport  and  supply  arrange- 
ments, and  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  now  be  contented  with 
that  effect,  and  would  not  press  all  his 
charges  on  the  succeeding  votes ;  and  in 
asking  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  press 
them  he  would  further  say — and  he  said 
it  by  no  means  as  a  mere  idle  compli- 
ment, but  as  a  frank  avowal  of  his  own 
candid  opinion — that  the  country  owed  a 
considerable  debt  of  gratitude  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  manner  in  which 
he  directed  his  abilities  and  energies 
last  year  to  calling  public  attention  to 
the  points  in  which  the  Transport  and 
Commissariat    Services    could    be    im- 
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proved.  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  country  on  the  im- 
provements in  those  Services  which  the 
late  Campaign  had  most  clearly  demon- 
strated, and  which  were,  in  his  (Mr. 
Guy  Dawnay's)  opinion,  owing  not  a 
little  to  the  hon.  Member's  exertions. 

Mr.  be  and  said,  he  wished,  in  the 
first  place,  to  thank  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Guy  Dawnay)  for  the  generous  manner 
in  which  he  had  spoken  of  the  arrange- 
ments made  for  the  last  campaign  ;  and, 
perhaps,  if  he  were  to  leave  the  matter 
there,  and  to  be  content  with  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  he 
should  do  well.  But  after  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  the 
Committee,  he  was  sure,  would  grant 
him  its  indulgence  for  a  few  minutes. 
He  thought  he  could  prove  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  was  composed  of 
such  a  tissue  of  exaggerations  as  to  be 
almost  removed  out  of  the  category  of  a 
serious  speech.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  also  been  extremely  clever  in  the 
way  in  which  he  had  proceeded.  On  a 
recent  occasion  he  made  a  speech  in  the 
House  in  which  he  alleged  that  there 
had  been  a  great  many  failures  in  the 
Egyptian  War.  That  speech — one  also 
full  of  many  exaggerations — was  made 
to  its  very  conclusion,  and  then  the 
Chairman  ruled  that  the  whole  debate 
was  out  of  Order.  In  consequence  of 
that  ruling,  he  (Mr.  Brand)  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  replying;  and  now  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  having  made  an  attack 
upon  the  Department,  having  received 
no  reply,  because  it  was  not  in  his  (Mr. 
Brand's)  power  to  make  a  reply,  care- 
fully abstained  from  saying  one  word 
with  regard  to  the  arrangements  for  the 
Egyptian  War.  [Dr.  Cameron:  On  a 
later  Vote.]  He  was  in  possession  of 
the  Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
now  made  a  fresh  statement  with  regard 
to  the  arrangements  for  the  Soudan 
War,  many  details  of  which,  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  no 
acquaintance  with,  some  of  which  he 
had  acquaintance  with,  and  with  which 
he  should  deal  presently.  He  maintained 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  that 
night  must  be  judged  in  conjunction 
with  a  speech  he  made  the  other 
day.  He  had  no  wish  to  weary  the 
Committee;  but  he  would  take  one 
or    two    instances    to    show   how    the 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt  with  this 
case.  He  had  here  a  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  made 
not  in  the  heat  of  debate,  but  made  de- 
liberately— it  was  contained  in  a  pam- 
phlet which  the  hon.  Gentleman  pub- 
lished with  a  view  to  instruct  the  public 
as  to  the  arrangements  made  in  the 
Egyptian  War.  Speaking  of  what  was 
called  the  *'  iron  ration,"  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wrote  for  the  instruction  of  the 
public — 

"One  topic  constantly  coming  before  the 
Committee  wai  the  iron  ration.  This,  Colonel 
Tulloch  explained,  was  the  name  given  by  the 
Germans  to  the  celebrated  erbsumraty  or  pea 
soup  saustige  ration,  which  each  German  soldier 
is  compelled  to  carry,  which  he  is  only  per- 
mitted to  consume  on  an  emergency  and  by 
order  of  a  superior  officer,  and  which  if  he  makes 
away  with  without  permission  he  is  liable  to  be 
shot.  Tinned  erbiwurat  and  tinned  tongues 
were  sent  out  to  Egypt  as  an  iron  ration.  They 
did  not  arriye  tiU  September  8,  then  they 
were  carried  on  to  Suez,  and  they  were  not 
available  for  issue  till  we  got  to  Cairo.  Finally, 
of  9,300  lbs.  of  trbmfurat  sent  out  only  4,445 
lbs.  arrived  fit  for  use,  the  other  4,865  lbs., 
owing  to  faulty  packing,  being  so  damaged  in 
transit  that  they  had  to  be  oondemned." 

Now,  that  statement  was  entirely  erro- 
neous. The  facts  were  that  complete 
iron  ration  for  the  Force  went  out  in 
the  first  ships  with  the  Force  itself, 
and  were  available  from  the  date  of 
landing.  The  details  were  given  on 
Page  686  of  the  Keport.  As  to  the  al- 
leged loss  of  erhswurst  the  statement 
was  equally  erroneous.  The  condemna- 
tion, as  shown  in  the  accounts  of  the 
Expedition,  showed  a  loss  of  about  50  lbs., 
out  of  a  total  sent  out  of  about  50,000  lbs., 
the  50  lbs.  amounting  in  value  to  a  little 
under  £2.  All  he  could  say  with  respect 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  ah  uno  discs  omnes.  He  did  not  wish 
to  speak  of  this  matter  at  all  in  a 
personal  nvay.  He  quite  admitted  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  great 
public  spirit  in  moving  for  the  inquiry, 
and  that  he  had  shown  remarkable 
ability  in  conducting  it.  He  would  go 
further,  and  admit,  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Surveyor  General,  that  gi'eat  good 
had  come  out  of  the  inquiry ;  but  when 
he  had  said  that,  he  still  complained 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  should  make  statements 
which  were,  to  say  the  least,  exaggerated. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  and  some  of  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  never  would 
take  into  account  the  evidence  of  Sir 
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John  Adye,  who  was  the  Chief  of  the! 
Staff  of  the  Expedition,  and  who  waS' 
also  Surveyor  General  in  the  War  Office. ' 
Eoughly  speaking,  Sir  John  Adye's  de- 
fsDce  was  in  this  wise — **It  is  true  I 
took  certain  decisions  at  the  War  Office, 
which  have  since  been  contested  ;  it  is  i 
true  I  did  not  send  out  the  labour  which  | 
some  thought  I  ought  to  have  sent  out ; ! 
it  is  true  I  did  not  do  this  and  that  which 
you  thinki ought  to  have  done;  but,  with 
my  experience  as  an  officer,  what  I  did  I 
did  deliberately,  and  if  I  had  to  go  through 
the  matter  again  I  should  do  the  same." 
He  (Mr.  Brand)  was  not  there  to  eay 
whether  Sir  John  Adye  was  right  or 
wrong  ;  but  he  thought  that  at  any  rate 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  bear  in  mind 
that  if  sufficient  labour  was  not  sent  out 
to  Ismailia  it  was  not  owing  to  any 
fault  of  the  system,  but  owing  to  the  de- 
cision taken  by  Sir  John  Adye  himself. 
Then  there  was  another  matter  which 
the  hon.  Member  would  never  take  ac- 
count of,  and  that  was  that  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  deliberately  kept  the  base  secret;  that 
there  was  a  change  of  base;  that  there 
was  an  immense  pressure  in  sending  out 
all  the  supplies  for  the  Egyptian  War ; 
and,  further,  that  Lord  Wolseley,  owing 
to  military  exigencies,  deliberately  ad- 
vanced  in  front  of  his  transport,  and  | 
before  the  base  was  organized.  If  ques- 
tioned on  the  point.  Lord  Wolseley  and  , 
Sir  John  Adye  would  say — "  It  is  true  | 
that  there  was  a  certain  amount  of  strain  | 
during  the  first  seven  days ;  it  is  true,  if 
yon  like,  that  there  was  a  certain  amount 
of  disconifort  borne  by  the  troops ;  but ! 
in  the  end  we  succeeded ;  in  the  end  we  ! 
obtained  the  object  which  we  had  in 
view,  and  we  deliberately  went  out  with  I 
less  transport  than  we  should  have  taken  | 
in  ordinary  cases,  because  we  intended  i 
to  trust   to  the    Railway  and    Canal, ' 
and  as   soon   as  they  were  in  opera- 1 
tion   things  went  perfectly  smoothly." 
He  (Mr.  Brand)  felt  himself  in  a  rather  i 
difficult   position    that    night,    because 
the   hon.    Gentleman  the   Member  for 
Glasgow  had  on  many  occasions  touched  I 
on  the  subject  of  the  Egyptian  War,  of 
which  he  (Mr.   Brand)  imagined    the  | 
Committee  must  be  very  tired.     At  the 
same  time,  he  thought  the  Committee 
would  allow  that  he  had  every  claim  to 
answer  some  of  the  statements  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Now,    the    Committee    was    appointed 
for  two  purposes — to  inquire  into  the 
failoies,  if  any,  in  the  Egyptian  War, 


and  if  those  failures  were  proved  to  de- 
cide what  changes  should  be  made  in 
the  organization  of  the  Commissariat 
and  Transport  Departments.  Well, 
when  the  Committee  was  appointed, 
he  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  that  the  War  Departnient 
admitted  certain  failures ;  and  he  warned 
him  at  the  time  that  when  he  got 
into  the  Committee  upstairs  he  would 
not  be  able  to  show  there  were  any 
great  failures  outside  those  cases — that 
was  to  say,  failures  connected  with  the 
Supply  Department  of  the  War  Office. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  every  ad- 
vantage given  *to  him ;  he  had,  as  his 
chief  witness,  the  Commissary  General 
of  the  Expedition,  who  spoke  without 
reserve,  and  gave  the  hon.  Gentleman 
all  the  information  he  could;  he  also 
had  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Lawson,  who 
was  the  Assistant  Director  of  Supplies ; 
he  had  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Nepean, 
Director  of  Contracts ;  he  had  the  evi- 
dence of  the  Chief  of  the  Staff;  indeed, 
everything  was  told  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  could  be  told,  and  yet  he  never  dis- 
covered anything  beyond  the  three  cases 
admitted — namely,  the  flour,  the  Liver- 
pool hay,  and  the  Turkish  mules.  Well, 
now,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  with 
respect  to  some  of  the  statements  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  made  in  the  speech 
he  delivered  on  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates. In  The  Times  of  the  5th  of  June 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  reported  to 
have  said — 

**  He  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  shame- 
ful character  of  the  hay  which  had  heen  sup- 
plied by  a  Liverpool  contractor  for  the  use  of 
our  Forces  in  Egypt.** 

What  were  the  facts  with  regard  to  the 
hay?  No  bad  hay  was  delivered  to 
the  troops  in  Egypt  during  the  Cam- 
paign. The  hon.  Gentleman  would 
admit,  at  any  rate,  that  there  was  no 
complaint  of  any  hay  issued  to  the 
troops  during  the  campaign.  Only  a 
portion  of  the  hay,  or  certain  portions 
of  the  hay,  bought  in  Liverpool  was 
condemned  as  bad.  A  great  proportion 
of  this  hay  was  found  sound  and  fit  for 
use  in  Egypt,  after  it  was  exposed  to 
deterioration  from  climate  and  accidents 
in  transit.  A  wholesale  condemnation 
of  100  tons  was  made  by  the  senior  Com- 
missariat officer ;  but,  upon  detailed  in- 
vestigation, a  large  proportion  of  it  was 
found  fit.  After  another  condemnatory 
Keport,  it  was  added  that  the  percentage 
of  bad  hay  could  not  exceed  3  or  4  per 
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cent.  It  was  North  of  England  hay, 
which,  as  a  matter  of  notoriety,  was  not 
equal  to  South  country  hay.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**  It  was  found  that  the  truBsea  of  hay  were 
largely  composed  of  brickbats  and  other  rub- 
bish." 

[Dr.  Cameron  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  from  what  he  quotes  ?]  He 
was  quoting  from  The  Times  report  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  [Dr. 
Cakeron:  I  am  not  responsible  for 
that.]  Then  where  was  he  to  find  a  cor- 
rect report  ?  At  any  rate,  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  reported  to  have  said 
was  asserted  by  one  of  his  witnesses. 
No  corroboration  of  the  assertion  could 
be  obtained  by  the  Committee,  and  he 
(Mr.  Brand)  dSd  not  believe  there  was  a 
word  of  truth  in  the  statement.  **  Some 
of  the  hay,"  the  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  say 

<<that  had  been  condemned  as  fodder,  and 
which  it  was  intended  to  use  as  bedding,  smelt 
so  offensively  that  the  men  refused  to  Ue  upon 
it." 

That  statement  came  from  the  same  officer 
as  the  preceding  one.  The  facts,  if  as 
stated,  were  explained  by  the  official 
Eeport  (page  638)  of  the  senior  Com- 
missariat officer  at  Cairo.  It  there  ap- 
peared that  a  quantity  of  hay  was  com- 
pletely perished  and  black  through  con- 
tact with  salt  water.  He  (Mr.  Brand) 
might  go  on  answering  one  after  another 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  he  would  only  deal  with  the  question 
of  fiour,  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  constantly  invited  the  attention  of 
the  House.  What  were  the  facts  with 
regard  to  flour  ?  The  flour  which  was 
complained  of  was  sent  from  this  coun- 
try in  the  first  ship  to  Alexandria.  The 
same  description  of  flour  had  been  used 
in  Cyprus  in  1878,  it  had  been  used  in 
the  Zulu  and  Transvaal  Wars,  it  had 
been  recommended  by  a  Committee  on 
which  the  Commissary  General  sat.  As 
the  base  of  operations  was  kept  secret, 
the  Department  was  obliged  to  send  the 
flour  with  the  troop? .  Well,  the  flour 
was  sent  to  Alexandria,  and  the  Com- 
missary General  who  was  in  charge  of  the 
Expedition,  and  who  gave  evidence  be- 
fore the  Committee,  knew  that  the  flour 
was  there,  and  yet  it  was  kept  in  the 
hold  of  the  ship  for  nine  days.  After 
that  treatment,  it  was  sent  round  in  the 
hold  of  the  ship  to  Ismailia,  where,  no 
doubt,  it  turned  out  to  be  bad.     It  was 

Mr.  Brand 


an  extraordinary  fact,  however,  that  the 
Commissary  General,  although  he  knew 
the  flour  was  lying  unexamined,  ac- 
tually telegraphed  to  the  War  Office  to 
send  a  second  supply  of  the  same  article. 
Now,  the  statement  that  the  bulk  of 
the  flour  was  sold  for  manufacture  into 
starch  was  not  correct ;  the  supply  in  the 
first  ship,  which  was  detained  at  Alex- 
andria harbour,  was  ;  but  the  supply  in 
the  second  ship  was  issued  and  used  by 
the  troops.  He  had  mentioned  a  few  of 
the  cases  which  occurred  in  the  Egyptian 
War,  in  order  to  show  the  Committee 
what  amount  of  accuracy  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  likely  to  have  employed  in 
the  statements  he  had  made  respecting 
the  arrangements  made  for  the  Soudan 
War.  Speaking  of  the  Soudan  Expedi- 
tion, the  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Com- 
missary General  had  made  a  great  many 
recommendations  to  the  War  Office 
before  the  Soudan  Campaign,  none  of 
which  were  adopted  ;  and  he  mentioned, 
amongst  others,  the  recommendation 
that  supplies  should  be  sent  out  in  sepa- 
rate ships.  In  the  case  of  the  Egyptian 
War,  with  a  few  exceptions,  separate 
ships  were  employed  for  supplies.  As 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  well  aware,  it 
was  necessary,  when  an  Expedition  left 
this  country,  that  certain  reserves  of  sup- 
plies and  stores  should  go  out  with  the 
troops.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  packing  of  the  biscuits  was  bad. 
Lord  Wolseley,  in  his  despatch  which 
was  read  by  the  Surveyor  General  (Mr. 
Guy  Dawnay ) ,  said  that,  generally  speak- 
ing, the  supplies  were  properly  and  well 
packed.  [Dr.  Cameron:  Oh,  oh!] 
What  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean? 
Did  he  mean  that  Lord  Wolseley  had 
written  what  was  not  the  case  ? 

Dr.  CAMERON :  I  said  the  buscuits 
were  so  badly  packed  that  when  they 
arrived  they  were  mouldy  and  unfit  for 
use. 

Mr.  BEAND  said,  there  was  one 
failure,  and  that  was  in  the  case  of  cer- 
tain biscuits  bought  from  a  contractor ; 
but  they  also  passed  through  Woolwich. 
He  was  not  there  to  say  that  mistakes 
did  not  occur  in  every  war.  There  would 
be  a  certain  percentage  of  mistakes ;  but 
he  objected  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  on 
the  slightest  basis  of  truth,  setting  up  a 
large  structure  of  exaggeration.  For 
instance,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
all  the  tea  and  sugar  went  bad.  [Dr. 
Cameron  :  I  said  25  per  cent  of  it.]  The 
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hon.  Gentleman  became  excited  in  his 
speech,  and  he  said — for  he  (Mr.  Brand) 
took  down  the  words  at  the  time — *'  of 
the  tea  and  sugar  all  went  bad."  He 
(Mr.  Brand)  believed  that  the  state  of 
the  case  was  that  6  per  cent  of  the  sup- 
plies went  bad  —  in  this  estimate  he 
spoke  from  memory,  and  did  not  include 
the  supplies  destroyed  by  transit.  Again, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  all  the 
sugar  and  groceries  went  bad.  [Dr. 
Cambkon  :  Sugar  and  salt.]  He  heard 
the  hon.  Gentleman  say  sugar  and 
groceriee.  He  should  like  to  know  if 
that  was  the  case,  what  the  Army  really 
existed  on  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  made 
it  out  that  the  Army  in  the  Soudan  had 
no  supplies  at  all.  Then  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman came  to  the  question  of  clothes. 
He  (Mr.  Brand)  knew  where  the  report 
as  to  the  lack  of  clothing  came  from. 
There  were  certain  articles  in  one  of  the 
daily  papers,  and  he  believed  the  writer 
of  those  articles  was  a  correspondent  at 
the  front  who  fell  foul  of  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department,  because  the  troops 
were  without  clothes  and  boots.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  very  well  that 
the  head  of  the  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment had  nothing  to  do  with  the  trans- 
port of  the  stores  to  the  front.  Of  boots 
and  clothes  there  were  plenty  on  the 
Nile.  It  rested  entirely  with  the  General 
in  command  of  the  communication  whe- 
ther the  boots  and  clothes  should  be 
sent  up  to  the  front  or  whether  supplies 
should  be  sent  first;  and  he  (Mr.  Brand) 
presumed  the  real  explanation  of  the  cir- 
cumstance was  that  the  General  in  charge 
of  the  line  of^  communications  considered 
that  at  the  particular  time  it  was  more 
important  that  the  troops  should  have 
supplies  and  ammunition  than  boots  and 
clothes.  That  he  believed  was  the  correct 
explanation  of  the  fact.  The  Ordnance 
Store  Department  had  no  more  to  do 
with  the  sending  of  the  stores  and 
supplies  to  the  front  than  the  hon. 
Member  himself.  And  now  he  (Mr. 
Brand)  thought  he  need  only  refer 
to  the  statements  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  respect  to  the  purchase 
of  camels.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Director  of  Supply  and  Trans- 
port was  at  the  head  of  the  Department 
which  had  to  do  with  the  purchase  of 
camels.  In  the  case  of  the  Soudan  War 
that  was  not  so.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
when  the  base  of  supply  was  removed 
from  London  to  Cairo  orders  were  sent 


out  to  the  General  Commanding  in  Chief 
in  Egypt  to  purchase  transport  animals 
for  the  use  of  the  Army.  He  believed 
the  General  did  the  beet  he  could  under 
very  difficult  circumstances ;  but  he  was 
not  there  to  deny  that  there  were  a  great 
many  camels  purchased  for  the  Soudan 
War  which  were  not  quite  fit  for  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  bought. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  cartridges 
had  been  sent  out  which  were  found  to 
be  useless ;  but  that  was  the  first  time 
he  (Mr.  Brand)  had  heard  of  it  if  it  were 
so.  It  was  true  that  some  of  the  cart- 
ridges had  jammed  in  the  rifies  and 
machine  guns  at  Abou  Klea ;  but  the 
reason  for  it  had  been  explained.  With 
regard  to  candles  for  oil  lamps,  the  ex- 
planation was  very  simple.  The  facta 
were  these.  The  service  lamps  were  in- 
tended to  bum  oil ;  but  it  appeared  that 
the  Commissary  General  had  suggested 
to  the  Director  of  Supplies  and  Trans- 
port before  the  Expedition  sailed  that 
candles  were  preferable  to  oil ;  but  the 
Director  of  Artilleiy  and  Stores  who  sup- 
plied the  lamps  was  not  referred  to. 
The  Director  of  Supplies  and  Transport, 
presuming  that  the  suggestion  would 
not  have  been  made  without  referring 
to  the  Director  of  Artillery  and  Stores, 
sent  out  candles  instead  of  oil,  hence  the 
mistake.  He  contended  that  it  was  not 
true  to  say  that  there  had  been  a  break- 
down in  the  transport  connected  with  the 
Egyptian  War;  and  with  reference  to  the 
Soudan  War,  he  believed  that  what  the 
Surveyor  General  had  said  was  correct 
— that,  considering  all  the  difficulties  of 
transport,  the  Army  was  well  supplied. 
In  the  case  of  the  Egyptian  War  there 
had  been  a  great  strain.  A  large  body 
of  troops  had  to  be  sent  out  without 
proper  wharfage,  and  without  proper 
appliances  for  the  landing  of  the  stores. 
The  difficulties  were  considerably  en- 
hanced by  the  decision  taken  by  Lord 
Wolseley  to  advance  on  account  of  mili- 
tary exigencies  in  front  of  his  transport, 
before  his  transport  was  landed,  the  rail- 
way cleared,  or  his  base  organized.  The 
strain  lasted  seven  days,  as  he  had  said 
before,  and  after  that  everything  went 
smoothly.  The  Chief  of  the  Staff  had 
declared  that  no  necessary  movement 
had  been  prevented,  that  supplies  of  all 
kinds  had  been  ample ;  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, officers  and  men  of  all  ranks  and 
departments  had  done  their  duty  re- 
markably well ;  and  that  there  had  been 
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the  custody  of  warlike  stores.  They  are 
not  the  officers  engaged  in  the  manufac- 
turing of  guns.  The  whole  of  the  ser- 
vice connected  with  the  production  of 
guns,  whether  by  contract  or  at  Wool- 
wich, will  come  under  Vote  12. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  wished  to 
offer  an  explanation  on  a  single  point 
contained  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand).  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted 
a  paragraph  concerning  the  '^iron  ra- 
tion "  from  a  pamphlet  he  (Dr.  Came- 
ron) had  written.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  put  it  forward  as  a  specimen  of  his 
(Dr.  Cameron's)  statements,  and  had 
declared  that  it  was  absolutely  false  and 
unfounded,  and  that  the  other  statements 
were  to  be  taken  in  the  same  light.  He 
would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  page 
576  of  the  Evidence — to  the  Appendix. 
It  was  evident  from  that  that  the  sau- 
sages and  the  **iron  rations"  did  not  ar- 
rive at  Ismailia  until  September  8.  With 
regard  to  the  condition  in  which  they 
arrived,  it  would  be  seen  from  Question 
941  of  the  Evidence,  and  the  answer  of 
the  Commissary  General  thereto — 

"That  not  one  single  case  was  in  proper 
order  when  it  was  received,  which  statement 
could  be  confirmed  by  the  individual  Reports  of 
the  Commissary  officers  at  the  front.  The  cases 
were  broken,  and  the  inside  tins  were  left 
knocking  about,  so  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
complete  ration  opened.*' 

Mr.  BEAND  said,  he  could  not  leave 
the  statements  there.  The  details  of 
this  matter  would  be  found  on  page  686 
of  the  Report ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  refer  to  them  he  would  find  that 
the  erhtwurst  arrived  as  he  (Mr.  Brand) 
had  stated.  As  to  the  condemnation, 
the  accounts  of  the  Eg3rptian  Expedition 
showed  a  loss  of  about  50  lbs.  out  of  a 
total  sent  out  of  about  50,000  lbs. — the 
loss  being  of  the  value  of  a  little  under 
£2. 

Db.  CAMERON:  My  complaint  is 
that  the  accounts  of  the  Egyptian  Ex- 
pedition are  not  worth  a  straw. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  had 
not  been  a  Member  of  the  Committee  that 
the  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron)  had 
moved  for.  He  had  not  been  responsible 
for  the  despatch  of  stores  to  Egypt  or 
the  Soudan;  and  as  one  of  those  who 
had  not  initiated  the  mistakes  of  the 
War  Office  during  the  past  five  years, 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words 
in  regard  to  a  Department  with  which 


no  breakdown.  In  j  udg^ng  of  this  Cam- 
paign the  Committee  must  have  regard 
not  only  to  the  rapidity  with  which  the 
Expedition  was  equipped  and  launched, 
but  to  the  rapidity  with  which  it  ad- 
vanced and  terminated.  No  wfiu:  ever 
took  place  without  some  miscarriages; 
but  neither  in  Egypt  nor  the  Soudan  had 
miscarriages  occurred  which  would  at  all 
justify  the  language  used  by  the  hon. 
Member.  He  maintained  that  if  the 
failures  or  mistakes  which  had  taken 
place  in  Egypt  and  along  the  Nile  had 
never  been  exceeded,  the  Department 
might  be  justified  in  considering  that  it 
had  not  merited  condemnation.    • 

Mr.  CARBUTT  said,  that  in  saying 
a  word  or  two  on  the  subject  of  the  Ord- 
nance Establishment,  he  did  not  wish  to 
be  considered  as  desiring  to  make  a  per- 
sonal attack  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
They  were  all  at  liberty  to  express  their 
own  opinions 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  The  dis- 
cussion on  the  subject  of  guns  should  be 
taken  on  Vote  12.  This  vote  9  has  no- 
thing to  do  with  guns. 

Mr.  CARBUTT  :  I  am  going  to  speak 
on  the  Ordnance  Establishment.  Am  I 
ruled  out  of  Order  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  think  the  dis- 
cussion on  warlike  stores  must  come 
under  Vote  12;  at  least,  it  would  more 
properly  come  under  that  Vote. 

Mr.  CARBUTT :  Do  you.  Sir,  rule 
me  out  of  Order  in  raising  the  subject 
on  this  Vote  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  out  of  Order,  because  the  sub- 
ject of  ordnance  might  in  some  way  be 
connected  with  this  Vote  ;  but  guns  are 
specifically  mentioned  in  Vote  12,  and  it 
would  be  more  regular  to  refer  to  them 
under  that  Vote.  Vote  12  is  for  guns 
and  warlike  stores. 

Mr.  CARBUTT  :  With  all  deference 
to  your  ruling,  8ir^-of  course  I  bow  to 
it — I  would  submit  that  my  references 
will  be  to  the  Establishment  at  Wool- 
wich and  the  officers  who  conduct  it,  and 
that  I  should  be  perfectly  in  Order  in 
speaking  on  the  point  now. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Before  you  decide  the  point,  Sir,  I 
would  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Vote  does  not  cover  the  salaries  of  the 
officers  of  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ment. The  Ordnance  Store  officers  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Vote  are  those  who  have 
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He  was  at  one  time  connected.  He 
thought  he  could  honestly  saj,  so  far  as 
the  officers  were  concerned  —  whether 
military  or  civil,  and  he  had  had  to  do 
with  both — he  had  always  found  them 
ready  to  help  him  with  their  experience. 
They  were  all  very  hard  working ;  they 
thoroughly  knew  their  business ;  and  if 
they  committed  mistakes  they  ouly  did 
what  all  mortals,  high  or  low,  sometimes 
did  in  their  lives.  The  Expeditions  to 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan  had  been  of  a 
novel  kind.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  transport  to  that  country,  although 
it  was  understood  by  those  who  had 
been  in  hot  climates,  was  not  altogether 
familiar  to  the  War  Office.  There  had 
been  an  idea  of  sending  Flanders'  carts, 
or,  more  properly,  waggons  out  for  the 
transport  of  stores ;  but  he  believed  it 
was  afterwards  found  that  the  transport 
to  be  obtained  in  Egypt  was  far  more 
efficient  than  anything  which  could  be 
sent  from  home.  Then,  with  regard  to 
stores,  he  had  pointed  out,  at  the  time  the 
Committee  was  moved  for,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  only  effect  of  granting  the 
inquiry  would  be  to  make  a  very  large 
Blue  Book,  which  nobody  would  read, 
and  that  it  would  all  end  in  nothing. 
He  believed,  though  he  did  not  pretend 
to  be  a  prophet,  that  his  prediction  had 
turned  out  to  be  perfectly  true.  He 
had  said,  when  the  Committee  was 
moved  for,  that  any  mistakes  would  be 
prevented  by  sending  with  each  ship  a 
supercargo,  who  would  take  note  of  the 
stores  and  see  that  they  were  delivered 
in  their  proper  order.  That  would  pre- 
vent anything  like  the  unfortunate  mis- 
takes which  took  place  in  the  Crimean 
War,  by  which  stores  were  found  at  the 
bottom  of  the  ship  which  should  have 
been  at  tbe  top,  and  a  great  many  articles 
which  were  urgently  needed  were  dis- 
covered everywhere  but  where  they 
should  have  been,  mistakes  which  ex- 
cited a  great  amount  of  attention  and 
public  dissatisfaction  at  the  time.  But, 
on  the  whole,  as  had  been  well  pointed 
out  by  his  two  hon.  Friends  the  present 
and  the  late  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ord- 
nance, the  mistakes  of  the  Commissariat 
and  Transport  Authorities  had  been 
comparatively  few.  He  held  that  what- 
ever their  faults  were — and,  as  he  had 
said  already,  no  one  could  be  altogether 
free  from  error — those  faults  must  be 
shared  by  the  General  Commanding  in 
Chief  in  the  field.     The  General  Com- 


manding in  Chief  was,  as  everyone 
knew,  supreme  in  all  matters  of  war ; 
and  when  the  stores  were  actually  de- 
livered, wherever  it  might  he — at  Alex- 
andria or  elsewhere — the  General  Com- 
manding in  Chief  and  his  Staff  became 
responsible  for  their  due  delivery.  If, 
therefore,  the  troops  suffered  seriously 
from  any  cause — from  famine,  or  from 
want  of  proper  clothing  or  want  of 
medical  stores — the  responsibility,  though 
not  the  whole  of  it,  but  the  responsi- 
bility in  chief,  must  be  shared  by  the 
Military  Commander.  He  thought  it 
only  right  to  say  that  on  behalf  of  the 
Commissariat  and  Transport  officials, 
because  he  often  noticed  a  tendency  not 
only  in  that  House,  but  also  in  the 
newspapers,  to  hit  them  hard  because 
they  had  no  friends.  The  Ordnance  and 
Stores  Department  had  been  spoken  of 
in  not  very  polite  terms  in  one  of  the 
magazines  the  other  day — in  fact,  as 
utterly  rotten,  in  consequence  of  some 
mistake  which  had  taken  place  in  tbe 
Department  of  the  Director  of  Artillery 
and  Stores.  No  doubt,  the  work  of  that 
Department  was  very  responsible  and  very 
heavy ;  but,  in  his  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil's) 
experience,  there  had  never  been  a 
better  officer  at  the  head  of  it  than  the 
present  Director  General.  He  might 
say  that  the  two  officers  who  had  been 
so  much  referred  to  in  connection  with 
this  subject  had  had  considerable  expe- 
rience in  their  Departments.  He  was 
sure  that  if  any  mistakes  had  taken 
place  they  had  been  unintentional  and 
through  press  of  business.  He  believed 
that  a  certain  amount  of  the  responsi- 
bility was  due,  as  had  been  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand),  to  the  sudden  manner  in  which 
the  Expedition  had  been  determined  on. 
He  knew  that,  with  regard  to  the  Egyp- 
tian Expedition,  the  orders  sent  out  for 
the  troops  and  the  necessary  stores 
were  very  sudden  indeed;  and,  no 
doubt,  there  had  been  some  mis- 
takes through  the  absence,  on  board 
the  ships  carrying  the  stores,  of  su- 
percargoes to  regulate  the  deliveries. 
But  he  thought  that  before  they  con- 
demned the  unfortunate  Commissariat 
and  Store  officers,  some  criticism  should 
be  passed  on  the  sudden  manner  in 
which  they  were  called  upon  to  carry 
out  duties  to  which  they  were  not  ac- 
customed— such  as  fitting  out  an  Army 
with  every  necessary — nay,  almost  every 
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luxury.  He  ventured  to  say  that  no 
troops  in  the  world  had  so  many  luxuries 
as  were  served  out  for  Her  Majesty's 
soldiers  on  foreign  service.  His  criti- 
cism on  all  this  would  be  that  if  any 
change  was  efiPected  in  any  of  the  De- 
partments, it  should  take  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  assistance  in  the 
War  Office  itself  under  the  Director  of 
Artillery  and  Stores.  The  Commissary 
General,  as  he  was  then — Sir  Henry 
Qt)rdon,  brother  of  General  Gordon — 
whose  services  he  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil) 
had  had  the  advantage  of  having  for 
some  considerable  time,  had  always  been 
very  much  in  favour  of  having  a  civilian 
Director  of  Stores  under  the  Surveyor 
General;  and  there  were,  no  doubt,  a 
great  many  arguments  in  favour  of  such 
an  arrangement.  But  what  he  would 
certainly  suggest  was  that  the  Director 
of  Stores  should  be  strengthened  as  far 
as  possible  by  having  an  Assistant 
Director  of  Stores,  as  there  was  an  As- 
sistant Director  of  Artillery  and  an  As- 
sistant Director  of  Clothing.  Such 
an  appointment  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  Surveyor  General  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  The 
time  was  coming,  he  thought,  when 
they  would  have  frequent  changes  of 
Government;  and  with  all  the  knowledge 
and  zeal  that  Parliamentary  officials 
might  possess — and  he  could  only  say 
that  listening  to  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Gentlemen,  one  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  and  one  on  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench,  showed  how  well  acquainted  they 
were  with  the  subject — and  with  all  the 
knowledge  and  zeal  that  their  successors 
might  also  possess,  it  would  be  perfectly 
impossible  to  prevent  these  mistakes  oc- 
curring unless  the  Departments  were 
well  manned.  Mistakes  occurred  in  the 
War  Office  as  elsewhere,  because  the 
staff  was  hardly  sufficient  for  what 
might  happen.  Mistakes  might  be  pre- 
vented by  a  little  management — by  a 
little  extra  help  and  aid,  perhaps  merely 
by  the  payment  of  an  extra  salary  to  a 
junior  officer,  and  appointing  to  a  re- 
sponsible office  one  who  was  capable  of 
giving  assistance  in  time  of  need.  Be- 
cause the  Departments  were  under- 
manned those  mistakes  were  made,  and 
the  cry  was  heard — **  Oh,  the  Ordnance 
and  Store  Department  is  utterly  rotten  ; 
the  boots  are  all  bad,  the  coats  are  all 
in  rags,"  and  every  sort  of  complaint 
was  made,  the  real  reason  for  things 

Lord  Eustace  Cecil 


being  in  that  condition  being  the  acci- 
dents of  war,  and,  probably,  the  Govern- 
ment having  decided  upon  hostilities 
suddenly  and  without  due  notice  to  the 
Departments  themselves.  He  was  sure 
the  Departments  had  done  their  duty, 
and  he  was  sure  that  every  Surveyor 
General  of  the  Ordnance  and  every  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  who  had  held 
Office  during  the  past  five  years  would 
bear  him  out  in  saying  that  the  De- 
partments bad  done  all  they  could  do, 
and  that  it  was  wrong  and  improper  to 
expect  them  to  do  that  which  no  mortal 
man  could  do. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  that  before' they 
went  to  a  vote  on  this  Amendment  he 
begged  to  ask  one  question  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  and  that  was  whe- 
ther they  would,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  next  Parliament,  renew  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) — a  Com- 
mittee which,  by  the  showing  of  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance,  had 
effected  great  good  ?  He  could  remem- 
ber, as  other  Members  could,  that  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  moved  for  the  re-ap- 
pointment of  that  Committee.  That  re- 
appointment was  refused  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's then  Government,  he  believed 
on  the  sole  ground  that  Lord  Wolseley 
was  not  here.  But  that  refusal  was 
most  strongly  censured  by  all  the  Mili- 
tary Authorities  then  sitting  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House.  Those  autho- 
rities pointed  out  the  very  valuable  in- 
formation that  the  Committee  had  ob- 
tained. One  after  another  the  same 
charges  of  want  of  provision  by  the 
Commissariat  Department  were  reite- 
rated, and  the  evidence  which  had  been 
brought  before  the  Committee  and  be- 
fore the  country  was  pointed  out ;  and 
he  did  think  that  though  the  moving  of 
this  Amendment  might  be  the  only  way 
of  raising  the  question  or  of  obtaining 
a  vote  on  it,  it  was  not  the  best  way  to 
move  in  the  matter.  The  question  ought 
to  be  met  by  a  renewal  of  the  Commit- 
tee which  had  been,  to  his  mind,  so  im- 
properly burked  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  quite  agreed 
in  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
this  Committee  had  been  ^^  burked  "  at 
the  beginning.  The  Committee  last  year 
had  taken  a  great  deal  of  trouble  over 
its  investigations ;  besides,  it  had  been 
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composed  of  Members  of  some  autho- 
rity and  experience.  It  had  some  dis- 
tinguished officers  upon  it ;  the  late 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  had 
presided  over  it ;  the  present  Minister  of 
the  Colonies  (Colonel  Stanley)  had  been 
a  Member  of  it,  and  there  were  many 
other  distinguished  persons  upon  it,  in- 
eluding  the  present  Surveyor  General  of 
the  Ordnance  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay),  who 
had  since  been  in  the  Soudan.  The 
frst  duty  which  the  Committee  had  ad- 
dressed itself  to  had  been  to  find  out  the 
faults  which  had  existed  in  the  Com- 
missariat and  Transport  arrangements 
during  the  Egypticm  War,  and  the  second 
part  of  their  investigation  would  haye 
been  to  find  out  the  way  to  prevent  those 
faults  from  recurring  in  the  future. 
Well,  after  they  had  found  out  a  certain 
number  of  faults,  which  were  admitted 
to  be  such,  they  had  been  prevented 
from  ascertaining  the  reason  for  them, 
and  the  best  method  of  correcting  them. 
It  had  been  acknowledged  by  the  late 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Brand)  that  there  had  been  faults  in 
connection  with  the  hay,  the  flour,  the 
mules,  &c.,  and  all  those  were  very  im- 
portant matters.  If  it  had  only  been 
for  the  sake  of  finding  a  means  to  put 
an  end  to  the  faults  in  regard  to  those 
subjects  in  the  future  it  would  have  been 
worth  while  to  re-appoint  this  Com- 
mittee. A  Select  Committee  was  not  an 
expensive  institution — in  this  case  the 
cost  was  almost  nik  The  Committee  had 
done  a  great  deal  of  good,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  would  have  done  infinitely  more 
if  it  had  been  re- appointed.  One  effect 
it  would  have  had  would  have  been  to 
have  spared  them  the  necessity  for  the 

g resent  debate.  Of  the  speakers  who 
ad  preceded  him  three  had  held  the 
Office  of  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ord- 
nance— in  fact,  all  the  Gentlemen  in 
existence  who  had  held  that  post  had 
spoken.  It  was  natural  that  each  of 
those  Gentlemen  should  have  sympa- 
thized with  his  Department,  and  it  was 
natural  that  neither  of  them  should 
want  a  Committee  of  investigation. 
They  defended  the  Department  of  which 
they  had  been  the  head,  particularly  the 
late  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 
who  took  upon  himself  responsibility  for 
everything  connected  with  the  Depart- 
ment— who  would  not  tell  them  that  he 
was  not  responsible  for  the  things  which 
had  gone   wrong.     The  hon.   Member 


could  not  possibly  be  responsible  for 
everything  which  had  occurred,  for  he 
was  not  in  Office  during  the  whole  period 
over  which  the  complaints  ranged.  It 
was  mere  chivalry  on  the  hon.  Member's 
part  to  come  forward  and  take  all  re- 
sponsibility, and  defend  the  Department 
for  everyUiing  that  had  taken  place. 
Where  the  organization  of  the  Depart- 
ment was  most  defective,  there  those 
Gentlemen  were  more  anxious  than  any- 
one else  to  defend  it.  The  attitude  of 
the  present  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  was  most  re- 
markable. The  hon.  Member  had 
worked  most  indefatigably  on  the  Com- 
mittee. He  had  been  conyinoed  of  the 
errors  of  the  Department  and  of  the  mis- 
takes committed  during  the  Campaign ; 
but  the  moment  the  hon.  Member  took 
his  seat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  he  told 
them  that  his  whole  opinion  had  changed. 
[Mr.  Guy  Dawxay  :  No,  no !]  At  any 
rate,  he  had  gathered  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's remarks  that  he  had  changed 
his  opinion.  He  had  understood  the 
hon.  Member  originally  to  challenge 
the  working  of  the  Supply  Department 
in  the  Egyptian  Campaign.  Not  only 
had  the  hon.  Member's  conduct  on  the 
Committee,  of  which  he  had  been  a  most 
active  Member,  impressed  him  (Colonel 
Nolan)  with  the  opinion  he  had  stated, 
but  the  hon.  Member  had  clearly  shown 
that  night  that  he  had  changed  his  yiews 
and  his  opinions.  The  hon.  Member 
had  told  them  that  according  to  his  own 
experience  they  had  had  in  the  Suakin 
Campaign  the  most  perfect  transport  in 
the  world;  but  that  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  could  not 
amount  to  much,  seeing  what  a  little  the 
transport  had  been  called  upon  to  do. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  it  had  never  had  to 
go  20  miles  from  the  ships,  except  when 
a  small  expedition  had  been  sent  out 
about  1 5  miles  from  the  main  body  for 
some  purpose  or  other.  It  did  not  seem 
to  him  (Colonel  Nolan)  that  the  trans- 
port had  in  this  campaign  had  anything 
like  a  test  applied  to  it.  It  was  well 
known  that  its  camel  branch  was  the 
worst  in  the  world.  There  might  have 
been  some  difficulty  experienced  in  having 
to  feed  troops  20  miles  away  from  the 
ships  and  supply  them  with  water ;  but 
when  the  work  had  to  be  done  by  the 
worst  camels  in  the  world  he  did  not  see 
that  there  was  much  to  justify  the 
statement  of  the    JSurveyor  General  of 
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the  Ordnance  that  this  transport  was  the 
best  any  country  could  produce.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had 
only  spoken  of  one  Campaign ;  but  there 
was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  with  regard  to 
the  transport  in  connection  with  other 
Campaigns.  Why  the  flour  was  so  bad 
was  this.  There  was  one  description  of 
flour  which  was  unsuited  to  hot  climates. 
That  was  exactly  the  kind  which  had 
been  selected  by  the  Authorities  to  send 
out  to  the  troops.  There  had  been 
plenty  of  other  kinds  of  flour  in  the 
market; 'but  this,  that  was  remarkable  for 
its  unsTiitability  to  a  hot  climate,  was  the 
one  selected.  Then,  again,  during  the 
Egyptian  Campaign  there  had  been  an 
immense  quantity  of  bad  hay  sent  out — 
hay  not  only  bad  in  itseK,  but  mixed 
with  rubbish,  and  containing  even  brick- 
bats. He  did  not  suppose  any  of  the 
hay  was  altogether  made  up  of  brick- 
bats, although  one  witness  had  said  that 
there  were  a  lot  in  it.  Then  it  had  been 
shown  that  the  mules  had  been  badly 
selected,  and  that  no  proper  system  had 
been  devised  for  servants  to  attend  to 
them.  During  the  Egyptian  Campaign 
there  was  really  no  transport  except  a 
railway  and  a  canal,  which  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  enemy.  That  was  clearly 
ehown  by  Sir  John  Adye,  who  had  de- 
clared as  much.  Nothing  could  be 
worse  than  the  system  of  transport  for 
this  Campaign.  Fortunately,  the  opera- 
tions conducted  by  Her  Majesty's  troops 
had  succeeded,  and  there  was  an  end  of 
the  matter.  It  behoved  them,  in  his 
opinion,  to  see  that  in  the  future,  in  re- 
gard to  transport,  they  got  good  value 
for  their  money.  It  was  the  fault  of  the 
organization  that  they  had  not  secured 
that  in  the  past.  The  idea  of  several 
Members  of  the  Committee  had  been 
that  responsibility  in  regard  to  supply 
and  transport  was  not  sufficiently  cen- 
tralized, as  it  was  in  the  case  of  the 
Artillery  under  the  Director  General. 
When  they  came  to  supply  and  trans- 
port they  had  no  one  responsible.  They 
had  a  Director  of  Contracts,  and  a  Di- 
rector of  Supply ;  but  the  Commissariat 
was  not  under  the  War  Office,  and  the 
Director  General  managed  everything. 
The  fact  was  that  no  one  person  was 
responsible  all  through.  No  one  con- 
troUed  the  supplies  when  they  were  sent 
out  from  England,  or  managed  them 
while  they  were  in  transit.  The  remedy 
was  as  simple  as  possible.     There  ought 

Colonel  Kolan 


to  be  a  Commissariat  officer  in  charge 
of  the  Commissariat  arrangements  at  the 
War  Office — he  did  not  mean  to  say  for 
regulating  the  prices  for  large  contracts, 
because  that  could  be  done  otherwise. 
But  they  should  follow  the  precedents 
of  the  Artillery  and  Engineers,  and 
have  a  Commissariat  officer  responsible 
for  transit,  who  would  be  afterwards  re- 
sponsible, or  one  of  his  deputies  would 
be  responsible,  in  the  field.  As  matters 
stood  at  present,  there  was  one  man 
managing  at  the  War  Office,  and  some- 
body else  managing  in  the  field.  The 
evidence  of  Sir  Edward  Morris  showed 
that  when  ho  was  told  to  be  responsible 
in  Egypt,  he  went  to  the  War  Office  and 
said — *'I  should  like  to  see  how  the 
stores  are  packed ; "  but  the  War  Office 
officials  replied  at  once — **  Oh,  no !  You 
must  go  away  from  the  War  Office.  You 
can  manage  everything  in  Egypt,  but 
not  here.  This  is  our  business."  Of 
course,  there  was  a  great  gap.  Things 
were  managed  at  one  end,  and  at  the 
other  end  ;  but  there  was  no  connection 
between  the  two.  And  that  would  have 
been  prevented  if  there  had  been  some- 
one in  the  Surveyor  General's  Depart- 
ment responsible  to  him,  and  that  man 
was  also  responsible  in  the  field,  or  had 
a  deputy  there.  The  Surveyor  General 
stood  in  a  totally  different  relation  to 
the  Commissariat  Department  to  that  in 
which  he  stood  to  the  Artillery  or  Engi- 
neers, for  in  the  latter  case  he  had  a  re- 
sponsible man  to  advise  him — the  Director 
General  of  Artillery  or  Engineers ;  but 
there  was  nobody  to  advise  him  for  the 
rest.  The  Artillery  and  Engineers  were 
not  satisfied  to  have  a  man  at  the  War 
Office  under  whom  the  whole  thing 
broke  down.  They  had  a  man  at  the 
Horse  Guards  who  looked  after  things, 
who  was  at  hand  when  things  went 
wrong,  and  who  saw  who  was  to  blame. 
There  was  no  necessity  with  them  for 
somebody  to  be  continually  making 
speeches  to  defend  somebody  else — the 
late  Surveyor  General  defending  Sir 
John  Adye,  and  the  present  Surveyor 
General  defending  the  present  official, 
and  all  of  them  combining  to  defend  the 
whole  Department  among  them.  There 
should  really  be  someone  to  advise  the 
Surveyor  General  when  things  went 
wrong,  and  the  Surveyor  General  should 
not  be  only  politically  responsible.  At 
the  present  moment  there  was  nobody 
of  any  kind,  sort,  or  description  to  ad- 
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rise  him.  The  whole  thing  was  in  a 
state  of  chaos.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Cameron)  had  not  stated 
one-half  or  one-third  of  what  might  be 
stated — he  could  not  bring  down  all  the 
stores  with  the  same  ease  with  which  he 
had  brought  down  a  lantern — and  there 
were  half-a-dozen  more  cases  all  of 
which  were  qnite  as  bad,  and  which 
would  show  the  existence  of  an  even 
worse  condition  of  things  than  did  the 
lantern. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  said,  he 
thought  there  was  great  reason  to  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  explanations  which 
had  been  offered  by  the  Surveyor 
General.  It  was  qnite  true  that  there 
always  would  be  accidents  in  carrying 
out  such  extensive  transactions ;  but  the 
complaints  which  were  made  were  not 
due  to  mere  accidents,  but  to  absolute 
incompetence  on  the  part  of  a  certain 
Department — it  was  incompetence  that 
was  the  real  cause  of  complaint.  As  he 
understood  it,  he  did  not  think  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  made  any  complaint  of  the 
Commissariat  or  Transport  Service  in 
the  field ;  the  fault  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman found  was  with  the  Department 
at  home,  and  the  charge  against  the 
Department  was  that  some  of  its  heads 
had  proved  themselves  to  be  incompe- 
tent. The  charge  did  not  arise  out  of 
questions  of  expense ;  it  arose  out  of 
questions  of  judgment.  It  was  indis- 
pensable that  the  persons  who  were 
charged  with  the  important  duty  of 
supplying  stores  to  an  Army  ought  to  be 
acquainted  with  what  was  best  for  the 
purpose,  and  should  send  only  that  out. 
It  was  true  that  the  General  in  charge 
had  to  be  satisfied  ;  but  anyone  who 
read  the  evidence  which  was  laid  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Commissariat  De- 
partment would  at  once  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Commander-in-Chief 
must  be  easily  satisfied  if  he  were  satis- 
fied with  the  arrangements  which  were 
made  in  this  case.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  that  the  Army  Campaign  was 
suceessful;  but  if  Lord  Wolseley  had 
had  an  enemy  to  meet  at  Ismailia,  he 
would  have  found  a  very  different  state 
of  affairs  prevailing.  All  that  the  Gene- 
ral was  able  to  do  was  to  maintain  his 
Army  when  they  had  no  enemy  opposed 
to  them  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Barclay)  did  not 
think  there  was  any  great  reason  to  feel 
proud  of  such  an  achievement  as  that. 


What  the  Committee  would  like  to  know 
was,  whether  any  change  was  to  be 
made  in  the  system,  so  that  all  the  mis- 
takes that  had  hitherto  been  made 
might  be  avoided  for  the  future.  Large 
railway  contractors  who  had  to  conduct 
operations  and  send  out  expeditions  to 
foreign  countries  always  took  care  to 
choose  competent  assistants  to  see  that 
the  work  was  properly  carried  out ;  and 
if  any  assistant  failed  in  that  duty,  the 
services  of  that  individual  were  promptly 
dispensed  with.  There  had  been  several 
failures  in  connection  with  both  the  Ex- 
peditions to  Egypt.  In  the  first  Expedition 
there  was  a  failure  in  respect  both  of 
flour  and  hay ;  and  as  to  the  case  of  the 
hay,  the  more  it  was  investigated  the 
worse  it  became.  There  was  not  only 
proof  of  incompetence  in  that  case,  but 
there  was  very  great  reason  to  suspect 
that  there  was  corruption  also.  In  the 
last  Expedition  it  was  found  that  the 
packing  was  insuficient  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  stores.  Now,  that  was  not 
a  matter  which  was  the  result  of  acci- 
dent. Proper  packing  was  such  an  im- 
portant matter  that  the  officer  who  neg- 
lected to  attend  to  it  properly  ought  to 
be  superseded,  and  it  was  only  by  taking 
such  a  step  as  that  that  they  could  hope 
to  have  any  improvement  in  their  va- 
rious Departments.  If  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  been  allowed  to  sit  for  an- 
other Session,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  would  have  been  able  to  prove 
a  very  large  proportion  of  his  state- 
ments. It  was  very  easy  for  the  late 
Surveyor  General  (Mr.  Brand)  to  come 
down  to  that  House,  and,  with  well-simu- 
lated indignation,  repel  charges  which 
had  never  been  made;  but  was  the 
Surveyor  General  prepared  to  defend 
the  hay  contract,  and  would  he  say  that 
the  hay  sent  out  was  of  sufficient  quality 
and  properly  sent  out,  in  the  face  of  all 
the  evidence  which  had  been  collected  ? 
This  was  not  the  place  for  going  into 
details  on  the  point ;  but  if  the  Select 
Committee  were  allowed  to  resume  their 
labours  at  some  future  time,  he  (Mr. 
Barclay)  had  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  would  be  able  to  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  non-official  Members 
of  the  Committee  that  his  charges  were 
substantially  correct.  He  (Mr.  Barclay) 
would  like  to  hear  from  the  present 
Surveyor  General  whether  he  was  sa- 
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tisfied  with  the  arrangements  of  the 
Departments — whether  he  did  not  think 
that  some  improyement  should  he  made 
— whether  there  should  not  be  some 
more  condensed  responsibility,  some 
means  of  bringing  home  to  some  respon- 
sible indiridual  such  complaints  as  those 
about  our  stores  in  both  the  Egyptian 
Campaigns.  If  the  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance  would  give  some  indication 
of  that  kind  to  the  Committee  it  would 
be  received  with  considerable  satisfac- 
tion ;  but  it  was  yery  disheartening  and 
disappointing  to  the  country  to  find  one 
Surveyor  General  after  another  getting 
up  and  saying  that  things  were  in  the 
most  perfect  order  and  condition ;  that 
all  the  arrangements  were  complete,  and 
that  they  could  not  be  improved ;  when 
at  the  same  time  an  investigation  showed 
that  gross  errors  had  been  committed, 
and  that  they  would  be  made  again  and 
again  until  there  was  some  really  strong 
man  appointed  to  the  Office  of  Surveyor 
General — aman  who  would  make  himself 
responsible  for  the  whole  of  the  work  of 
the  Department,  and  for  its  being  con- 
ducted with  ordinary  business  despatch 
and  security.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  would 
proceed  to  a  division,  for  that  was  the 
only  resource  which  the  Committee  had 
of  expressing  its  opinion  upon  those 
mistakes.  Whether  the  Heads  of  the 
Department  condoned  it  or  not,  the  con^ 
duct  of  the  Department  was  not  such  as 
to  entitle  it  to  the  confidence  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Colonel  MILNE-HOME  supposed 
that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
placing  this  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
was  to  enter  a  sort  of  protest  against  the 
non-re-appointment  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Commissariat  and  Trans- 
port Services.  He  (Colonel  Milne-Home) 
well  recollected  the  last  debate  which 
took  place  on  this  subject,  when  the  re-ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee  was  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  and  the  late  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance  used  as  his  main  argument 
against  the  re- appointment  the  fact  that 
Lord  Wolseley  was  not  in  this  country. 

Mb.  BEAND:  I  never  spoke  at  all 
upon  that  occasion. 

Colonel  MILNE-HOME  said,  it  was 
probably  the  noble  Marquess  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  who  used  the 
argument,  and  told  the  House  that  Lord 
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Wolseley  was  not  at  that  time  in  this 
country.  Lord  Wolseley's  was  the  main 
evidence  required  to  complete  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee ;  and,  there- 
fore, said  the  noble  Marquess,  it  was 
not  possible  to  re-appoint  the  Committee 
with  any  good  effect.  He  (Colonel 
Milne-Home)  was  not  going  to  suggest 
that,  because  Lord  Wolseley  arrived  in 
London  that  afternoon,  the  Con^mittee 
should  be  re-appointed  to-morrow  morn- 
ing. The  Session  had  now  reached  too  late 
a  period  for  the  taking  of  such  a  step  ; 
but  he  did  think,  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
Hicks),  that  they  should  have  some  kind 
of  announcement  from  the  Government 
— from  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  War — as  to  whether  it  was  proposed 
to  re- appoint  the  Committee  next  Session 
to  go  into  the  organization  of  the  Com- 
missariat Department.  It  was  well  re- 
membered that  the  Committee  had  two 
points  to  inquire  into — first  of  all,  mat- 
ters  of  fact  which  happened  in  the  Cam- 
paign of  1882,  and,  in  the  next  place,  the 
organization  of  the  Commissariat  De- 
partment ;  and  there  was  ample  evidence 
brought  forward  before  the  Committee 
to  prove  that  there  waa  great  room  for 
improvement  in  the  organization  of  the 
Commissariat  Department.  He  believed 
himself,  from  all  he  had  heard,  that 
it  would  give  great  satisfaction  to  the 
officers  of  the  Commissariat  Department 
themselves  if  some  inquiry  were  made ; 
and  he  therefore  hoped  they  would  have 
a  few  words  from  tiie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  show  that  that 
inquiry  would  be  proceeded  with  next 
Session.  He  believed  that  such  an  as- 
surance would  facilitate  the  discussion 
of  the  Army  Estimates,  and  generally 
influence  himself  (Colonel  Milne- 
Home)  and  others  in  the  vote  they 
would  give  on  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  Committee.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  any  hope 
that  the  Committee  would  be  re-ap- 
pointed next  year,  and  would  go  on  with 
the  inquiry,  and  enter  into  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Commissariat  Department, 
he  (Colonel  Milne- Home)  should  not,  on 
that  occasion,  vote  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow ;  but  if  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  to  be  allowed  to  have  all  its 
labours  overthrown,  he  should  be  dis- 
posed to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman, 
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Db.  FAEQUH arson  said,  ho 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  had  done  good  service  by 
bringing  this  question  again  before  the 
Committee ;  because,  although  he  had 
been  taunted  with  making  old  speeches 
over  agaia,  they  could  not  have  too  I 
much  of  a  good  thing,  and  the  hon.  ' 
Gentleman,  to  use  an  expressive  vul-  { 
garism,  must  go  on  "pegging  away" 
until  he  attained  his  point.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Hicks) 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Colonel  Milne-Home)  had 
both  impressed  on  the  Government,  in 
the  strongest  possible  way,  the  necessity 
of  re-appointing  the  Select  Committee 
either  that  Session  or  next.  It  was  said 
that  the  only  two  reasons  for  the  non- 
appointment  of  the  Committee  were,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  different  Depart- 
ments had  been  so  extremely  overworked 
of  late  that  it  would  be  hardly  generous 
or  just  to  ask  them  to  undertake  the 
heavy  additional  labour  which  would  be 
involved  if  the  Committee  resumed  its 
inquiry ;  and,  in  the  second .  place,  that 
Lord  Wolseley,  whose  evidence  was 
looked  upon  as  of  primary  importance, 
was  not  here.  But  those  reasons  had 
now  happily  disappeared.  The  strain 
upon. the  Departments  had  now  been 
removed,  and  Lord  Wolseley  returned 
to-day.  It  might  be  possible  to  have 
the  Committee  re-appointed  even  for  a 
short  time  that  Session,  and  if  it  could 
not  be  done  that  year  it  might  be  done 
next.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Eustace  Cecil)  had  told  them  that  mis- 
takes were  made,  but  that  they  were 
few  in  number.  But  was  it  necessary 
to  have  any  mistakes  at  all  ?  Was  it 
not  possible  that  they  might  be  avoided 
by  better  organization?  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  many  of  those  gentle- 
men who  had  been  working  as  Depart- 
mental officers  had  not  done  their  work 
well,  loyally,  and  energetically,  and  he 
would  admit  that  the  work  in  the  field  it- 
self had  been  done  admirably,  considering 
the  conditions  under  which  it  had  to  be 
done.  But  the  question  was  whether  it 
was  not  possible  to  have  a  better  system 
under  which  the  work  might  be  better 
done  than  under  the  old  system  of  or- 
ganization ?  The  Select  Committee  had 
done  good  work  up  to  a  certain  point ; 
but  it  was  stopped  before  it  could  re- 
port^ and  therefore  its  labours  were 
abortive.    If  it  could  be  appointed  again, 
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and  recommence  its  investigations,  a 
great  and  valuable  service  wouJd  be  per- 
formed, and  many  valuable  reforms 
might  be  brought  into  being  without 
much  friction  or  clashing. 

The  SURVEYOE  GENBEAL  of 
THE  ORDNANCE  said,  it  seemed  to 
be  thought  that  he  had  been  guilty 
of  some  inconsistency — as  if  he  had 
attempted  to  defend  now  that  which  he 
condemned  last  year.  But  he  altogether 
denied  that  he  had  done  anything  of  the 
sort,  or  that  he  had  in  any  way,  as  to 
matters  of  fact,  changed  his  opinions. 
He  condemned  entirely  now  that  which 
he  condemned  then,  and  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
had  done  good  in  the  course  which  he 
had  taken.  The  hon.  Member  for  For- 
farshire (Mr.  Barclay)  had  attributed  to 
him  an  observation  he  never  made,  to 
the  efi'ect  that  it  was  impossible  to  im- 
prove the  organization  of  the  Depart- 
ment. He  had  said  nothing  of  the  sort. 
What  he  did  say  was  that  he  had  not  been 
sufficiently  long  in  Office  to  be  able  to 
express  any  decided  opinion  upon  the 
subject.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  did,  however,  mean  to  take  steps 
to  appoint  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
lines  of  communication,  and  the  supply 
and  transport  of  the  Army.  That  Com- 
mittee would  sit  at  once,  and  during  the 
Autumn  the  Gt)vemment  would  look 
themselves  into  all  the  questions  in- 
volved. 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON 
pointed  out  that  owing,  no  doubt,  to  the 
very  short  time  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  had  held 
Office,  he  did  not  seem  to  be  aware  that 
a  Departmental  Committee  had  already 
been  appointed,  and  it  had  sat  for  a 
considerable  time.  Its  investigations 
were  suspended  when  Lord  Wolseley 
left  this  country  for  Egypt.  He  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  thought  it  was 
extremely  desirable  that  any  Committee 
of  Inquiry  into  such  a  subject  should  be 
of  a  very  practical  character.  He  him- 
self anticipated  much  more  satisfactory 
results  from  the  deliberations  of  the  De- 
partmental Committee  than  from  the 
Report  of  a  Committee  of  that  House  ; 
but,  of  course,  if  the  opinions  he  had 
formed  should  not  be  realized,  it  would 
be  competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
propose  the  re- appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee,  or  the  appointment  of  a  new 
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Committee,  to  go  fully  into  the  subject. 
He  had  only  one  other  observation  to 
make.  He  thought  that  Mr.  Haliburton 
and  himself  would  be  the  very  last  to 
admit  that  any  failure  occurred  owing 
to  the  calamity  under  which  that  gen- 
tleman suffered.  No  one  had  spoken 
in  higher  terms  than  himself  of  the 
capacity  and  ability  of  the  Assistant 
Director  of  Supplies.  What  he  (the Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  contended  was  that 
the  mistakes  which  had  taken  place  were 
extremely  few  in  number,  and  that  it 
was  possible  that  they  might  find  them- 
selves no  better  off  under  any  system 
that  could  be  devised. 

Mr.  CAEINGTON  said,  they  heard 
that  evening  of  an  inquiry  which  had 
taken  place  concerning  certain  occur- 
rences in  the  Soudan ;  but  he  wished  to 
know  whether  any  inquiry  was  to  be 
made  into  the  conduct  of  the  gentleman 
who  was  intrusted  with  the  buying  of 
the  supplies  for  the  Aripy  ?  That  gen- 
tleman bought  bad  hay  and  bad  flour. 
That  was  clearly  proved  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
any  inquiry  was  to  be  made  into  that 
gentleman's  conduct  ?  If  a  man  bought 
bad  hay  and  bad  flour  for  a  mercantile 
firm  he  would  probably  not  be  continued 
in  their  service  any  longer.  It  was 
with  great  reluctance  that  he  asked  that 
question;  but  he  felt  it  his  duty,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  to  do  so. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  be 
assured,  so  far  as  the  present  GK>vem- 
ment  were  concerned — and  he  believed  it 
might  have  been  said  for  the  late  Go- 
vernment— that  every  effort  would  be 
made  to  place  this  portion  of  the  Admi- 
nistration on  a  satisfactory  footing.  It 
would  not  be  contended  that  no  mistakes 
had  been  made  and  that  no  inefficiency 
existed ;  but  he  did  not  understand  that 
corruption  was  imputed  to  officials  in 
the  Service.  [Mr.  Carington:  I  did 
not  wish  to  imply  that.]  Of  course, 
such  a  charge  ought  not  to  be  advanced 
unless  there  was  good  ground  for  it. 
Whatever  errors  had  been  committed, 
there  was  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Public  Service  was  free  from  corrup- 
tion. It  might  be  that  there  was  a 
want  of  individual  responsibility,  and 
if  that  was  the  case  he  would  admit 
that  no  effort  ought  to  be  spared  to 
■eoore  it. 

The  Marqu$$$  of  Eartington 
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Genbral  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  that  having  had  for  some  years  the 
pleasure  of  serving  with  Mr.  Lawson, 
the  Deputy  Director  of  Supplies  in  the 
War  Office,  he  believed  there  was  no 
one  in  the  Service  who  would  be  more 
willing  than  the  gentleman  referred  to 
to  assist  with  information  that  would 
clear  up  this  question.  In  consequence 
of  the  illness  of  the  Director  of  Sup- 
plies, the  duty  of  providing  the  Army 
in  1881  devolved  on  the  Deputy ;  and  it 
must  be  to  his  honour  and  credit  that 
the  vast  stores  had  been  laid  in  with  a 
rapidity  and  excellence  never  previously 
surpassed. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  if  had  to  deal 
only  with  the  statements  of  Ministers  in 
that  House  he  should  not  divide  the 
Committee  upon  his  Motion ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, he  had  to  deal  not  only 
with  them,  but  with  statements  which 
had  come  from  the  present  occupants  of 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  Not  many 
days  ago  he  had  been  obliged  to  attack 
the  administration  of  the  Admiralty 
Transport  Department,  and  had  been 
very  sharply  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  represented  the  Department 
under  the  late  Government  (Mr.  Caine). 
He  was  told  that  everything  was  on  the 
most  satisfactory  footing,  and  that  it 
was  absolutely  wicked  to  bring  forward 
such  accusations;  but  the  next  day, 
when  his  comments  were  made  public, 
came  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  in  the  Admiralty  accounts, 
as  taken  up  to  a  certain  date,  there  had 
been  a  mistake  of  £500,000  sterling. 
His  remarks  of  that  evening  had  been 
treated  in  the  same  manner ;  he  was  re- 
proached with  not  having  repeated  what 
he  had  said  before,  just  as  a  few  days  ago 
he  had  been  told  that  he  was  reverting 
to  ancient  history  for  his  illustrations. 
The  speech  of  the  late  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance  was  in  his  customary  style ; 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  his  state- 
ment was  absolutely  without  foundation. 
Why,  that  was  exactly  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  last  year  when  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  moved  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee.  The  then  Surveyor  Ge- 
neral of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Brand)  on  that 
occasion  told  him  that  his  statement 
with  regard  to  camels  being  offered  on 
the  spot  was  founded  on  hearsay,  al- 
though it  was  shown  that  he  was  quite 
correct  in  saying  that,  because  the  offer 
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wa.«  made  at  Ismailia,  and  the  camels 
were  at  a  point  onl}'  40  miles  distant. 
Agfain,  he  had  also  said,  having  theEeport 
of  the  Commissary  General  in  his  pocket, 
that  that  officer  had  stated  that  his  De- 
partment was  altogether  in  an  unwork- 
able condition,  and  that  it  was  going  from 
bad  to  worse.  That,  of  course,  was  too 
g^d  an  illustration  of  his  inaccuracy  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Brand)  not  to 
refer  to.  All  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 
then  say  was  that  the  Eeport  was  not 
within  his  knowledge.  But  he  (Dr.  Came- 
ron) would  point  out  that  the  Eeport 
was  before  the  Committee,  and  that  it 
formed  the  basis  of  their  deliberations  ; 
and  he  asked  whether  that  Eeport  was 
too  strongly  described  when  he  summa- 
rized it  in  the  way  he  had  just  men- 
tioned by  saying  that  the  Department 
was  unworkable,  and  that  it  was  going 
from  bad  to  worse  ?  At  all  events,  he 
knew  that  the  Commissary  General  con- 
sidered it  a  fair  description  of  his  Ee- 
port. He  must  warn  the  Members  of 
the  late  Government  that  if  they  wanted 
hon.  Members  on  those  Benches  to  fol- 
low them  they  must  not  set  themselves 
up  as  defenders  of  everything  in  the 
nature  of  maladministration,  but  must 
fight  the  battle  of  reforms,  and  of  other 
popular  principles  which  they  professed 
on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  not  only 
on  public  platforms. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  48  ; 
Noes  121:  Majority  73.— (Div.  List, 
No.  221.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  JProgress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
IPCoan.) 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow 
would  not  press  his  Motion,  but  allow 
the  Vote  to  be  taken. 

Miu  M*COAN  said,  he  would  with- 
draw for  the  purpose  of  allowing  the 
Vote  to  be  taken. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sib  FEEDEEICK  FITZ-WYGEAM 
said,  he  wished  to  bring  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee  the  insuffi- 
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ciency  of  the  Transport  Service,  to  which 
of  late  years  the  breakdowns  which  had 
occurred  with  respect  to  the  Army  were 
attributable. 

Mr.  M*C0AN  said,  that  he  withdrew 
bis  Motion  on  the  understanding  that 
Progress  would  be  reported  as  soon  as 
the  Vote  was  taken.  He  moved  that 
Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.*'— (i/r. 
M'Coan,) 

Mr.  ONSLOW  rose  to  Order.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  speaking 
on  the  Vote  before  the  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  had  said  that 
he  agreed  to  withdraw  the  Motion  as 
soon  as  the  Vote  was  passed. 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAE  said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  press  for  Progress  then.  The 
Committee  had  been  engaged  upon  the 
Vote  for  three  hours.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  only  to  make  one  or 
two  observations,  and  the  Vote  would 
then,  he  hoped,  be  taken. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  tcithdraicn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  FEEDEEICK  FITZ-WYGEAM 
said,  in  a  highly-civilized  country — full 
of  roads,  railways,  and  canals — like  this, 
it  would  always  be  difficult  to  organize 
transport  in  peace  time ;  hence  the  Com- 
missariat of  the  country  had  been,  and 
would  always  be,  at  the  outset,  in- 
sufficient for  the  purpose  of  war.  The 
question,  then,  was  as  to  how  this 
insufficiency  could  be  best  supplied. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Commis- 
sariat and  Transport  Departments  un- 
derstood their  duties  very  well ;  but  in 
consequence  of  the  insufficiency  of  the 
transport  branch  of  the  Commissariat, 
it  became  necessary  in  every  war  for  a 
number  of  animals — horses,  mules,  and 
camels  —  to  be  handed  over  to  Infantry 
regiments  in  order  to  supply  the  in- 
sufficiency of  transport.  Those  animals 
were  handed  over  to  men  who  knew 
nothing  about  their  management ;  and 
the  consequence  was,  as  had  been  the 
case  in  recent  wars,  that  they  either  died, 
got  sore  backs,  or  in  other  ways  became 
inefficient.  The  Committee  would  be 
aware  that  there  was  great  art  in  saddling 
a  horse,  and  especially  in  putting  oi^ 
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pack-saddles,  which,  if  not  properly  ad- 
.lusted,  would  be  sure  to  cause  a  sore 
back.  Then,  again,  there  was  great 
art  in  properly  attending  to  camels. 
What  occurred  in  the  Egyptian  War 
was  that  batches  of  Infanlry  soldiers 
were  sent  down  to  Cavalry  regiments 
for  three  days'  instruction  in  the  care 
and  management  of  horses.  He  asked 
whether  it  was  possible  to  conceive 
any  system  more  likely  than  that  to 
be  inefficient  in  war  ?  He  never  wanted 
to  increase  the  amount  of  the  Estimates, 
and  the  remedy  he  had  to  propose  for 
this  was  that  30  men  should  be  taken 
annually  from  each  of  the  Infantry 
regiments  at  home  and  sent  to  Cavalry 
regiments  for  instruction .  He  knew  that 
there  might  be  some  objection  to  that 
being  done  in  the  summer ;  but  he  be- 
lieved the  men  could  be  very  well  spared 
from  their  regiments  for  six  months 
in  the  winter.  It  might  be  thought 
that  the  Cavalry  regiments  might  object 
to  being  burdened  with  those  30  In- 
fantry soldiers ;  but  he  could  say,  from 
his  own  experience,  that  there  was  no 
jealousy  between  the  two  branches,  and 
he  believed,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
Cavalry  would  be  exceedingly  glad  to 
have  Infantry  men  with  them.  There 
was,  as  a  rule,  a  great  scarcity  of  men  in 
every  Cavalry  regiment  after  the  winter 
leaves  had  begun ;  and  for  that  reason 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  good  plan  to 
give  them  the  assistance  of  those  30 
men,  and  he  believed  that  the  Cavalry 
regiments  would  do  their  best  to  turn 
them  out  efficient  men  in  the  time  men- 
tioned. That  plan  would  provide  a  very 
eonsiderable  number  of  men  who  would 
be  able  to  conduct  and  efficiently  attend 
to  the  transport,  while  the  expense  would 
be  next  to  nothing.  Indeed,  the  ser- 
vices of  the  men  would  possibly  repay 
the  expense  altogether,  because  they 
would  be  able  to  perform  a  number  of 
services,  for  which  at  present  transport 
was  hired,  such  as  sending  to  and 
from  railway  stations,  and  other  mat- 
ters, which  had  to  be  paid  for.  Whether 
or  not  his  suggestion  were  adopted 
by  the  War  Office,  at  least  he  thought 
that  some  endeavour  ought  to  be  made 
to  place  on  a  better  footing^h^t  branch 
of  Uie  Service,  which  had  not  only  broken 
down  in  every  case,  but  had  been  the 
cause  of  great  expense  to  the  country. 
For  those  reasons,  he  commended  the 
question  of  transport  to  the  attention  of 

Sir  Fred'erick  Fitz  -  Wygram 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr$ed  to. 
Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

BANKRUPTCY  (OFFICE   ACCOMMODA- 
TION) BILL.— [Bill  216.] 
{Sir  Henry  Holland^  Baron  Henry  De  Warms.') 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  trusted 
the  House  would  agree  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  that  night.  It  was 
a  Bill  of  one  clause  to  enable  the  Trea- 
sury, out  of  the  surplus  of  bankruptcy- 
funds,  to  provide  accommodation  for 
bankruptcy  offices. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Sir  Henry  Holland^) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  for  To-morrow, 

POLEHAMPTON  ESTATES  BILL. 

(Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

[bill    216.]         SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  that 
this  was  also  a  very  simple  Bill.  It 
provided  that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
should,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  make  a  scheme  for 
the  distribution  of  part  of  the  Pole- 
hampton  Estate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Sir  Henry  Holland^) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  for  To-morrow. 

SUPPLY  [8th  JULY]  REPORT. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [9th 
Julyl,  '^That  the  14th   Resolution  be 
read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  **  £830,400."  in  order  to  insert 
£830,120,"— (5ir  George  Campbell,)— 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That 
*  £830,400  *  stand  part  of  the  said  Re- 
solution." 

Debate  resumed. 
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Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  that  as 
the  re-instatement  of  Hobart  Pasha  was 
the  act  of  the  last  Administration  and 
not  of  the  present  Government  he 
thought  the  House  would  expect  a 
somewhat  fuller  statement  upon  the 
subject  than  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine)  was 
able,  from  the  information  he  then  had 
in  his  possession,  to  make  a  few  nights 
ago.  At  the  request  of  the  Earl  of  North- 
brook,  who  was  responsible  for  the  re-in- 
statement of  Admiral  Hobart  Pasha,  he 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  would  make  a  short 
statement  on  the  subject.  For  many 
years  it  had  been  the  policy  of  the  Bri- 
tish Goyernment  to  encourage  British 
officers  to  take  service  in  the  Turkish 
Fleet.  That  had  been  the  case  with 
Admiral  Walker  and  Admiral  Slade, 
both  of  whom  served  in  command  of  the 
Turkish  Fleet  while  remaining  in  the 
active  service  of  the  British  Navy,  and 
it  was  also  the  case  with  Captain  Mac- 
killon,  who  served  in  the  Egyptian 
Navy  while  he  was  in  the  active  service 
of  the  British  Navy.  Now,  in  1868  Cap- 
tain Hobart  accepted  service  under  the 
Porte  in  connection  with  the  Turkish 
Fleet  without  previously  obtaining  the 
consent  of  the  Admiralty ;  and,  no  doubt, 
that  was  a  very  serious  offence  on  his 
part.  Having  done  that  he  appUed  to 
the  Admiralty  for  their  consent,  and  the 
Admiralty  consulted  in  the  matter  the 
Foreign  Secretary.  The  Foreign  Secre- 
tary— the  Earl  of  Derby — reported  that 
in  view  of  the  Cretan  insurrection  which 
was  then  going  on  it  was  not  desirable 
for  many  reasons  that  the  Turkish  Fleet 
should  be  commanded  by  a  British  offi- 
cer; and  he  advised  that  Captain  Hobart 
be  informed  that  he  could  not  be  allowed 
to  continue  in  the  British  Service  if  he 
served  under  the  Turks.  Captain  Hobart 
elected  to  serve  under  l^e  Porte,  and  his 
name  was  accordingly  erased  from  the 
list  of  officers  in  the  British  Navy,  and 
he  ceased  to  have  any  connection  with 
the  British  Navy.  A  year  later  he  ap- 
plied to  be  re-instated,  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  when  the  Cretan  insurrec- 
tion was  over  his  application  would  be 
c(Hisidered.  Nothing  was  done  until 
1874,  when  he  again  applied  to  be  re- 
instated, and  the  matter  was  considered 
by  the  then  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  who  consulted  again  the 
Foreign  Secretary — the  Earl  of  Derby. 
The  Earl  of  Derby  stated  on  that  occa- 


sion, the  Cretan  insurrection  being  over, 
that  in  his  opinion  the  re-insf  atement  of 
Admiral  Hobart  Pasha,  as  a  matter  of 
Imperial  policy,  would  be  of  material 
advantage  to  the  country.  In  accord- 
ance with  the  view  of  the  Earl  of  Derby, 
Mr.  Ward  Hunt  re-instated  Admiral 
Hobart  Pasha  in  the  British  Navy. 
Therefore  at  that  time  his  original 
offence  was  condoned.  He  was  at  that 
time  a  captain  ;  but  he  had  not  served 
for  some  years  as  Captain,  and  accord- 
ingly, by  the  Eules  of  the  Service,  he 
was  at  once  retired,  and  he  became  a 
retired  Admiral,  receiving  retiring  pay 
at  the  rate  of  £1  per  day.  Hobart 
Pasha  remained  in  that  position  till 
the  year  1877,  and  during  the  three 
years  he  commanded  the  Turkish  Fleet. 
In  1877  war  broke  out  between  Turkey 
and  Kussia,  and  it  was  then  considered 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs — the  Earl  of  Derby — that  it  was 
not  desirable,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
England  assumed  a  position  of  neutrality 
in  that  war,  that  the  Turkish  Fleet  should 
be  commanded  by  a  British  officer,  and 
accordingly  he  advised  our  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople  that  as  war  had  broken 
out  between  Bussia  and  Turkey  it  was 
impossible  for  Hobart  Pasha  to  continue 
to  hold  his  position  as  a  British  officer, 
and  at  the  same  time  command  the 
Turkish  Navy,  and  His  Excellency  was 
instructed  to  intimate  that  to  Hobart 
Pasha.  On  his  electing  to  remain  in  the 
service  of  Turkey  Hobart  Pasha  was 
again  struck  off  the  list  of  officers  of  the 
British  Navy.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
war  Hobart  Pasha  applied  to  be  re- 
instated, and  he  was  informed  that  the 
matter  would  be  considered.  Nothing 
whatever  was  done  till  this  year.  In 
May  last  Hobart  Pasha  again  applied  to 
the  late  Government  for  his  re-instate- 
ment, and  his  application  was  again  as 
previously  referred  to  the  Foreign  Se- 
cretary for  his  opinion.  The  gallant 
officer  was  informed  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  after  care- 
ful consideration,  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  were  now  even  a 
stronger  reasons  of  Imperial  poHcy  for 
his  re-instatement  than  there  were  be- 
fore. The  House  would  not  expect  him 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  to  go  fully  into  those 
reasons.  He  thought  it  would  be  ob- 
vious to  anyone  that  at  a  time  when  they 
were  making  preparations  for  a  possible 
outbreak  of  war  it  was  not  unimportavt 
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that  the  Government  should  be  in  a 
position  to  command  information  which 
Hohart  Pasha  had  on  very  important 
matters.  [Laughter.']  Hon.  Members 
laughed ;  but  at  all  events  Hobart 
Pasha  had  information  with  regard  to 
where  possible  operations  of  war  might 
be  carried  on  greater  than  any  other 
person;  and  it  was  considered  that  it 
was  important  that  the  Government 
should  be  in  a  position  to  ask  Hobart 
Pasha  for  that  information,  and  that 
they  could  hardly  do  if  he  was  no  longer 
a  British  officer.  For  those  reasons, 
then,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  advised  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  that  it  would  be  right  to  re- 
instate Hobart  Pasha  again  in  the 
British  Navy,  and  accordingly  Hobart 
Pasha  was  again  re-instated,  and  his 
position  was  exactly  the  same  as  when 
he  was  originally  re-instated  by  the  pre- 
vious Administration  in  the  year  1 874 — 
he  at  once  became  again  a  retired  Admiral, 
with  the  pay  of  a  retired  Admiral.  He 
had  no  other  pay,  and  could  not  receive 
any  more.  This  year  the  question  of 
his  original  offence  was  not  raised,  be- 
cause that  offence  had  been  condoned 
in  1874.  In  1877  his  removal  from 
the  list  of  British  officers  was  not  due  to 
any  offence  on  his  part,  but  merely  to  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  maintain  neutrality  in  the 
war  then  taking  place  between  Eussia 
and  Turkey.  It  had  no  reference  what- 
ever to  the  original  offence — if  it  were 
an  offence — which  Hobart  Pasha  com- 
mitted in  entering  the  Turkish  Service. 
This  year  the  only  question  which  arose 
was  whether,  looking  to  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  and  taking  into 
account  the  view  which  the  Foreiga  Se- 
cretary held,  that,  for  Imperial  reasons, 
it  was  important  that  Hobart  P&sha 
should  be  a  British  officer,  he  should  be 
re-instated  again  as  in  1874.  Those, 
shortly,  were  the  reasons  which  actuated 
Earl  Granville  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  in  the  matter.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had,  in  fact,  pur- 
sued the  policy  which  Mr.  Ward  Hunt 
pursued  in  1874,  and  for  the  same  rea- 
sons— ^namely,  that  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary had  advised  him  that  for  Imperial 
reasons  it  was  desirable  that  Hobart 
Pasha  should  be  re- instated  in  the 
British  Navy.  He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
had  only  further  to  add  that  there  had 
been  several  previous  occasions  on  which 
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officers  who  had  entered  the  service  of 
some  Foreign  Power  without  the  pre- 
vious consent  of  the  Admiralty  had  had 
their  names  removed  from    the   Navy 
List,  but    had  them   subsequently   re- 
instated.    There  was  the  case    of  Ad- 
miral Sir   George  Sartorius,  who   was 
removed  from  the  Navy  in  1832  and  re- 
instated in  1837  ;  of  Sir  Charles  Napier, 
who  was  removed  from  the  Service  in 
1833  and  re-instated  in  1836  ;  of  Lieu- 
tenant South,   who  was  removed  from 
the  Navy  in  1825  for  entering  foreign 
service  without  the  consent  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  re-instated  in  1827.  There- 
fore, there  were  many  precedents   for 
the  action  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty.     The  only  other  question   in 
the  case  of  Hobart  Pasha  was  that  of 
his  retired  pay.     On  that  point  the  Law 
Officers  appeared  to  have  been  consulted 
in  1 874  ;  and  it  was  held  by  them  that 
on  re-instatement  to  the  British  Navy 
he  was  entitled,  as  a  matter  of  right,  to 
retired  pay,  although    he  was   in  the 
service  of  a  Foreign   Power.     Several 
cases  of  the  kind  had  occurred,  and  in 
all  those  cases  it  had  been  held  that 
officers  of  the  British  Navy,  but  in  the 
service  of  a  Foreign  Power,  were  en- 
titled to  draw  retired  pay  in  this  coun- 
try, unless  a  condition  was  made  to  the 
contrary.     No  such  condition  was  made 
in  the  case  of  Hobart  Pasha,  and  there- 
fore, on  his  re-instatement  as  a  retired 
Admiral,  he  was  entitled,  as  a  matter  of 
right,  to  retired  pay.     He  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  was  not  friendly  to  the  views 
Hobart  Pasha  had  laid  before  the  pub- 
lic, and  had  at  times  somewhat  resented 
the  attitude  the  gallant  officer  had  as- 
sumed towards  the  Liberal  Administra- 
tion ;  yet,  in  view  of  the  whole  case,  he 
thought  Hobart  Pasha's  re-instatement 
could  be  justified  on  the  ground  of  pre- 
cedent, on  the  ground  of  the  arrange- 
ment made  in  1874,  and  also  on    the 
ground  of  Imperial  policy,  to  which  he 
had  shortly  alluded. 

Mr.  BRYOE  said,  he  thought  the 
House  had  seldom  heard  a  more  inade- 
quate defence  of  an  Executive  act  than 
that  just  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  Opposition  were  bound 
to  express  their  opinion,  because  if 
the  re-instatement  of  Hobart  Pasha 
had  been  the  act  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  no  one  could  doubt  that 
a  great  clamour  would  have  been  raised 
by  Liberal  J^enjbers,  and  perhaps  by 
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Liberal  ex-Ministers,  in  denouncing  the 
conduct  of  aGrovernmentwhich  condoned 
and  rewarded  conduct  sucli  as  that  of 
Hobart  Pasha,  and  which  overlooked 
flagrant  breaches  of  its  own  law.  The 
House  ought  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
late  Liberal  Government  did  what  the 
previous  Tory  Government  refused  to 
do ;  because,  if  he  rightly  followed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Post- 
master General,  the  Government  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  reifused  to  re-instate  Hobart 
Pasha,  but  the  late  Government  did 
not.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  brought  before  the  House  what  was 
really  the  most  important  part  of  the 
case.  He  had  stated  that  Hobart  Pasha 
was  removed  from  the  British  Navy 
in  1868  and  re-instated  in  1874  ;  he 
had  stated  that  Hobart  Pasha  was 
again  expelled  or  required  to  leave 
Her  Majesty's  Service  in  1877;  but 
he  had  not  told  the  House  the  full 
ground  on  which  the  act  of  1877  was 
done.  It  was  done  because  Hobart 
Pasha,  by  taking  service  under  the 
Turkish  Gfovernment  at  a  time  when  it 
was  at  war  with  an  Ally  of  Her  Majesty, 
committed  a  breach  of  the  Neutrality 
Laws.  The  fact  was,  that  Hobart 
Pasha,  having  committed,  in  1868,  an 
offence  against  naval  discipline  and  the 
Bules  of  the  Admiralty,  having  beon 
pardoned  for  that  offence  after  a  humble 
apology,  in  which  he  said  he  could  not 
resist  the  tempting  pecuniary  offer  made 
to  him  by  the  Turks,  committed  a  much 
grosser  offence  in  1877,  because  he 
broke  a  law  which  was  incumbent  upon 
every  private  subject  of  Her  Majesty, 
and  which  was  doubly  incumbent  upon 
an  officer.  The  Act  of  1870—33  &  34 
Vict,  c.  90— provided  that  every 

"British  sabject  who  accepts,  or  agrees  to 
accept,  ODT  commission  in  tho  Military  or  Naral 
Service  of  any  Foreign  State  at  war  "with  any 
Ford^  State  at  peace  with  Her  Majesty  shall 
be  guilty  of  an  offence  against  this  Act,  and 
shall  be  punishable  with  fine  and  imprisonment, 
or  either  of  such  punishments  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Court  before  which  the  offender  is  con- 
victed." 

Such  imprisonment,  by  another  section, 
was  not  to  exceed  two  years — 

"and  imprisonment,  if  awarded,  may  be 
either  with  or  without  hard  labour," 

and  theEoyal  Proclamation  issued  when 
war  broke  out  between  Bussia  and  the 
Turks  recited  this  Act,  commanding 
that  no  person  should  do  anything  con- 


trary to  the  same.  Now,  this  Act  Hobart 
broke  when  he  served  under  the  Turks 
in  the  war  against  liuesia.  It  might  be 
said  that  he  could  not  well  then  leave 
the  Turkish  Service.  Be  that  as  it 
might,  he  then  made  his  choice,  and 
could  not  now  come,  after  such  trans- 
gressions of  English  law,  asking  to  be 
reinstated  in  the  Service  of  the  British 
Crown.  A  breach  of  the  Neutrality  Laws 
was  no  slight  matter,  because  it  was  one 
which  might  easily  involve  them  in  serious 
difficulty  with  a  Foreign  Power.  They 
knew  that  serious  difficulty  might  have 
arisen  if  France  had  gone  to  war  with 
China,  on  account  oF  British  subjects 
serving  in  the  Chinese  Fleet.  There 
were  no  laws  which  ought  to  be  more 
strictly  guarded  by  them  or  more  re- 
spected by  the  Executive  authority  of 
the  country  than  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
Hobart  Pasha  had,  so  to  speak,  played 
hide-and-seek  with  the  Government. 
When  the  opportunity  had  arisen, 
he  had  gone  into  foreign  service  in  the 
confidence  that  whenever  he  chose  to  ask 
for  re- admission  to  the  British  Navy  he 
would  be  re-instated.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  talked 
about  precedent.  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  produce  any  case  in  which 
an  officer  who  had  twice  committed  an 
ofi'ence  of  this  kind  had  been  restored  ? 
He  challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  mention  any  single  case  in  which 
a  second  offence  had  been  condoned,  and 
thatoffence  one  so  grave  as  a  breach  of  the 
Neutrality  Laws.  Hobart  Pasha  ought 
to  think  himself  very  fortunate  that  he 
was  not  undergoing  the  penalty  of  two 
years*  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
instead  of  being  re-instated  in  the  British 
Navy,  and  receiving  from  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country  £365  a-year  for  the  rest 
of  his  life.  He  (Mr.  Bryce)  confessed 
he  could  not  find  that  any  ground  had 
been  put  forward  yet  which  was  sufficient 
to  justify  the  re-instatement.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  conduct  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment indicated  a  great  contempt 
both  for  naval  discipline  and  the  law 
of  the  country;  and  if  he  asked  him- 
self what  their  grounds  of  action  were, 
he  could  only  suggest  two.  It  was  not 
a  case  of  forgiving  faults  in  respect  of 
eminent  services  rendered,  for  he  could 
not  find  til  at  Hobart  Pasha  had  ren- 
dered any  particular  service;  in  iai.t, 
his  most  remarkable  performances  iiud 
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been  that  at  one  time  he  held  a  place 
in  Her  Majesty's  Yacht,  and  at  another 
time  he  was  an  active  blockade  runner 
in  the  American  War  of  Secession.  The 
late  GoTemment  either  thought  that  a 
breach  of  the  Neutrality  Laws  was  so 
trivial  a  matter  that  they  might  overlook 
it  and  re-instate  the  guilty  person  in  the 
Navy,  or  else  they  regarded  a  service 
done  to  the  Turks  as  a  service  done  to 
ourselves,  which  was  hardly  to  have 
been  expected  of  a  Government  whose 
leading  Members  had  spoken  pretty 
freely  about  the  Turks  in  1876  and  1877. 
He  could  not  help  hoping  that  the  House 
would  mark  its  sense  of  an  act  of  this 
kind,  which  he  did  not  think  the  rea- 
sons of  so-called  policy  that  had  been 
alleged  at  all  justified,  by  refusing  the 
retired  pay  which  it  was  proposed  should 
be  paid  by  the  AdmiAlty  to  Hobart 
Pasha.  In  that  way,  too,  the  House 
would  express  its  respect  for  the  Statute 
solemnly  enacted  in  1870,  and  its  disap- 
proval of  those  who  had  treated  that 
Statute  with  contempt. 

Mb.  M'GOAN  said,  that  he  differed 
wholly  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryoe)  in  his  view 
of  this  case,  and  that  even  the  ex-Post- 
master General,  while  making  a  per- 
fectly sufficient  technical  answer,  had 
left  unstated  one  of  the  strongest  grounds 
in  favour  of  Admiral  Hobart  s  re-instate- 
ment.  He  (Mr.  M'Ooan)  happened  to 
be  at  Constantinople  when  Hobart 
Pasha  first  entered  the  Turkish  Ser- 
vice, and  well  recollected  the  circum- 
stances under  which  Hobart  Pasha 
was  appointed ;  and  he  could  testify 
that  during  that  gallant  officer's  resi- 
dence in  Constantinople,  and  his  ser- 
vice in  the  Turkish  Navy,  he  ren- 
dered not  only  good  service  to  the 
Turks,  but  excellent  service  to  this 
country  as  well.  {^Laughter,']  Gentle- 
men who  did  not  know  the  facts  might 
laugh,  but  he  spoke  of  what  he  knew  ; 
and  therefore  he  assured  the  House 
with  confidence  that  ever  since  the 
decadence  of  the  influence  of  our  Em- 
bassy at  Constantinople  the  chief  factor 
in  maintaining  in  Turkey  a  friendly 
feeling  towards  this  country  was  Hobart 
Pasha.  He  maintained,  therefore,  that 
the  influence  which  Hobart  Pasha  had 
for  many  years  exercised  for  good  be- 
tween the  two  countries  amply  justified 
his  restoration  to  rank  in  Her  Majesty's 
Service.     If  objection  were  taken  to  the 
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re-instatement  because  of  the  salary  it 
entailed  he  need  hardly  remind  the 
House  that  Admiral  Slade,  whose  case 
was  one  of  those  referred  to,  drew  pay 
as  a  retired  officer  in  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  during  the  whole  time  he  was 
in  the  Turkish  Service.  But  he  (Mr. 
M'Coan)  felt  strongly  that  the  chief 
ground  on  which  this  re-instatement 
could  be  justified  was  the  service  Ad- 
miral Hobart  had  rendered  to  this  ooan- 
try  as  a  ^tM(«i-Diplomatio  Agent.  He 
had  kept  up  in  Turkey  a  kindly  feeling 
towards  England  which,  but  for  him, 
would  long  ago  have  died  out.  He  was, 
in  fact,  the  one  link  which  kept  alive 
the  old  friendship  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, and  that  fact  alone  was  sufficient 
to  justify  the  action  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  no  one 
could  feel  a  stronger  detestation  of  the 
Turks  than  he  did.  He  should  like  to 
see  them  cleared  out  of  Europe.  No 
one  felt  more  strongly  than  he  did  that 
there  were  far  too  many  Admirals  on 
half-pay ;  but,  stiU,  he  thought  the 
House  must  look  at  the  question  as  one 
of  pure  justice.  On  the  grounds  of 
justice,  he  really  believed  Hobart  Pasha 
ought  to  be  re-instated.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bryce)  said  the  Liberals  would 
have  made  a  great  noise  if  this  re- 
instatement had  taken  place  under  a 
Tory  Government.  Well,  but  Hobart 
Pasha  was  re-instated  in  1874  under  a 
Tory  Government ;  and  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  was  not  aware  that  the  Liberals 
made  any  noise  on  the  subject.  [*'  It 
was  a  different  case.'*]  It  was  a  pre- 
cisely similar  case.  He  did  not  think 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bryce)  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  near  him  quite 
understood  the  case.  They  seemed  to 
think  that  Hobart  Pasha  hopped  into 
the  Turkish  Service  whenever  war  was 
to  take  place,  and  hopped  back  again 
whenever  war  was  over.  That  was  not 
the  case.  Hobart  Pasha  was  a  Com- 
mander in  the  English  Navy,  and  he 
took  service  with  the  Turks.  Turkey 
was  not  then  at  war ;  but  Hobart  Pasha 
was  superseded  because  he  had  not 
asked  the  permission  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  to  do  what  he  did.  A  few 
years  afterwards— in  1874— he  did  ask 
permission  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vern- 
ment,  and  he  was  re-instated  in  the 
English    Service.      War  broke  out  in 
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1S77  bet\r6en  Raesia  and  Turkey. 
Hobart  Pasha,  with  the  consent  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qt)verninent,  was  then  in  com- 
mand of  the  Turkish  Fleet.  What  could 
he  do?  Gould  he,  as  an  honourable 
man,  say — '*  I  have  accepted  your  pay; 
with  the  permission  of  the  English  Go- 
vernment I  have  accepted  service  with 
you  during  the  time  of  peace,  and  now 
when  you  are  going  to  war  I  will  retire 
and  not  fight  ? ''  He  could  not  honour- 
ably do  that,  but  was  boimd  to  stand 
to  his  guns.  He  remained  in  command 
of  the  Turkish  Fleet,  and  naturally  he 
was  again  superseded  because  the  Fo- 
reign Enlistment  Act  existed.  That  Act 
had  not  always  been  put  into  operation. 
A  great  many  officers,  at  divers  times, 
had  taken  service  with  Foreign  Govern- 
ments without  let  or  hindrance  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Hobart  Pasha 
was,  however,  superseded.  War  came  to 
a  close ;  but,  as  he  understood,  Hobart 
Pasha  did  not  come  to  this  country  until 
a  few  months  ago.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  said  there  were 
poUtical  reasons  why  Hobart  Pasha 
should  be  re-instated — that  he  would  be 
very  useful  to  us.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
declined  to  go  into  the  political  con- 
siderations, because  he  regarded  the  re- 
instatement as  a  mere  act  of  justice  to 
Hobart  Pasha  himself.  He  thought  that 
as  Hobart  Pasha  had  accepted  service 
with  the  Turks  with  the  consent  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  that  as  he  was 
in  the  Turkish  Service  when  the  war 
took  place  with  Bussia  and  he  was 
obliged  as  an  honourable  man  to  remain 
in  the  Service  ;  that  as  he  had  only  been 
superseded  on  account  of  that  war,  it 
was  only  reasonable  he  should  be  re- 
instated in  Her  Majesty's  Service  when 
the  war  came  to  an  end.  Some  hon. 
Members  seemed  astonished  that  Hobart 
Pasha  was  entitled  to  half-pay.  They 
seemed  to  forget  that  a  Commander  in 
the  Navy  had  a  right  to  go  on  the  Eetired 
list,  and  that  if  he  exercised  his  right 
he  received  half-pay ;  that  when  he  came 
to  the  top  of  the  list  of  Commanders  he 
became  a  retired  Captain ;  and  that  when 
he  became  to  the  top  of  the  list  of  Cap- 
tains he  became  a  retired  Admiral.  A 
retired  Admiral's  services  were  never 
called  upon.  Hobart  Pasha  would  never 
be  called  upon  by  Her  Majesty ^s  Go- 
vernment; hie  services  could  not  be 
asked.    [^  Untghr\    His    hon.   Friend 


(Mr.  Bryce)  laughed ;  but,  nevertheless, 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  maintained  that  it 
was  impossible  to  call  upon  the  services 
of  a  retired  Admiral,  because  when  a 
naval  officer  went  on  half-pay  he  gave 
up  all  right  and  possibility  of  being  em- 
ployed in  the  Navy.  The  system  might 
be  a  bad  one,  but  there  it  was.  They 
would  be  acting  with  exceptional  strin- 
gency towards  Hobart  Pasha  if  they  re- 
fused to  do  to  him  what  had  been  done 
to  other  Naval  Commanders.  One  Ad- 
miral more  was  one  Admiral  too  many ; 
but  it  was  the  system  itself  which  was 
at  fault,  and  they  had  no  right  to  make 
a  scapegoat  of  Hobart  Pasha. 

Sir  EGBERT  PEEL  said,  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friends  had  raised  a  false  issue 
in  this  matter,  because  it  was  really  not 
a  question  whether  Hobart  Pasha  had 
been  serviceable  to  this  country  as  a 
^tM«i-diplomatist,  or  whether  it  was  a 
question  of  justice  to  Hobart  Pasha  be- 
cause he  had  been  serving  in  Turkey. 
The  question  at  issue  was  one  of  prin- 
ciple, and,  as  regarded  the  precedents 
of  the  case,  there  could  not  be  a  shadow 
of  a  doubt  that  the  late  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral (Mr.  Shaw  Lefovre)  was  entirely 
wrong  in  all  of  the  four  cases  which  he  had 
laid  before  the  House,  in  order  to  induce 
it  to  support  this  Vote  to  the  Turkish 
Pasha,  Hobart  Pasha.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  the  case  of  Slade,  of 
Napier,  of  Walker,  and  of  Sartorius. 
Now,  when  Walker  and  Slade  com- 
manded in  Turkey  they  did  so  with  the 
consent  of  the  British  Government,  and 
when  they  withdrew- from  the  Turkish 
Service  they,  of  course,  were  restored 
to  the  position  that  they  held  before. 
But  the  cases  of  Sartorius  and  Napier 
were  very  remarkable,  and  had  no  simi- 
larity to  that  of  Hobart  Pasha.  Sarto- 
rius took  the  command  of  the  Portu- 
guese Fleet,  his  name  was  taken  off  the 
British  Navy  List,  and  it  remained  off 
that  Lirtt  for  several  years.  Napier  was 
in  command  of  a  vessel  cruising  off  the 
coast  of  Portugal,  and  Don  Pedro  re- 
quested him  take  the  command  of  the 
Portuguese  Fleet.  Napier  left  his  com- 
mand in  the  British  Navy  and  took 
the  command  oft  he  Portuguese  Fleet. 
He  defeated  the  adversaries  of  Don 
Pedro,  and  Don  Pedro  made  him  an  Ad- 
miral. The  British  Government  dis- 
missed him  from  the  Navy,  and  his  name 
was  erased  from  the  list  of  officers. 
When  Napier  found  he  could  not  get  ou 
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with  the  Portugnese  Government  and 
gave  up  the  command,  be  cai!ne  back  on 
the  British  Navy  List,  not,  however,  as 
Admiral,  but  as  Commander.  He  served 
afterwards  with  great  distinction  on  the 
Coast  of  Syria  under  Admiral  Stop- 
ford.  He  (Sir  Eobert  Peel)  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  that  there 
never  was  a  lamer  case  than  that  made 
out  by  the  late  Postmaster  G-eneral  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  Hobart  Pasha  had 
been  re-instated  on  grounds  of  Imperial 
policy.  Why,  the  debate  was  adjourned 
the  other  night  in  order  that  the  House 
might  be  informed  what  the  Imperial 
policy  was  which  would  justify  such  an 
exception  being  made  as  had  been  made 
in  the  case  of  Hobart  Pasha.  He  (Sir 
Eobert  Peel)  maintained  that  there  was 
no  proceeding  in  the  history  of  the  Bri- 
tish Navy  to  compare  with  the  re- 
instatement of  Admiral  Hobart  Pasha ; 
and  the  other  night  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
justified  the  re-instatement  by  a  state- 
ment which  he  was  sure  everyone  in  the 
House  must  have  heard  with  surprise. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said 
the  other  night  — 

"  Hobart  Pasha,  having  left  the  Turkish 
Serrice,  has,  therefore,  been  restored  by  the 
influence  of  Earl  Granville  and  of  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook." 

Well,  now,  had  Hobart  Pasha  left  the 
Turkish  Service  ?  If  he  had  not  left  the 
Turkish  Service,  the  contention  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
clearly  fell  to  the  ground.  Hobart  Pasha 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  receipts  he 
got  from  the  Turkish  Government  were 
infinitely  greater  than  those  he  would 
get  as  a  retired  Admiral  of  the  British 
Navy.  He  (Sir  Eobert  Peel)  feared 
that  the  position  of  the  First  Lord,  that 
Hobart  had  been  restored  to  the  Navy 
List  because  he  had  ceased  to  be  in  the 
Service  of  the  Turkish  Government,  was 
wholly  untenable.  Now,  after  all,  what 
were  the  seryioes  of  Hobart  Pasha  ?  He 
did  not  wish  to  depreciate  that  gallant 
officer's  services  to  the  Turkish  Empire ; 
bat  in  this  country,  as  he  (Sir  Eobert 
Peel)  informed  the  House  the  other 
night,  Hobart  Pasha  never  rose  to  a 
higher  position  than  that  of  Commander. 
He  was  a  Commander  22  years  ago,  as 
had  been  stated  by  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.     He  held  the  command  for  two 
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years  of  the  Foxhound ;  that  wai  the  only 
service  that  this  Admiral,  who  was  now 
put  on  the  Navy  List,  could  look  back 
to ;  that  was  what  had  been  called  by 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  his  very  dis- 
tinguished service.  He  (Sir  Eobert 
Peel)  maintained  that  if  Hobart  Paeha 
was  to  be  put  on  the  Eetired  List,  there 
was  a  Eegulation  in  the  Navy  which 
must  be  altered.  A  gallant  Admiral,  a 
man  of  no  politics,  had  pointed  out  to 
him  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  back  Hobart  Pasha 
unless  they  altered  one  of  the  Eegola- 
tions  of  the  Service.  Now,  according  to 
the  Table  of  Eegulations  published  in 
the  Navy  List  this  month,  all  officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Navy  claiming  half-pay 
and  retired  pay  were  required  to  make 
this  declaration — 

"  I  do  solemnly  and  sincerely  declare  that  I 
am  entitled  to  half -pay  at  the  rate  of  so  and  so, 
and  that  I  hare  not  accepted  any  employment 
under  any  other  Gk>yemmmit  except  undw  the 
authority  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the 
Admiralty." 

He  therefore  maintained  that  they  must 
alter  the  fundamental  arrangements  of 
their  Navy  List,  if  they  were  to  give  a 
pension  to  Hobart  Pasha  in  the  manner 
suggested.  He  had  no  feeling,  God 
knew,  against  Hobart  Pasha  on  this 
point.  He  merely  raised  the  question 
as  a  matter  of  principle.  He  contended 
that  they  could  not  give  to  this  Turkish 
Admiral,  Hobart  Pasha,  a  position  on 
their  Navy  List,  which  there  was  no 
precedent  whatever  to  j  ustify .  Th e  four 
cases  which  had  been  quoted  by  the  late 
Postmaster  General — namely,  those  of 
Admiral  Slade,  Admiral  Sartorius,  Ad- 
miral Napier,  and  Admiral  Walker, 
bore  in  no  way  upon  the  case  in  point ; 
and  he  (Sir  Eobert  Peel)  earnestly  hoped 
the  House  would  not  make  this  gprant  of 
money,  which  could  not  be  justified 
either  as  a  matter  of  policy,  but  which 
was  certainly  contrary  to  the  Eeglda- 
tions  of  Her  Majesty's  Service. 

Mr.  ETLANDS  said,  he  was  rather 
surprised  to  hear  so  remarkable  a  speech 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  as 
the  one  he  had  just  delivered.  His  hon. 
Friend  did  not  usually  disport  himself 
as  an  advocate  of  pensions  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  community,  and  therefore 
it  was  a  little  astonishing  he  should  do 
so  on  the  present  occasion.  He  (Mr. 
Eylands)  considered  that  the  charge  on 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


561  Stipph/ — 

the  Naval  Vote  for  retired  pay  was  a 
charge  which  all  must  deplore.  It  was 
inGreasing  from  year  to  year,  and  on 
many  occasions  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
pointed  out  that  its  extent  was  becoming 
a  positive  danger  to  the  State.  He  felt 
veiy  strongly  that  if  any  officer  was 
tempted  by  the  oflPer  of  very  large  re- 
muneration to  go  into  some  foreign  ser- 
vice the  public  should  be  relieved,  by 
that  very  fact,  from  a  charge  for  pen- 
sion in  respect  of  that  officer.  But  if 
that  could  not  be  accepted  as  a  rule,  it 
was  clear  that  if  a  man  went  into  foreign 
service  contrary  to  the  Law  of  Neutrality 
and  contrary  to  the  directions  of  the 
Admiralty,  he  forfeited  any  right  to 
pension.  It  was  said  that  Hobart  Pasha 
was  no  longer  in  the  Turkish  Service. 
He  would  like  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  to  go  to  his  constituents  and  see 
what  they  would  say  when  he  told  them 
the  story  ;  that  here  was  a  man  who  was 
formerly  a  Commander  in  the  British 
Navy ;  that  he  went  into  a  Foreign  Ser- 
vice tempted  by  a  large  salary,  but  con- 
trary to  the  Regulations  of  the  Navy, 
and  without  the  permission  of  the  Ad- 
miralty ;  that  he  was  struck  off  the  Navy 
List ;  ^at  after  some  years, during  which 
he  had  enjoyed  high  rank  and  pay,  he 
was  by  some  means  or  other  allowed  to 
come  again  on  the  Navy  List  of  this 
country ;  that  again  he  entered  the  Ser- 
vice of  a  Foreign  Power  and  was  struck 
off  the  Navy  last ;  that  he  remained  in 
that  Foreign  Service  up  to  the  present 
time,  receiving,  no  doubt,  very  consider- 
able remuneration,  and  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment— the  Government  of  economy 
— put  this  Hobart  Pasha  as  a  permanent 
chaise  on  the  country  to  the  extent  of 
£365  a-year.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  rose  in  his 
place  and  asserted  that  the  re-instate- 
ment  of  Hobart  Pasha  was  simply  an 
act  of  justice.  Justice  to  whom  ?  Jus- 
tice to  the  people  of  this  country,  who 
were  to  be  taxed  to  the  extent  of  this 
pension  without  any  service  having  been 
rendered  to  justify  it  ?  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  late  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  told  the  House  a 
mysterious  story  about  certain  public 
interests  which  were  involved,  and  cer- 
tain great  services  which  might  be  ren- 
dered by  Hobart  Pasha.  What  were 
those  services  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  say.     Was  it  to  give  them 
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the  information  he  had  obtained  while 
in  the  service  of  the  Turks  ?  Was  he  to 
be  a  spy  at  a  salary  of  £365  a-year  ? 
What  was  Hobart  Pasha  to  be  ?  If  the 
Government  got  rid  of  the  pension,  but 
came  down  to  the  House  and  said — 
*  *■  Here  is  this  gentleman,  Hobart  Pasha, 
he  can  do  great  service  to  the  country, 
and  it  is  worth  our  while  to  pay  him 
£365  a-year  in  return  for  that  service," 
the  House  would  be  quite  prepared  to 
consider  such  a  proposition.  Bight  hon. 
Gentlemen  ought  not  to  come  to  the 
House,  and,  in  order  to  justify  a  pension 
which  this  gallant  officer  had  no  right 
to,  to  trump  up  a  story  about  certain 
duties  of  a  public  character  they  ex- 
pected him  to  perform,  but  which  duties 
were  such  that  they  could  not  be  ex- 
plained. He  looked  upon  this  trans- 
action with  the  greatest  possible  dislike 
and  disgust,  and  he  should  -be  glad  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  recording  his 
vote  against  it. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  he 
thought  that  the  point  last  touched 
upon  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  deserved 
more  emphasis  than  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  g^von  it.  The  other  points  had 
been  put  before  the  House  with  clear- 
ness and  effect.  The  case  presented  by 
the  late  Government  rested  entirely  upon 
the  one  point  that  Hobart  Pasha,  owing 
to  his  official  connection  with  the  Turkish 
Navy  and  Government,  might,  under 
certain  contingencies,  have  been  ser- 
viceable to  this  country.  That  was  a 
most  sinister  suggestion  to  put  before 
the  Rouse  of  Common  s.  Anything  more 
mean  or  contemptible  he  could  scarcely 
imagine.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wick- 
low  (Mr.  M*Coan)  pleaded  the  case  of 
this  Admiral,  because  there  had  been 
for  years  strained  relations  between 
Turkey  and  this  country,  and  Hobart 
Pasha  was  really  the  only  medium  by 
which  the  two  countries  were  kept  away 
from  each  other*s  throats.  They  were 
not  told  by  the  late  Postmaster  General 
that  on  his  merits  Hobart  Pasha  would 
have  been  entitled  to  a  pension.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  venture  to 
suggest  that  Hobart  Pasha,  on  account 
of  having  been  a  British  Commander, 
was  entitled  to  come  back  to  his  former 
position  and  enjoy  a  pension ;  but  the 
matter  was  put  entirely  on  the  special 
ground  that  they  were  approaching  a 
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and  it  was  possible  that  Hobart  Pasha, 
supposing  that  they  had  a  pecuniary 
hold  upon  him,  might  render  some  ser- 
vice to  this  country.  What  serrice 
could  he  have  rendered  to  his  country, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
make  a  reference  to  the  time  when  they 
maintained  their  neutrality?  When 
Turkey  was  going  to  war  with  Kussia 
they  were  obliged  to  detach  Hobart 
Pasha  lest  they  should  have  been  impli- 
cated in  their  official  relationship  with 
the  belligerents.  But  although  Hobart 
Pasha  was  re-instated  in  the  British 
Navy  he  remained  in  the  Turkish  Ser- 
vice. Surely  Turkey  was  concerned  in 
her  neutrality,  and  for  us  to  put  her  in 
the  position  that  her  neutrality  was  in 
danger  was  anything  but  worthy  of  us. 
From  first  to  last  it  appeared  to  him 
that  this  proceeding  savoured  very  much 
of  chicanery.  He  felt  more  strongly 
on  this  matter,  because  this  unjustifiable 
act  had  been  done  by  men  with  whom 
he  had  a  political  connection.  He  could 
only  wish  the  matter  remained  where  it 
first  stood,  or  that  the  responsibility 
rested  elsewhere  than  on  the  shoulders 
of  the  late  Government.  He  should 
have  great  pleasure  in  voting  against 
the  girant. 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGEETON  said,  he  in- 
tended to  vote  for  this  pension,  and  would 
like  to  give  his  reasons.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  whole  question  turned  upon 
the  importance  to  this  country  of  there 
being  a  British  ofiicer  concerned  in  the 
Navy  of  Turkey.  He  must  confess  he 
did  not  see  the  slightest  meanness  in 
keeping  up  a  connection  with  the  Em- 
pire of  the  Porte.  It  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  from  a  political  point  of 
view,  and  also  from  a  naval  point  of 
view,  that  they  should  have,  he  would 
not  say  the  control,  but  certainly  some- 
thing to  do,  at  any  rate,  with  the  Navy 
of  Turkey.  It  was  well  they  should 
have  an  officer  whom  they  could  trust 
well  acquainted  with  all  the  details  of 
the  Turkish  Navy  ;  and  on  that  ground 
alone  he  intended  to  support  the  re-in- 
statement  of  Hobart  Pasha  upon  the 
Navy  List  of  this  country.  "With  re- 
spect to  the  pecuniary  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  thought  he  would  be  supported 
by  the  hon.  Members  who  had  been  and 
were  connected  with  the  Admiralty, 
when  he  said  that  Hobart  Pasha's  claim 
to  retired  pay  could  not  be  for  a  moment 
questioned.     When  Hobart  Pasha  was 
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re-instated  he  was  without  doubt  entitled 
to  the  pay  of  his  retired  rank.  He  (Mr. 
A.  Egerton)  thought  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
and  the  Government  would  do  wisely  to 
support  the  decision  which  had  been 
come  to  after  grave  consideration  by  the 
late  Government. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  if  Hobart 
Pasha  signed  the  declaration  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
mentioned  as  being  required  in  such 
cases  ? 

Mr.  cropper  inquired  if  it  was 
true  that  Hobart  Pasha  was  still  drawing 
his  pay  from  the  Turkish  Government  ? 
It  seemed  to  him  rather  too  much  that  a 
Turkish  Admiral  should  expect  to  be  at 
the  same  time  an  English  Admiral,  so 
that  if  Turkey  became  bankrupt  and 
was  unable  to  provide  him  with  half-pay 
he  could  fall  back  on  4Jie  revenue  of  the 
English  Navy. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton)  said, 
he  had  exhausted  his  right  to  speak ;  but 
perhaps  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
answer  a  question  which  had  been  put 
to  him.  Hobart  Pasha  was  re-instated 
in  1874,  and  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
understood  that  the  Admiralty  then  con- 
sented to  the  gallant  officer  serving  in 
the  Turkish  Navy.  He  regretted  that 
when  speaking  on  this  subject  the  other 
day  he  stated  that  he  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  Hobart  Pasha  had  left  the 
Turkish  Service.  He  was  in  error.  Ho- 
bart  Pasha  was  still  in  the  Turkish  Ser- 
vice. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Did  he  sign  the 
declaration  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD:  No^  it  is  not 
necessary. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  107;  Noes 
55  :  Majority  52.— (Div.  List,  No.  222.) 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  before  the 
next  Question  was  put  from  the  Chair, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  was  not  correct, 
as  he  had  stated,  that  the  declaration  he 
had  read  to  the  House  was  required 
from  an  officer  before  receiving  half-pay  ? 
With  all  respect  to  Mr.  Speaker  he  sub- 
mitted that  he  was  entitled  to  ask  that 
question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  is, 
^^That  this  House  do  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 
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Sir  EGBERT  PEEL:  Before  you 
pnt  that  Question  I  submit  that  I  am 
entitled  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
the  following  declaration  is  not  required 
to  be  made  by  a  naval  officer  before  re- 
ceiving half-pay — 

"I do  solemnly  and  sincerely  de- 
clare that  I  am  entitled  to  half-pay  at  the  rate 

of and  that  I  hare  not  accepted  any 

employment  under  any  other  Government  ex- 
cept under  the  authority  of  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Admiralty." 

The  first  LGRD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY: I  thought  I  had  answered  that 
question  already ;  but  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  not  satisfied,  and  will  place  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper,  I  will  answer  it 
again.  In  1874  Hobart  Pasha  was  in 
the  service  of  the  Turkish  Government, 
and  he  was  afterwards  re-instated.  I 
presume  that  the  Lords  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  not  have  re-instated  him  if 
they  had  not  approved  of  his  being  in 
the  service  of  the  Turkish  Government. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  House  do  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution.'' 

Me.  CAU8T0N  said,  as  the  right 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Huntingdon 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  been  requested  to 
put  a  Notice  of  his  Question  on  the 
Paper  it  might  be  desirable  to  adjourn 
the  debate. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  asked  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Colchester  had  not 
exhausted  his  right  to  speak  on  this 
question  ? 

Mb.  OAUSTON  said,  he  would  give 
hon.  Members  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  views  on  that  subject  by 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." —  ' 
{Mr.  Causton.) 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Mai^nebs)  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Colchester  had 
made  his  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  under  a  misconception.  His 
noble  Friend  had  answered  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  most  dis- 
tinctly. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  as  since  1877  Hobart 
Pasha  had  been  acting  in  breach  of  the 
Foreign  Enlistment  Act,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  the  Government  should  not 


The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach):  Sir, 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  Colchester 
will  not  press  his  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  The  House  has  al- 
ready expressed  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  question;  and  I  am 
sure  my  noble  Friend  will  do  his  best  to 
satisfy  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to-morrow 
after  further  inquiry. 

Mb.  CAUSTON  said,  he  should  be 
happy  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  At  the 
same  time,  he  asked  what  other  oppor- 
tunity there  would  be  of  protesting 
against  the  Yote  ? 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  should 
like  to  hear  some  explanation  of  the 
statement  that  Hobart  Pasha  had  played 
the  part  of  a  blockade  runner. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  184.] 

(The  Lord  Advocate f  Secretary  Sir  William 

Eareourt,  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  in  giving 
his  reasons  for  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  which  seemed  to  have 
been  abandoned  by  its  parents,  he  should 
not  detain  the  House  at  length,  yet  he 
hoped  that  on  the  next  stage  of  proce- 
dure hon.  Members  would  be  able  to 
have  some  discussion  upon  the  subject 
of  the  Bill.  He  wished  to  make  one  or 
two  remarks  in  reply  to  some  of  his  hon. 
Friends  who  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Bill  was  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  case 
of  the  Crofters  in  the  Western  Islands. 
He  did  not  look  upon  it  as  conceding  all 
that  was  wanted,  but  as  one  which  gave 
a  large  measure  of  concession.  It  pro- 
posed to  confer  upon  the  tenants  fixity 
of  tenure.  That,  he  said,  was  a  great 
advantage.  If;  also  proposed  to  confer 
on  the  tenants  fair  rents ;  and  that,  he 
thought,  must  be  regarded  as  a  great 
relief  to  farmers,  who  had  long  struggled 
under  a  burden  which  they  were  no 
longer  able  to  bear.  The  next  provision 
of  the  Bill  related  to  compensation. 
When  the  late  Lord  Advota-te  introduced 
the  Bill  ho  had  objected  to  this  provi- 
sion, and  said  that  freedom  of  sale  would 
be  much  more  agreeable  to  thefarnaers; 
and  at  the  same  time  he  remarked  that 
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the  point  could  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  rose  to  Order. 
The  hon.  Member  was  moving  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  on  which  his  name  did 
not  appear. 

Mr.  speaker  :  When  a  Bill  is  an 
Order  of  the  Day  the  Bill  becomes  the 
property  of  the  House,  and  it  is  com- 
petent for  any  hon.  Member  to  move  its 
further  stage. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  was 
about  to  observe,  when  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  interrupted  him,  that  the  late 
Government  had,  in  his  opinion,  made 
a  mistake  in  omitting  free  sale  from  the 
Bill.  He  had  expressed  the  opinion  be- 
fore, and  he  still  thought  that  it  would 
be  a  great  advantage  both  to  landlords 
and  tenants  that  that  provision  should  be 
substituted  for  compensation.  But  that, 
as  he  had  said,  was  a  detail  which  might 
be  amended  when  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  he  did  not  think  it 
should  be  recorded  as  an  objection  to 
the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time.  Then 
it  was  objected  by  the  friends  of  the 
Crofters  that  there  was  not  provision 
made  in  the  Bill  for  giving  them  more 
land.  He  admitted  that  that  was  a  de- 
fect in  the  Bill,  but  he  did  not  see  how 
it  was  possible  to  ptovide  in  the  Bill  any 
machinery  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
Crofters  the  land  required  ;  neither  had 
the  friends  of  the  Crofters  who  so  strongly 
recommended  the  giving  of  land  to  them 
indicated  any  machinery  by  which  that 
might  be  done.  For  his  own  part,  he 
looked  forward  to  the  establishment  of 
municipal  government  as  likely  to  pro- 
vide the  means  of  constituting  a  respon- 
sible body  with  some  powers  in  the 
matter.  But  at  present  no  body  existed 
to  which  control  could  be  given  with  ad- 
vantage, or  which  could  undertake  the 
responsibility.  Finally,  he  repeated 
that  if  the  Bill  did  not  give  all  that  the 
Crofters  desired  it  gave  a  great  deal; 
and  if  it  passed  through  Parliament, 
as  he  hoped  it  would,  with  a  provi- 
sion contained  in  it  for  securing  fair 
rents  and  a  reduction  of  excessive 
rents,  he  believed  that  in  most  cases  it 
would  give  satisfaction.  He  therefore 
begged  to  move  the  second  readinc:  of 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  J.  IF.  Barclay.) 

Mr  J,  W.Barclay 


Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  it  was  a 
remarkable  thing  that  a  few  days  ago 
they  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  announcing  that  the  Bill 
contained  contentious  matter,  and  to-day 
they  found  the  Bill  amongst  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  marked  as  a  Government  mea- 
sure. Tt  was  very  peculiar  also  that  the 
Members  of  the  late  Government  were 
not  in  their  places.  Neither  the  Leaders 
of  the  late  Government  nor  the  present 
Government  were  prepared  to  support 
the  Bill,  and  therefore  he  would  ask  in 
what  position  it  stood  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay)  said 
truly  that  the  Bill  contained  valuable 
principles ;  but  those  principles  required 
something  to  which  they  might  be  ap- 
plied, and  ho  believed  that  the  Bill  as 
it  stood  would  be  no  cure  for  the  disease. 
It  was  of  no  use  giving  people  fixity  of 
tenure  in  land  that  was  insufficient  to 
provide  them  with  the  means  of  living. 
The  great  disease  in  those  parts  of  Scot- 
land was  insufficiency  of  land.  To  say, 
here  was  a  holding  absolutely  insufficient 
to  maintain  them,  and  that  they  should 
have  fixity  of  tenure  of  it  was  a  thing  of 
no  value  ;  and  he  maintained  that  unless 
the  Bill  contained  a  provision  for  the  ex- 
tension of  land,  and,  what  was  more  im- 
portant than  that,  for  the  extension  of 
pasture  land,  the  Bill  would  do  no  good. 
There  were  some  people  who,  having 
sufficient  land,  were  desirous  of  having 
fixity  of  tenure  in  it  at  a  fair  rent ;  and 
those  people,  who  were  best  ofi^,  would 
derive  very  great  advantage  from  the 
measure,  while  most  of  those  who 
were  crowded  and  suffocated  in  wretched 
localities  would  derive  no  advantage 
from  it  whatever.  Notwithstanding 
that,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  chose 
to  pass  the  Bill,  and  if  it  only  did  good 
to  1  per  cent  of  the  people  concerned,  it 
would  meet  with  no  opposition  from  him. 
But  he  told  Her  Majesty's  Government 
at  once  that  it  would  be  no  settlement  of 
the  question,  and  they  must  be  prepared  to 
have  it  again  raised  next  year.  Whether 
they  would  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  view 
of  that  prospect  it  was  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  decide.  He  intended 
neither  to  oppose  nor  support  the  Bill. 
He  said  it  would  not  solve  one-tenth 
part  of  the  problem.  AVould  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  support  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading,  or  would  they 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate? 
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He  was  very  curious  to  know  what  line 
thej  would  take  on  the  subject.  In  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  better,  fairer,  and 
more  straightforward  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  throw  the  Bill  overboard  at 
once,  or  to  say  they  would  deal  with  it 
as  a  Government  measure.  They  had 
reached  the  middle  of  July,  and  there 
was  little  or  no  chance  of  the  Bill  being 
passed.  He  had  said  when  the  ques- 
tion was  raised  last  Tuesday  week  that 
if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  grant  the  second  reading  and 
carrying  of  a  Bill  to  suspend  evictions, 
it  would  be  far  more  popular  in  Scot- 
land than  the  Bill  then  before  the  House. 
Pinally,  he  believed  that  if  they  passed 
the  Bill  with  all  its  statutory  provisions, 
which  would  be  rigidly  adhered  to  when 
it  became  law,  without  providing  for  the 
extension  of  land,  the  measure  would  be 
worth  absolutely  nothing. 

De.  CAMERON  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  bis  hon.  Friend  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  damn  the  Bill  with  such 
very  fcdnt  praise.  He  had  never  con- 
sidered it  a  final  measure,  or  one 
that  would  work  everything  that  was 
claimed  for  it ;  but  he  had  always 
looked  upon  it  as  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  that  so  far  as  it  went  it 
ought  to  be  accepted.  He  believed  in 
the  maxim  which  taught  people,  when 
they  could  not  obtain  all  they  wanted, 
to  take  as  much  of  what  they  wanted  as 
they  could  get.  They  knew  the  great 
stress  which  had  been  laid  upon  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) having  said  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  it  should  pass  for  the 
peace  of  the  country  was  to  be  preserved! 
He  reg^retted  that  some  leading  Member 
of  the  late  Government  was  not  present 
to  assist  in  getting  the  Bill  read  a  second 
time.  His  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken  said  '^ suspend  evictions;"  but 
even  that  was  a  detail  the  settlement  of 
which  in  Committee  might  be  arrived 
at.  The  Government  had  told  them 
that  they  could  not  proceed  with  such 
an  important  measure  without  due  deli- 
beration. It  was  only  that  night  that 
they  had  had  the  matter  pressed  upon 
them,  and  they  had  been  told  that  the 
proper  course  was  to  adjourn  the  debate. 
But  he  would  point  out  that  the  moving 
of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  did  not 
put  them  in  any  worse  position;  they 
^a4  command  of  the  Bill ;  they  would 


have  command  of  it  when  it  left  the 
House ;  and  hon.  Members,  as  was  con- 
stantly done,  could  take  the  discussion 
on  going  into  Committee  quite  as  well 
as  on  the  second  reading.  There  was 
one  advantage  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  evening — namely,  that  they 
would  know  who  wanted  the  Bill  and 
who  did  not ;  those  who  would  vote  for 
it  and  those  who  would  vote  against  it. 
Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  be  led  into  adopt- 
ing the  dangerous  precedent  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  who  wished  them  to  record 
their  approval  of  the  principles  of  the 
measure  after  a  very  short  debate.  He 
(Mr.  Paget)  wished  to  protest  against 
that  being  done.  The  course  had  been 
occasionally  adopted  with  reference  to 
measures  of  light  importance,  but  the 
House  had  now  before  it  a  Bill  of  con- 
siderable importance ;  and  at  that  hour 
of  the  morning,  and  after  such  a  debate 
as  they  had  had,  it  was  surely  not  proper 
to  thrust  the  Bill  hastily  upon  the 
House.  He  maintained  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  hon.  Members  to  arrive,  at 
that  Sitting,  at  any  agreement  on  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  it  better  at  once  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  R.  H.  Paget.) 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention at  that  hour  of  the  morning 
(2  A.M.)  of  unduly  occupying  the  time 
of  the  House;  but  he  would  like  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  [**0h,  oh!"] 
Well,  he  did  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  very  long,  and  when  he  had 
spoken  hon.  Members  would  be  able  to 
consider  what  he  had  to  say.  It  would 
be  better  to  hear  him  before  objecting. 
He  concurred  very  much  in  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfarlane) ;  and 
he  could  not  conceive  that  anyone  ac- 
quainted with  the  condition  of  the  dis- 
tricts in  which  the  distress  had  arisen, 
and  which  was  caused  by 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  Member's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Question  before  the  House  is  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  he  was  just  put- 
ting before  the  House  an  argument  i^ 
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favour  of  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. He  thought  tlie  House,  when  it 
understood  the  condition  of  the  popula- 
tion, would  agree  to  the  proposal.  He 
would  merely  state  the  fact  that  the 
whole  ground  for  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill  had  been  the  riotous  conduct 
of  the  people,  who  had  been  distinguished 
in  times  past 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  again  rose  to  Order, 
and  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Eamsay)  re- 
sumed his  seat. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach) 
said,  he  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  into  a  discussion  of  the  Bill, 
but  would  confine  himself  to  saying,  as 
he  had  said  on  Tuesday  last,  that  the 
Government  did  not  see  their  way  to 
taking  charge  of  it.  What  might  be 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  with  regard 
to  it  he  did  not  know ;  but  after  what 
they  had  heard  from  Scotch  Members, 
two  of  whom  had  declared  that  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  measure, 
he  did  not  think  there  was  anything 
like  an  unanimous  opinion  amongst 
them  in  its  favour,  or  that  anyone  in  the 
House  could  seriously  argue  that  a  ques- 
tion of  this  importance  could  be  pro- 
perly discussed  at  such  a  period  of  the 
evening.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  be  disposed  to  agree 
to  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
would  make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. It  was  admitted  that  there  was 
a  deal  to  be  said  on  both  sides  as  to 
this  Bill.  The  late  Prime  Minister  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  had  laid  before  the 
House  his  view  that  the  peace  of  the 
country  would  be  endangered  if  the 
Bill  was  rejected.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  had  said  that  he  had 
not  made  up  his  mind  what  course  he 
would  take.  He  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
would  implore  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  second  time,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  discussion  could  be  taken  on 
the  next  stage,  which  would  be  a  short 
one.  That  course  had  already  been 
taken  in  regard  to  another  very  import- 
ant Bill  before  the  House — namely,  the 
Federal  Council  of  Australasia  Bill.  He 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  had  had  a  Notice 
of  opposition  down  in  regard  to  that 
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measure ;  but  he  had  been  requested  by 
the  Government  to  withdraw  his  oppo- 
sition, on  the  ground  that,  time  being 
pressing,  it  would  be  well  to  take  the 
discussion  on  the  next  stage — that  was 
to  say,  on  going  into  Committee.  He 
thought  it  would  be  an  advantage  in 
this  case  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  the  present  stage  of 
the  Crofters  Bill  being  taken  as  a  for- 
mal stage,  the  discussion  to  be  taken  on 
going  into  Committee.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  had  said  that  two  Scotch  Mem- 
bers opposed  the  Bill.  Well,  he  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Maofar- 
lane) — ^who,  by  the  way,  was  not  a 
Scotch,  but  an  Irish  Member — ^had  seen 
fit  to  make  remarks  that  he  thought  had 
gone  too  far  in  depreciation  of  the  Bill. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  only  one  Scotch 
Member  had  declared  himself  opposed 
to  the  Bill. 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  to  remove  misappre- 
hensions, such  as  appeared  to  be  enter- 
tained by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  he 
wished  to  say  he  entirely  adhered  to 
everything  that  he  had  said  on  Tuesday 
last  as  to  the  inability  of  Her  Majeeiy's 
Government  to  take  up  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  81 ;  Noes 
47:  Majority  34.— (Div.  List,  No.  223.) 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

SUMMARY  JURISDICTION  (TERM  OF 
IMPRISONMENT)  BILL. 

(Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Secretary  Sir  WiHiam 

Sareourt.) 

[bill    180.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  on  the 
Paper  a  Notice  to  move  an  Instraotion 
to  the  Oommittee.  He  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  necessary ;  but,  subject 
to  explanation  on  that  point,  he  would 
move  it.    It  was  as  foUows : — 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  insert  an  Amendment 
directing  prisoners  who  propose  to  apply  for 
a  certiorari  to  be  admitted  to  bail  pending  the 
decision  of  the  High  Court.*' 

Within  his  own  knowledge  magistrates 
had  frequently  been  in  the  habit  of  in- 
flicting a  month's  imprisonment  upon 
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prisoners  because  there  was  no  appeal, 
and  had  done  it  in  a  regular  manner  for 
that  reason.  If  a  prisoner  sentenced  to 
a  month's  imprisonment  applied  for  a 
evriiorari  that  term  of  punishment  would 
be  over  before  the  application  could  be 
decided.  As  there  was  no  appeal  for 
a  month's  imprisonment,  he  contended 
that  in  out-of-the-way  villages  the 
magistrates  were  often  induced  to  act 
illegally :  and  he  thought  it  necessary, 
therefore,  that  prisoners  should  have 
the  power  of  applying  for  e&rtiorari.  He 
had  had  under  his  notice  within  the  past 
six  weeks  no  less  than  five  convictions 
by  magistrates,  in  each  of  which,  if  it 
had  not  been  that  the  convicted  parties 
had  not  taken  French  leave,  the  term  of 
imprisonment  would  have  expired  before 
the  cases  could  have  come  before  the 
Queen's  Bench.  The  Queen's  Bench 
had  quashed  the  convictions  ultimately; 
but  what  consolation  would  it  have  been 
to  the  defendants  if  they  had  undergone 
the  imprisonment  ?  He  begged  to  move 
the  Instruction  to  the  Oommittee  which 
he  had  put  on  the  Notice  Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  insert  an  Amendment 
directing  prisoners  who  propose  to  apply  for 
a  certiorari  to  he  admitted  to  hail  pending  Ihe 
decision  of  the  High  Court."  —  (iff.  Bealy.) 

The  under  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortlby)  said, 
that  the  proposal  to  insert  a  clause  such 
as  that  indicated  by  the  Instruction 
would  load  the  Bill,  and  tend  somewhat 
to  endanger  it.  Howeyer,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  anxious  for 
it  to  be  raised,  he  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley) 
would  not  resist  the  Instruction. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eonsid^rsd  in  Ckxamittee. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

PAKLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS    (RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS)   BILL. 
{Mr.  Aiiamey  Oemrttl,  Sir  Ckarlet  W.  IHlke.) 
[bill  99.]       COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  that  before  Mr. 
Speaker  left  the  Chair  he  desired  to 
mo?6  the  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
standing  in  his  name  on  the  Paper — 
aiunely — 


*'  That  it  1)0  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  it  have  power  to  amend  the  Corrupt  and 
Illegal  Practices  Prevention  Act,  1883,  in  re- 
spect of  the  provisions  of  the  First  Sechdule 
thereto,  as  to  the  charges  of  Returning  Offi- 
cers." 

Before  he  went  into  this  subject,  he 
wished  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross) 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Instruction  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  move 
is  not  necessary.  The  Committee  will 
be  competent  to  deal  with  that  question 
without  such  Motion. 

Sir  FARRER  HERSCHELL  said, 
that  in  the  absence  of  his  rlpfht  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour), 
who  had  a  Notice  relating  to  this  Bill 
on  the  Paper,  he  would  move  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  Motion.  It 
was  as  follows; — 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  Bill  to  the 
expenses  of  Returning  Officers  at  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  in  Scotland.'' 

It  was  obvious  that  the  Bill  should  ex- 
tend to  Scotland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 
**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Oommittee 
that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  Bill  to  the 
expenses  of  Returning  Officers  at  Parliamen- 
Uiy  Elections  in  Scotland,"  —  {Sir  Farm 
Eerschelly) 

—put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  he  and  his 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell)  had  several  Amendments 
they  desired  to  propose,  but  which  they 
were  not  now  in  a  position  to  bring  on. 
He  begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — ( ifr,  Bealy,) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

{Mr,  CampbeU-Bannermanj  Mr,  SoUeiUr  Oenerttl 

for  Ireland.) 

[bill  68.]      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 
The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
WiLLUK  Habt  Dtee)  said,  he  thought 
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that  even  at  that  hour  (2.25  am.)  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  take  the 
second  reading  stage  of  this  Bill.  Of 
course,  if  it  did,  he  should  give  due 
Notice  of  the  Oommittee  stage. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iStr  William  Hart  Dyke.) 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
would  not  oppose  the  second  reading 
though  the  hour  was  so  late — far  from 
it.  There  were  one  or  two  points  in 
connection  with  it  which  he  thought 
were  well  deserving  of  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  in  Committee.  Clause  9, 
for  instance,  which  dealt  with  re-hearing 
on  appeal,  should  receive  the  close  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary.  Amongst  several  ex- 
cellent provisions  was  that  giving  an 
appeal  to  the  Privy  Council;  but  the 
clause  relating  to  power  to  add  rent  to 
the  houses  would  require  grave  con- 
sideration. Clause  16  was  exceedingly 
good ;  but  he  would  request  the  Cmef 
Secretary  to  give  his  attention  to  it,  and 
also  to  Clause  18,  before  they  went  into 
Committee.  He  would  take  the  liberty 
of  blocking  the  Bill,  but  desired  it  to  be 
known  why  he  did  so.  It  was  not  with 
any  intention  of  delaying  the  Bill,  but 
simply  for  the  sake  of  making  sure  that 
there  was  fair  opportunity  given  for 
Amendments  to  be  put  down  and  fairly 
considered,  and  that  the  Bill  should  not 
be  taken  at  an  inconvenient  time.  He 
did  not  intend  to  press  his  block,  or  con- 
tinue it,  if  the  measure  were  brought  on 
at  a  convenient  time. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday, 

CHOLERA  HOSPITALS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Colonel  NolaHy  Mr,  Sheil,  Mr.  Biggar.) 
[bill  231.]      SECOND  BEADIXQ. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  this  was  ex- 
actly the  same  Bill  as  the  Act  of  last 
year.  Its  object  was  to  continue  the 
Act  up  to  May  next,  and  it  was  pro- 
posed on  account  of  the  danger  of  cholera 
reaching  their  shores  from  the  Conti- 
nent. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
tor  To-morrow. 

Sir  William  Hart  Dyke 


MOTIONS. 


MEDICAL  RELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 

REMOVAL  BILL. 

MOTION    FOR    LEAVE. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  :  In  obedience  to  the  pledge 
which  I  gave  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings),  I  rise,  even  at  this  late  hour  of 
the  night,  to  explain  a  Bill  which  I  am 
about  to  introduce ;  but  the  House  will 
not  be  surprised  if  I  cut  down  my  re- 
marks to  the  narrowest  limits,  and  do 
enough,  but  not  more  than  enough,  to 
redeem  the  pledge  I  gave  the  hon. 
Member.  I  will,  therefore,  simply  con- 
tent myself  with  describing  to  the  House 
the  extent  to  which  my  Bill  agrees,  and 
the  extent  to  which  it  differs  from  that 
brought  in  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ipswich.  In  the  £rst  place, 
it  agrees  with  the  Bill  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  that  it  is  a  Bill  to 
abolish  the  disqualification  of  persons 
from  voting  for  receiving  medical  relief. 
It  is  not  an  Omnibus  Bill  dealing  with 
the  general  question  of  registration.  It 
is  a  Bill  to  deal  with  a  specific  grievance, 
or,  at  any  rate,  a  specific  disqualifica- 
tion ;  and  it  will  not  include  any  of  the 
questions  which  were  pressed  upon  us 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke). 
But  while  it  does  all  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Bill  proposes  to  do,  it  does  some- 
thing more.  It  appeared  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  if  they  were  going  to  abolish 
the  disqualification  in  the  matter  of  Par- 
liamentary Elections  in  regard  to  medi- 
cal relief,  it  would  be  impossible  to  avoid 
abolishing  it  also  in  the  matter  of  other 
elections.  The  Bill,  therefore,  removes 
this  disqualification  not  merely  at  elec- 
tions for  Parliamentary  Representatives, 
but  also  at  elections  for  burgesses,  school 
board  elections,  and  the  like.  There  is 
but  one  exception  to  that  general  rule. 
We  have  not  thought  it  right  to  allow  a 
man  to  vote  in  Poor  Law  matters — for 
men  to  deal  with  the  funds  of  the 
Unions — who  receives  relief  from  the 
funds  managed  by  the  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians. And  therefore  to  the  general 
principle  of  removing  disqualification 
for  all  elections  on  account  of  this  re- 
lief w^  have  made  the  solitary  exce|^ 
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tion  that  in  the  case  of  the  election  of 
the  Body  which  had  itself  to  distribute 
the  funds  for  Poor  Law  purposes  tbo 
disqualification  shall  still  exist.  Then, 
Sir,  the  only  other  clause  which  we  have 
added  to  the  provision  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings)  is  the  clause  to  make  the  Bill 
retrospective.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Bill  were  carried  in  the  form  he  pro- 
poses, it  would  only  apply  after  its  pas- 
sage. The  injustice  of  that  is  manifest 
to  the  House,  and  we  have  therefore 
made  our  Bill  retrospective  for  the  past 
year.  No  man  will  be  disqualified  at 
the  next  General  Election  on  account  of 
medical  relief  received  since  last  July. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  reminds  me  of  an  omis- 
sion in  my  statement.  There  is  an- 
other great  distinction  between  our  Bill 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's.  The 
hon.  Gentleman's  Bill  was  only  for  one 
year.  It  appeared  to  us  that  if  it  be 
just  at  all — a  question  I  shall  argue  on 
the  second  reading — to  remove  tlus  dis- 
qualification, it  is  absurd  not  to  remove 
it  permanently.  It  must  be  obvious  to 
everybody  that  if  this  House  gives  the 
power  to  vote,  it  will  never  be  able  to 
take  it  away.  And  if  you  are  never 
able  to  take  it  away,  why  not  at  once 
make  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  perma- 
nent ?  These  are  the  principles  on  which 
we  have  drawn  our  Bill,  and  we  trust 
they  will  prove  satisfactory  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
prevent  Medical  Relief  disqualirying  a  person 
from  voting." — {Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,) 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  just  stated  with  respect  to 
the  permanent  character  of  the  removal 
of  the  disqualification.  Of  course,  it 
had  always  been  contemplated  that  the 
relief  should  be  permanent ;  but  seeing 
that  a  clause  to  that  effect  was  nega- 
tived by  this  Parliament,  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  were  afraid  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  having  such  a  provision,  lest  it 
should  be  ruled  out  of  Order.  He 
thought  that  the  exception  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  mentioned  was 
somewhat  illogical.  A  man  in  receipt 
of  medical  relief  was  not  to  have  the 
power  of  voting  in  the  election  of  those 
who  administered  the  relief.     The  right 

VOL.  OOXCIX.    [thikd  sEKres.] 


hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  forget  alto- 
gether that  there  were  many  cases  in 
which  men  had  paid  the  poor  rates  for 
years ;  he  knew  instances  in  which  men 
had  paid  poor  rates  directly  or  indi- 
rectly for  the  greater  part  of  their  lives ; 
and  therefore  it  appeared  rather  hard 
that  when  old  age  crept  upon  such  men 
they  should  not  be  able  to  receive  some 
help  from  the  community  in  the  shape 
of  medical  relief,  if  they  needed  it,  with- 
out losing  their  right  to  vote  for  the 
disbursers  of  the  relief.  But  he  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  on  the  matter 
at  present.  He  was  very  pleased  that 
his  Bill  had  been  taken  up  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  for  the  reason,  amongst 
others,  that  advances  in  the  direction 
he  desired  would  be  made  a  great  deal 
easier.  He  was  very  glad  to  find  a 
Conservative  Government  had  gone  so 
far  in  regard  to  a  reform  he  had  so 
much  at  heart.  It  only  remained  for 
him  at  that  time  to  ask  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Balfour)  would,  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  who  were  very  much  interested 
in  the  question,  state  when  he  proposed 
to  take  the  second  reading  and  the  sub- 
sequent stages  of  the  Bill  ?  He  would 
also  like  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  put  a  clause 
in  the  Bill  instructing  the  overseers  to 
make  out  supplementary  lists,  which 
lists  should  contain  the  whole  of  the 
names  of  the  voters  who  had  been  left 
out  of  the  general  lists  owing  to  the 
receipt  of  medical  relief  ?  The  over- 
seers were  compelled  to  make  out  the 
lists  of  voters.  The  lists  were  being 
made  now  very  rapidly ;  they  had  to  be 
revised,  printed,  and  published  by  the 
1st  of  August.  However  rapidly,  there- 
fore, this  Bill  might  go  through  the 
House,  it  was  evident  there  was  not  time 
to  put  the  men  who  had  received  medi- 
cal relief  on  the  general  lists.  On  that 
account  he  was  anxious  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  give  positive 
directions  to  the  overseers  to  make  out 
within  a  reasonable  time— say,  by  the 
14th  or  '15th  of  August— lists  which 
should  contain  all  the  voters  who  had 
been  left  ofiP  the  general  lists.  He 
named  the  14th  or  15th  of  August,  be- 
cause claims  could  be  made  up  to  the 
25th  of  August.  If  supplementary  lists 
mere  made  out  up  to  the  16th,  10  days 
would  be  left  in  which  anyone  who 
found  his  name  off  the  general  or  supple- 
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mentary  lists  could  make  a  claim  within 
the  statutory  time.  He  trusted  that  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  would  be  able  to 
answer  the  two  questions  he  had  put. 
He  did  not  ask  them  for  his  own  con- 
venience alone,  but  because  he  knew 
there  were  many  Members  of  the  House 
to  whom  it  would  be  convenient  to  know 
when  it  was  intended  to  take  the  sub- 
sequent stages  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  before 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Balfour) 
answered  the  questions  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  GoUings), 
he  should  like  to  express  his  fear  that 
the  Bill  was  a  departure  from  those 
sound  principles  of  political  economy  by 
which  he  had  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  imbued.  He  supposed, 
however,  that  the  considerations  of 
political  exigencies  entered  into  the 
calculations  of  both  Parties  in  the 
House.  That  was  not  the  time  to  dis- 
cuss the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  them  something  like  adequate  No- 
tice of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  he  would  also  make  sure  of  its 
coming  on  at  a  time  when  the  Bill  could 
be  discussed  in  a  manner  proportionate 
to  its  importance.  Although  the  Bill 
was  a  small  one,  it  contained  a  principle 
of  far-reaching  importance. 

Mb.  GEAY  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Balfour)  would 
extend  to  Ireland  the  relief  in  the  case 
of  elections  other  than  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  sorry  he 
was  obliged  to  disagree  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  (Mr.  Talbot).  Whenever  this 
relief  had  been  proposed  he  had  always 
voted  for  it,  and  therefore  he  congratu- 
lated his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Balfour) 
upon  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  He 
particularly  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  the  fact  that  the  Bill 
was  a  much  broader  measure  than  that 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings).  In  the 
measure  of  enfranchisement  which  Par- 
liament had  recently  passed  he  did  not 
see  why  those  persons  who  happened  to 
have  received  medical  relief  should  not 
be  included.  The  measure  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  explained 
was  one  of  a  very  sweeping  character ; 
but  he  thought  the  Government  had 
acted  wisely  in  introducing  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the  people 
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affected  by  the  Bill  were  not  to  be  dis- 
qualified from  voting  this  year.  That 
intention  was  one  thing,  and  the  regis- 
tration of  the  people  was  another.  In 
his  Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  to  see  that  the  men  who  had  re- 
ceived medical  relief  during  the  present 
year  were  not  only  not  disqualified,  but 
that  they  were  put  on  the  Register  for 
the  Election  which  was  to  take  place  in 
November  next.  He  (Mr.  Onslow)  was 
speaking  with  some  little  experience. 
For  many  years  he  had  been  a  member 
of  a  Board  of  Guardians,  and  he  thought 
it  extremely  foolish  and  unreasonable 
that  the  poor  creatures  who  had,  unfor- 
tunately, had  to  apply  for  medical  relief 
should  be  disfranchised  on  that  account. 
The  Government  had  said  they  did  not 
intend  to  introduce  any  Bill  of  a  conten- 
tious character.  He  hoped  that  this  Bill 
would  not  create  any  contention.  Per- 
sonjdly,  he  believed  that  with  very  few 
exceptions  it  would  be  acceptable  to 
both  sides  of  the  House  ;  while  it  would 
undoubtedly  please  the  vast  majority  of 
the  people. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  some 
attention  should  be  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  while  the  Eadical  Party  had  made 
a  tremendous  fuss  recently  about  the 
question  of  medical  relief,  they  never 
once  thought  of  it  until  the  Irish  Party 
proposed  to  introduce  a  clause  guarding 
against  the  disqualification  in  the  Irish 
Bill.  The  Irish  Party  first  raised  the 
question  last  year  on  the  Bepresentation 
of  the  People  Bill,  but  they  did  not  get 
a  tittle  of  support  from  the  Radical  Party. 
The  late  Government  treated  them  with 
scorn,  and  defeated  them  on  that  Bill. 
Then  they  raised  it  on  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill,  but  got 
no  satisfaction  whatever,  because  the 
late  President  of  the  Local  Qt)vernment 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  a  Gen- 
tleman, no  doubt,  of  very  kind  words, 
would  make  no  promise.  Thirdly,  they 
agitated  the  question  on  the  Registra- 
tion of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  suc« 
ceeded  in  inducing  the  late  Government 
to  insert  a  clause  preventing  the  dis- 
qualification. The  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  OoUings),  or  any 
other  Gentleman  connected  with  the 
Radical  Party,  did  not  extend  to  them 
the  smallest  modicum  of  help  or  sym- 
pathy. But  when  they  got  their  clause 
into  the  Registration  Bill,  and  it  passed 
the  Lords,  the  Radical  Party  suddenly 
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woke  up  to  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  and  what  happened  ?  When  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  (Mr.  Horace  Davey) 
introduced  his  Amendment  in  Committee 
on  the  Registration  of  Voters  (Eng- 
land) Bill  it  was  defeated  by  the  then 
Government,  and  it  was  only  by  the 
votes  of  the  Irish  Party,  in  a  small 
House  and  a  scratch  division,  that  the 
Amendment  was  carried  on  Keport. 
But  fop  the  votes  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers the  proposition  would  never  have 
got  to  the  Lords,  and  their  Lordships 
would  never  have  been  accused  of  at- 
tacking the  rights  of  the  working  man. 
Such  was  the  history  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  Engh'sh  Eadical  Party  knew 
nothing  of  the  question  of  medical 
relief  until  it  was  raised  by  the  Irish 
Party. 

Mb.  pell  trusted,  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  (Mr.  Talbot),  that  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  would  not 
be  taken  until  hon.  Members  and  the 
country  had  had  some  time  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  efiFect  of  the 
measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Balfour)  told  them  he 
would  give  no  arguments  in  favour  of 
his  measure— that  he  would  adduce  the 
arguments  on  the  second  reading.  Now, 
if  they  were  to  have  a  statement  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  to-day,  and  the 
arguments  on  the  second  reading,  he 
only  desired  to  say,  in  support  of  his 
hope  that  the  measure  would  not  be 
proceeded  with  without  a  proper  in- 
terval, that  what  was  proposed  would 
prove  a  most  momentous  change  in  the 
law  of  England  in  reference  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  People  were  misled  by  the 
generalities  which  were  indulged  in  as  to 
medical  relief.  After  all,  it  was  not 
medical  relief,  but  the  relief  of  destitute 
persons  who  asked  for  medicine.  There 
was  another  class  of  destitute  persons 
who  wanted  bread,  and  that  class  he 
understood  vras  not  to  be  affected  by  the 
Bill.  Before  a  person  could  be  granted 
medical  relief  he  must  be  destitute.  He 
might  be  ever  so  ill,  but  if  he  was  not 
destitute  the  Guardians  could  not  give 
him  relief.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  proposed  to  remove  permanently 
the  disqualification  which  had  always 
attached  to  destitution.  He  (Mr.  Pell) 
maintained  that  that  would  be  a  most 


momentous  change  in  the  law  of  Eng- 
land; and  on  that  ground  ho  asked  that 
the  sroond  reading  should  not  be  taken 
until  the  Bill  had  been  in  the  hands  of 
Members  and  before  the  country  for  a 
time  sufficient  to  admit  of  its  being 
adequately  considered. 

Mr.  OARINGTON  said,  he  recol- 
lected a  case  in  his  constituency  of  a 
boy  working  in  the  fields  meeting  with 
an  accident.  The  poor  fellow  was  taken 
to  the  parish  doctor— [. 4  laugh.']  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Pell)  might  laugh, 
but  what  he  was  saying  was  perfectly 
true.  The  boy  was  taken  to  the  parish 
doctor  and  treated  for  the  injury.  In 
consequence  of  that  the  lad*8  father  was 
struck  off  the  Register  of  Voters.  The 
man  was  by  no  means  destitute ;  but  it 
was  presumed  he  was  struck  off  the 
Register  because  he  held  Liberal  opi- 
nions. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  did  not 
rise  to  defend  the  conversion  of  the 
Radical  Party,  of  which  tho  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had  spoken. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  (Mr.  Courtney) 
was  one  of  those  still  unconverted ;  but 
if  any  congratulations  upon  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  were  due,  he  thought 
they  were  due  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoUings)  rather  than  to  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Balfour).  He  desired  now  to  impress 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  very 
groat  importance  of  not  taking  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  at  once.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  enlarged  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  in 
two  very  material  directions — he  had 
made  the  Bill  permanent,  and  he  had 
extended  its  provisions  to  all  elections 
except  those  of  Poor  Law  Guardians. 
He  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  not  aware  there 
had  been  any  application  from  any  part 
of  the  country  for  a  relaxation  of  the 
law  in  respect  to  municipal  or  school 
board  elections.  It  was  perfectly  obvious 
that  the  relaxation  in  reference  to  school 
board  elections  would  have  a  most  mo- 
mentous effect  on  free  education.  It 
was  right,  therefore,  that  due  Notice 
should  be  given  of  the  second  read- 
ing. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  said,  that, 
by  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  it  was  im- 
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portant  that  the  Bill  should  be  pushed 
on  as  rapidly  as  possible.  It  was 
not  a  complicated  Bill;  on  the  con- 
trary, a  glance  at  the  clauses  would 
give  everybody  an  adequate  idea  of  its 
contents.  The  Bill  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  to-morrow,  and 
he  did  not  imagine  there  would  be  any 
serious  objection  to  the  second  reading 
being  taken  to-morrow  evening.  ["Oh!  "J 
He  was  afraid  that,  in  the  absence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
he  could  not  alter  the  arrangement  come 
to  with  him.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  present,  he  would  be  able  to 
appreciate  the  appeal  which  had  been 
made  ;  but,  speaking  in  his  absence,  he 
(Mr.  Balfour)  could  only  say  it  was  the 
present  intention  of  the  Government  to 
take  the  second  reading  to-morrow  even- 
ing, not  as  the  first,  but  as  the  second 
Order.  Of  course,  the  Committee  stage 
could  not  yet  be  fixed.  He  appreciated 
the  necessity  of  enabling  those  affected 
by  the  Bill  to  vote  at  the  ensuing  Gene- 
ral Election,  and  he  would  take  care 
that  they  should  be  placed  on  the  Ee- 
gister.  He  could  not  state  a  more  de- 
nnite  course  than  that. 

Mk.  CLAEE  bead  said,  that  this 
was  an  important  Bill  to  introduce  at 
8  o'clock  in  the  morning.  They  were 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Balfour)  that  the  Government  intended 
to  take  the  second  reading  in  the  course 
of  this  very  evening.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  better  to  say  at  once  that  he 
(Mr.  Clare  Bead)  and  the  few  Friends 
present  intended  to  exhaust  all  the 
Forms  of  the  House  in  order  to  get  the 
Bill  properly  considered  by  the  House 
and  the  country.  He,  therefore,  moved 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mk.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  very 
pleased  to  second  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
lournment.  Though  he  supported  the 
Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  most  cor- 
dially— perhaps  more  strongly  than  many 
Members  even  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House — he  could  not  give  his  sanction 
to  the  second  reading  being  taken  to- 
morrow. This  was  a  Bill  affecting  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  therefore  they  should 
have  time  to  consider  its  details.  Surely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  see  the 
enormous  importance  of  the  Bill.  In  a 
few  hours  they  were  about  to  change 
the  whole  system  of  electioneering  in 
the  country. 

Mr*  -4.  </^  Balfour 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Mr.  Clare  Head.) 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Lord  Geokge  Hamilton) 
pointed  out  that  until  the  Bill  was  read 
a  first  time,  it  could  not  be  printed. 
The  only  effect  of  carrying  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment  would  be  to  prevent 
the  printing  of  the  Bill.  He  was  sure 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  be  glad  to 
meet  the  convenience  of  the  House  as 
far  as  he  could  ;  but  everybody  must 
see  it  would  be  convenient  to  put  the 
Bill  down  for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  PELL  said,  that  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  would  divide  the  House  unless 
they  got  an  assurance  that  the  Bill 
would  not  be  taken  to-morrow,  and 
that,  indeed,  a  reasonable  interval 
would  be  allowed  for  the  consideration 
of  the  measure. 

An  hon.  Member  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  stand  to  his 
guns.  He  was  afraid  some  of  his  hon. 
Friends  objected  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  trusted  that,  for  the  sake 
of  a  few,  they  would  not,  as  a  body,  be 
convicted  of  giving  the  proposed  relief 
with  a  grudging  hand. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  believed  his  hon. 
Friends  would  be  quite  satisfied  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  not 
to  take  the  second  reading  before  Thurs- 
day. What  was  asked  was  time  for  the 
consideration  of  this  most  important 
Bill.  It  was  not  a  question  of  giving 
the  relief  with  a  grudging  hand,  but  it 
was  a  question  of  knowing  what  they 
were  giving. 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVEBNMENT  BOABD  desired  to 
point  out  to  the  House  the  inconvenience 
of  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Talbot).  The  Budget 
was  fibLed  for  Thursday.  This  Bill  could 
not  be  taken  until  the  debate  on  the 
Budget  closed,  and  they  were  not  sure 
what  time  that  would  be.  He  thought 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  exaggerated  the 
importance  of  the  Bill ;  but  would  it  not 
meet  their  wishes  if  the  second  reading 
were  taken  to-morrow,  and  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  debated  on  the  Motion  that 
the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair  ?  If  his 
hon.  Friends  would  consent  to  the  Bill 
being  read  a  second  time  to-morrow,  he 
was  confident  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House  would  give  ample 
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time  before  the  subsequent  stages  of 
the  Bill  were  taken. 

^Ie.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
thought  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  very  reasonable 
one,  and  he  had  no  doubt  those  who 
were  anxious  to  pass  the  Bill  would  be 
content  that  the  second  reading  should 
be  taken  to-morrow,  and  the  subsequent 
stages  put  down  for  Thursday  or  Friday 
next.  It  was  important  that  the  Bill 
should  be  passed  with  the  utmost 
rapidity,  because  the  time  was  short 
within  which  the  overseers  had  to  pre- 
pare the  Registers. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  that  the  Bill 
had  been  extended  beyond  all  concep- 
tion. This  measure,  which  introduced 
considerations  respecting  local  govern- 
ment entirely  foreign  to  the  principles 
hitherto  approved  and  adopted  by  both 
sides  of  the  House,  was  brought  forward 
at  3  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  coun- 
try could  know  nothing  of  the  Bill,  for 
it  was  now  too  late  for  the  present  pro- 
ceedings to  be  reported  in  to-day's 
papers,  and  yet  the  House  were  asked 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  to-mor- 
row. He  hoped  the  Motion  woidd  be 
pressed,  unless  they  had  a  strong  assur- 
ance that  the  second  reading  would  not 
be  taken  before  Thursday. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  5 ;  Noes  33 : 
Majority  28.— (Div.  List,  No.  224.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  prolong  the  debate 
unnecessarily.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  would 
be  content  to  have  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  taken  on  Thursday,  he  would 
agree  to  it. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  Mr.  Dalrymple. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  232.]  

criminal  law  amendment  [cost  of 

prosecutions]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  CJommittee.) 
Resolved f  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment  of  the  Costs  of  Prosecutions  incurred 


under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  for  making  further  provision  for  the 
protection  of  women  and  girls,  in  like  manner 
as  the  expenses  of  prosecution  in  Ireland,  of 
felony,  and  in  Scotland,  of  a  crime,  are  paid. 
Resolution  to  be  reported  To»mortow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o* clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,   14th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  'Riias— Second  Reading— 
Archdeaconries  (160) ;  Tithe  Rent  Charge 
Redemption  •  (165). 

Committee — Secretary  for  Scotland  (117-178). 

Select  Committee — Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution  • 
(107),  nominated. 

Report— JjocaX  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  4)  •  (147) ;  Tramways  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)  •  (166);  Tramways  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  3)*  (167) ;  Public  Health 
(Scotland)  Provisional  Order*  (148):  Pier 
and  Harbour  Provisional  Order  *  (114). 

NEW  PEER. 
Gavin,  Lord  Breadalbane  (Earl  of 
Breadalbane  in  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  called  Scotland),  having  been 
created  Earl  of  Ormelie  in  the  county  of 
Caithness,  and  Marquess  of  Breadalbane 
— Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

{The  Earl  of  Rosebery.) 

(NO.  117.)      COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Rose- 
bery, the  following  Amendment  made  : 
— In  page  1,  line  5,  in  the  title,  after 
(**  Scotland,")  insert  (**  and  President  of 
the  Scotch  Education  Department "). 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  2  and  8  severally  agreed  to. 
Clause  4  (Seal,  style,  and  acts  of  the 
Secretary). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Rose- 
BERY,  the  following  Amendments  made : 
— In  page  1,  line  27,  leave  out  from 
(*'and")  to  (** Secretary")  in  line  81, 
both  inclusive ;  in  line  34,  after  (** him,") 
insert  (**  or  by  any  Secretary  or  other 
officer  appointed  by  him  for  that  pur- 
pose;") and  in  page  2,  lines  1  and  2, 
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leave  out  (**tlie   Assistant    Secretary, 
or  anv,")  and  insert  (**any  Secretary 
or")/ 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Transfer  of  powers  of  Se- 
cretary of  State). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Hose- 
BERT,  the  following  Amendments  made : 
— In  page  2,  line  12,  leave  out  ("or  any 
Committee  thereof;")  and  in  line  13, 
leave  out  after  (**  Schedule  ")  to  (**  Scot- 
land ")  in  line  15,  both  inclusive. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERY,  in  ex- 
planation, said,  that  the  object  of  the 
change  was  to  provide  for  the  transfer- 
ence of  the  functions  in  a  different  form 
in  a  new  clause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY,  in  pro- 
posing, after  Clause  5,  the  insertion  of  a 
new  clause  in  order  to  provide  for  the 
transference  of  the  control  of  education 
to  the  New  Department,  said,  it  was 
not  exactly  the  same  as  the  one  which 
appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper.  It  had 
been  drawn  up  in  consultation  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  on  the 
analogy  of  the  constitution  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  There  was  no  doubt  that,  if  the 
clause  were  carried  in  the  form  in  which 
it  appeared  on  the  Paper,  it  would  be 
superseding,  or  in  some  respects  inter- 
fering with  the  functions  of  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite  the  President  of  the 
Council  (Viscount  Cranbrook).  The 
new  clause  which  he  now  proposed  was 
a  more  elaborate  and  distinct  method 
of  doing  what  the  Bill  already  attempted 
to  do,  by  reciting  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  referred  to  the  matter  in  question. 
It  was  found  in  practice,  when  they 
came  to  examine  the  Acts  under  which 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  exer- 
cised authority  over  education,  that  it 
was  simpler  to  transfer  the  Scottish 
Education  Department  bodily  to  the 
control  of  the  new  Secretary,  instead  of 
reciting  the  Acts,  clauses,  and  Schedules 
which  were  not  quite  complete  in  their 
operation.  There  was  another  object, 
which  was  to  make  the  scope  of  the 
change  more  complete.  Instead  of  a 
Committee  of  Council  for  Scottish  Edu- 
cation, which  had  hitherto  been  more  or 
less  a  collection  of  phantoms,  it  was 
proposed  that  the  new  Department 
should  be  assisted  by  a  Council  which 


should  have  to  deal,  not  only  with  the 
primary  education,  but  with  secondary 
education,  exercising  power  over  en- 
dowed schools  in  Scotland,  and  also 
exercising  power  with  regard  to  the 
Universities.  Their  Lordships  would 
see  what  a  very  complete  and  interest- 
ing scheme  of  educational  reform  this 
opened  up.  He  thought  that  those  who 
objected  to  the  Bill  from  an  educational 
point  of  view  would  feel  that,  in  some 
degree,  their  objections  were  removed 
by  the  great  prominence  and  importance 
given  to  education  in  this  clause ; 
whereas  those  who,  like  himself,  were 
anxious  to  transfer  education  to  the  new 
Minister  in  the  most  complete  and 
absolute  fashion,  would  feel  that  that 
had  been  done  much  more  efficiently  by 
the  new  clause  than  by  the  somewhat 
passing  references  to  the  subject  in  the 
sub-section  and  in  the  Schedule.  He 
wished  to  remove  one  possible  ambiguity. 
Their  Lordships  would  observe  that  it 
was  said — 

'*  It  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  from 
time  to  time,  by  warrant  under  the  Royal  Sign 
Manual,  to  appoint  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  be  Vice  President  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department," 

and  so  forth.  That  had  the  appearance 
of  a  permissive  clause,  and  it  might 
cause  some  alarm  among  those  who 
wished  to  place  education  under  a 
Scottish  Minister.  They  might  think 
that  this  would  only  be  an  option  given, 
and  that  somebody  under  the  Scottish 
Minister  might  hereafter  be  appointed 
Vice  President  of  the  Scottish  Education 
Department ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  exact  form  of  words  was  copied 
from  the  Acts  appointing  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  Minister  of  Educa- 
tion for  England,  and  they  might  be 
perfectly  safe  as  to  the  construction  of 
the  clause.  There  need  be  no  fear  that 
it  was  simply  a  permissive  clause ;  it  was 
an  enabling  form  of  words  which  he  now 
proposed. 

Movedy  after  Clause  5,  to  insert  as  a 
new  clause :  — 

(Appointment  of  Secretary  for  Scotland  as  Vice 
President  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment.) 

"  It  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  from 
time  to  time,  by  warrant  under  the  Koyal  Sign 
Manual,  to  appoint  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  be  Vice  President  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department,  and  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment shall  mean  the  Lords  of  any  Committee  of 
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the  Privy  Council  appointed  by  Her  Majesty 
on  Edacaiion  and  Universities  in  Scotland.'* 

(Transference  of  powers  and  duties  of  Scotch 
Education  Department. ) 
"From  and  after  the  appointment  of  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment, as  hereinbefore  provided,  all  powers 
and  duties  vested  in  or  imposed  on  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  constituted  under  the 
Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872,  shall  be  trans* 
ferred  to,  vested  in,  and  imposed  on  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  constituted  under  this 
Act ;  and  wherever  in  any  Act  of  Parliament, 
Minute  or  Regulation,  reference  is  made  to  the 
Scotch  Education  Department,  such  reference 
shall  be  read  and  construed  as  applying  to  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  constituted  under 
this  Act"— (  T/m  Earl  of  Jioaebenj,) 

Thk   lord    president  of  the 
CX)UNCIL  (Viscount  Ceanbrook)  said, 
the  House  was  in  some  little  difficulty 
on  account  of  the  proposed  Amendment 
coming  before  them,  as  it  did,  at  that 
late  period,  and  in  a  new  form.     Until 
he  came  down  to  the  House  he  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  form 
in  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Rosebery)  proposed  to  transfer 
the  Scottish  Education  Department  to 
the  new  Secretary  for  Scotland.     Pre- 
vious, however,  to  the  Bill  passing  the 
second    reading,    he    (Viscount    Cran- 
brook)had  endeavoured  to  introduce  into 
the  Scottish  Council  some  Representa- 
tives of   Scottish  feeling  and  Scottish 
"knowledge^  who  might  very  effectively 
have  taken  part  in  the  administration 
of  education  there;    and  inasmuch  as 
education  was  to  be  transferred  to  this 
new  Official  it  should  be  done  carefully, 
and  therefore  he  was  very  glad,  if  it 
was  to  be  done  at  all,  that  it  was  to  be 
done  in  the  way  proposed  by  the  noble 
Earl.     The    Department    existed,    the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  would  find  that 
everything  was  ready  to  his  hand,  he 
would    enter    on   his    Office  with  In- 
spectors  and  other  officials  all  ready, 
and  he  would  merely  have  to  take  the 
place  at    present    held    by   the    Vice 
President  of  the  Council  for  England, 
who  was    also   Vice  President  of  the 
Council    for    Scotland.     But    he  (Vis- 
count   Cranbrook)   must  take    an   ex- 
ception   to    the    extent    to  which   the 
noble  Earl  had  gone  with  respect  to  the 
Universities.     The  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil in  England  had  no  authority  with 
respect  to  the  Universities  in  England. 
Judicial     Committees    were    appointed 
for  the  special  purpose  of  dealing  with 
the  questions  that  arose  in  reference 


to  the  Universities  ;  but  the  Committee 
of  Council    had    nothing   to   do    with 
these  matters.   Tho  nature  of  the  duties 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  and  of  the 
University  Committees    were    entirely 
different.     The  noble  and  learned  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Selbome)  would 
bear  him  out  in  saying  that  Committees 
were    appointed    ad   hoc   for    deciding 
on   questions  relating  to   Universities, 
and  that  the  Committee  of  Council  in 
England  had   nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  Universities  of  England.     It 
was  a  totally  different  subject  which 
was  brought  before  those  Bodies.     la 
the  case  of  Committees  of  Counoil  on 
Education,  it  was  only  in  an  adminis- 
trative capacity  that  they  acted  ;  while, 
in  the  case  of  Committees  of  Council 
for  the  Universities,  they  had  to  deal 
with  judicial  questions,  which  were  of 
a  totally  different  character.     The  gen- 
tlemen who  composed  those  Committees 
and  dealt  with  Universities  were  Judges 
and  other  authorities,   who   were  able 
to  decide  judicial  questions  in  an  au- 
thoritative manner.    Neither  their  time 
nor  their   circumstances    would    admit 
of   their  giving  that    attention   which 
would  be  required  in  such  a  scheme  as 
the  noble  Earl  proposed  in  connection 
with  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  There- 
fore, he   should   certainly  oppose    the 
insertion  of  the  words  **and  Universi- 
ties ''  in  the  clause  of  the  noble  Earl ; 
and  he  would  venture  to  suggest  to  the 
noble  Earl  that  he  should  omit  the  words 
from  the  clause,  and  deal,  if  necessary, 
with  the  question  of  the  Universities 
separately.     That  might   be  a  proper 
function  in  which  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land should  assist,  in  combination  with 
men  who  were  able  to  decide  questions 
of  a  judicial  character,  with  which  the 
administration  of  education  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do.     He  believed  that  the 
advantages  to  which   the  noble    Earl 
alluded  in  regard  to  education  might 
have  been   obtained  by  a  Council   of 
Scotsmen   devoting    their  attention  to 
this  particular  subject,  and  on  which, 
if  it  were  formed,  a  high  dignitary  like 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  might  appro- 
priately have  a  seat. 

The  EAJiL  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
wished  to  be  allowed  to  offer  a  word  of 
explanation  in  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Viscount  opposite.  The 
words  •*  and  Universities"  were  inserted 
in  this  clause  for  two  reasons.     In  tho 
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first  place,  the  Bill  already  gave  power 
to  transfer  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
the  powers  which  the  Home  Secretary 
exercised  over  Scotch  Universities ;  se- 
condly, there  was  a  University  Bill, 
which  had  long  been  before  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  in  which  it  was  provided 
that  a  Committee  of  Ck)ancil  should 
supervise  Scotch  University  matters.  It 
was  thought  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  have  one  Council  only;  but  if  the 
noble  Viscount  saw  insuperable  objec- 
tions to  the  adoption  of  that  course, 
there  would  be  time  enough  to  consider 
the  question  when  the  Universities  Bill 
came  before  their  Lordships. 

GfeB  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  CranbrookI  said, 
he  still  thought  the  words  **and  Uni- 
versities" should  be  omitted  from  the 
clause. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
left  the  matter  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
their  Lordships. 

Moved,  To  amend  the  clause  by  leaving 
out  the  words  (**and  Universities.") — 
(The  Lord  Freuident,) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  words  left  out  ac- 
cordingly. 

On  Question,  "That  the  clause,  as 
amended,  be  there  inserted  ?  " 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  said,  he  was 
able  most  heartily  to  join  with  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Rosebory)  in  regard 
to  the  transference  of  education  to  the 
new  Department.  Great  complaints  had 
been  made  with  regard  to  the  amount 
of  red  tape  and  ofB.cialism  which  there 
was  about  the  groat  paraphernalia  of 
the  Privy  Council.  When  Lord  Young 
introduced  the  Scottish  Education  Bill, 
he  thoroughly  understood  the  character- 
istics of  Scottish  education.  The  func- 
tions of  the  Superintending  Body  were 
really  very  limited,  the  Act  having  been 
so  drawn  up  that  the  school  boards 
were  carefully  guarded  against  being 
embarrassed  by  any  unnecessary  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  anybody.  There 
was  no  use  retaining  anybody  with  a 
high-sounding  title.  It  was  far  better 
that  the  control  of  education  should  be 
in  the  hands  of  one  man,  and  that  man, 
he  thought,  should  be  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland. 

The  Earl  of  OAMPERDOWN  said, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  noble  Earl  who 
had   introduced  this  Amendment   (the 

The  Earl  of  Rosehery 


Earl    of    Rosebery)    had    very    much 
underrated  it  with  regard  to  the  import- 
ance of  the   change  it  would  make  as 
respected  education.    The  Amendment 
really  introduced  a  very  large  change  in 
the  BUI,  and  he  very  much  wished   it 
were  possible  to  give  them  a  few  days 
to  consider  it,  as  it  was  impossible   in 
the    few  hours  that  had  elapsed   since 
they    had  received    it  to  give  it    that 
amount  of  consideration  which  it  de- 
served.   As  the  Bill  originally  stood,  it 
proposed  to  do  away  with  the  Scottish 
Education  Department  altogether,   and 
to  put  the  charge  of  Scottish  education 
entirely  into  the  hands  of  the  new  Se- 
cretary.    This  Amendment,  on  the  con- 
trary, proposed  to  continue  the  present 
system  of  a  Scottish  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil, presiding  over  which,  or  at  all  events 
a  very  prominent  member    of  which, 
would  be  the  Scottish  Secretary.     That 
was  really  to   say  they  were  going  to 
continue  the  present  system,  with  this 
difference,   that   it  would  bo   dividing 
education  into  two  parts — one  part  for 
England,  and  one  for  Scotland.     The 
form  of   administration  in    each   case 
would  be  precisely  the  same;  but  the 
separation  between  England  and  Scot- 
land would  be  complete,  so  far  as  the 
Committees    were     concerned.      There 
would  be  an  English  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,    and    a    Scottish    Committee 
presided  over  by  an  analogous  Officer, 
who  would  be  the  Scottish  Secretary. 
There  would  be  a  separate  Office  and  a 
separate    Secretariate,   and  the    whole 
supervision  of  Scotch  education  would 
be  conducted  apart  from  that  of  Eng- 
land.    He  was  very  doubtful  whether 
that  system  would  work  well.     It  was 
by  no  means  certain  that  the  Amend- 
ment, leaving  out  the  part  of  it  pre- 
serving the  Committee  in  reference  to 
endowed    education,   was  a  great  im- 
provement in  the  Bill.     Unlike  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken  (the  Earl 
of  Minto),  he  was  unable  to  feel  such 
complete  confidence  in  any  person  who 
might  be  from  time  to  time  appointed 
Secretary  for    Scotland   as    to  believe 
that  he  would    alone   and    unassisted 
be  a  perfect  Education  Minister.     This 
question  of  education  was,  of  all  sub- 
jects, most  important,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  they  should  regard  the  ques- 
tion of  education  first  and  foremost  from 
the  point  of  view  of  education  itself,  and 
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that  they  should  not  look  at  all  at  it 
£rom  thfl  point  of  view  of  those  who 
were  more  or  less  concerned  about  the 
itattu  or  position  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  While  he  readily  admitted 
that  the  new  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  an 
improyement  on  the  original  proposal  in 
80  far  as  secondary  education  was  con- 
oemed,  he  thought  that  in  regard  to 
primary  education  they  would  find  them- 
selves vary  much  where  they  were.  The 
two  Departments  would  have  separate 
Secretaries ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  by 
the  establishment  of  two  Committees, 
they  would  lose  the  advantage  which 
they  had  hitherto  enjoyed,  and  which 
he  thought  had  been  a  very  great  ad- 
vantage— ^namely,  that  the  same  high 
Officer  of  State,  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council,  had  exercised  a  general 
superintendence  and  comparison  over 
the  systems  of  education  in  both  coun- 
tries, over  their  Codes  and  the  regula- 
tions under  which  their  teachers  were 
appointed.  In  short,  they  would  lose 
the  bond  of  union  which  had  hitherto 
existed  between  the  systems  of  education 
in  the  two  countries,  as  he  believed  with 
VOTy  g:reat  advantage  to  both.  But 
there  was  more  than  this.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  see  that,  if  they  now  estab- 
lished two  systems  of  education,  with 
separate  Departments  and  separate  Offi- 
cers, they  would  virtually  make  it  im- 
possible to  discuss  the  question  whether 
there  should  be  a  Minister  of  Education 
for  the  whole  country.  Their  Lordships 
knew  that  that  question  had  been  con- 
sidered by  a  Committee  last  Session, 
and  that  that  Committee  reported  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  the  appointment  of 
a  Minister  of  Education.  More  than 
that,  the  late  Prime  Minister  himself 
was  in  favour  of  the  system. 

The  Eabl  OF  EOSEBERY :   No. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
his  noble  Friend  said  that  was  not  so ; 
but  he  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  could 
only  judge  the  Prime  Minister  by  his 
own  words.  [Laughter."]  He  meant  the 
late  Prime  Minister,  and  the  future 
Prime  Minister,  he  would  call  him,  if 
they  chose.  He  quite  admitted  there 
was  very  great  difference  of  opinion  on 
the  Bench  below  him,  and  he  had  some 
reason  to  think  that  opinion  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  was  not  absolutely 
united  on  the  subject;  but  on  the  6th 
of  November  last,  a  Question  was  put  to 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to 


whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  Bill  at  an  early 
date  to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Education ; 
and  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  reply,  said — 

*^  I  propose,  on  an  early  day — 1  cannot  name 
the  day  exactly,  but  on  an  early  day — to  adopt 
a  measure  founded  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee." 

These  were  the  words  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  and  they  justified  him  (the 
Earl  of  Camperdown)  in  saying  that 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  then,  so 
far  as  they  knew,  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Select  Committee,  and  not 
of  those  contained  in  the  present  Bill. 
But  he  wanted  to  point  out  that,  if  they 
accepted  the  proposals  contained  in  the 
Bill,  they  woidd  render  the  discussion 
of  the  whole  question  of  a  Minister  of 
Education  impossible.  He  had  gone 
very  carefully  into  the  Petitions;  and 
when  they  found  that  the  School 
Boards  of  Glasgow,  Govan,  and  Dun- 
dee, the  Educational  Institute  of  Scot- 
land, almost  all  the  institutes  and 
local  branches,  and  many  persons  emi- 
nent in  education,  went  strongly  against 
the  transfer  of  these  powers  to  the  new 
Secretary,  they  must  admit  that  there 
was  a  very  considerable  difference  of 
opinion  in  Scotland  on  the  point.  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  said  the  other  day  that 
this  was  a  change  in  the  direction  of 
decentralization;  but  he  (the  Earl  of 
Camperdown)  thought  it  was  not  a 
change  in  that  direction  at  all,  and  that, 
if  anything,  it  was  rather  a  change  in 
the  opposite  direction.  By  the  Act  of 
1872,  Scottish  education  was  as  much 
decentralized  as  it  was  possible  to  de-* 
centralize  it,  for  it  was  to  be  conducted 
by  the  school  board  of  the  parish,  sub- 
ject only  to  the  general  supervision  of 
some  Central  Authority.  Undoubtedly, 
it  was  not  proposed  that  the  authority  of 
this  Scotch  Secretary  should  be  less 
direct  than  that  of  the  present  Educa- 
tional Department;  and,  therefore,  so 
far  as  it  was  a  change,  it  was  in  the 
direction  not  of  decentralization  but  of 
centralization.  But  the  real  truth  was 
that  this  change  was  a  change  in  the 
direction  of  Home  Bule.  The  word 
might  be  ungrateful  or  not  to  their 
Lordships,  but  that  was  the  meaning 
of  the  change.  They  were  going 
to  establish  a  Department  of  Edu- 
cation  for  Scotland,    as    separate   and 
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distinct  from  that  of  England  as  was 
the  Education  Department  of  Ireland. 
He  therefore  hoped  that,  in  making  up 
their  minds  on  the  question,  their  Lord- 
ships would  take  that  into  consideration. 
He  had  objected  to  the  transfer  on 
general  grounds.  He  did  not  propose 
to  enter  upon  these  at  present ;  but  he 
asked  their  Lordships  whether  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  would 
not  really  do  better  if  he  were  to  with- 
draw this  question  of  education  for  the 
present.  He  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown) 
wished  to  deal  with  the  Bill  as  fairly  as 
possible.  He  had  stated  more  than  once 
in  that  House  that  he  was  anxious  to 
have  a  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  he 
wished  to  give  him  a  very  good  position 
indeed;  but  he  did  not  wish  to  hand 
over  this  question  of  education  to  him 
in  such  a  form  as  to  narrow  and  insu- 
larize,  if  he  might  use  the  term,  the 
education  of  Scotland.  He  would  not 
move  the  Amendments  he  had  himself 
put  upon  the  Paper ;  but  he  should  ask 
their  Lordships  to  divide  against  the 
proposal,  upon  the  ground  that  they 
should  not  make  it  impossible  to  estab- 
lish a  Ministry  of  Education,  if,  on  dis- 
cussion in  Parliament,  it  should  be 
deemed  desirable. 

.  The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery)  an  im- 
provement upon  the  Bill.  He  was  one 
of  those  who  had  regretted  from  the 
first  that  the  whole  question  of  Scottish 
education  was  not  kept  exclusively  a 
Scottish  question.  Scotland  had  been 
long  before  England  in  a  system  of 
national  education.  The  parish  schools 
of  Scotland  had  been  the  admiration  of 
the  world,  and  had  educated  their 
people  in  a  manner  in  which  no  other 
people  were  educated ;  and  these  schools 
had  no  other  fault  than  this— when  they 
changed  hands,  that  they  had  ceased 
to  cover  the  whole  population,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  enlarge  the  system.  He 
had  always  regretted  that,  owing  to  the 
grant  by  the  Privy  Council  under  the 
extended  system  of  education,  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  schools,  to  a  vory  large 
extent,  so  far  as  money  was  concerned, 
should  have  been  centralized  in  London ; 
and  he  must  say  that,  when  they  were 
creating  a  Secretary  for  Scotland,  he 
thought  education  was  one  of  the  very 
first  matters  which  they  ought  to  in- 
trust to  his  care.     Therefore  he  entirely 
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agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  the  late 
Lord  Privy  Seal  in  the  general  principle 
of  the  Amendment  he  had  introduced. 
He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  was  in  favour 
of  the  separation  of  Scottish  and  Eng- 
lish education.  Scottish  education  was 
difi'orent  from  English  in  its  history.  It 
was  different  in  its  origin,  and,  to  a 
large  extent,  it  was  different  in  its  actual 
and  existing  system.  But  then  he  had 
always  felt  that,  considering  the  Privy 
Council  had  been  established  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years,  the  complete 
transfer  would  be  a  matter  of  serious 
inconvenience.  The  Privy  Council  had 
the  strings  in  its  hands ;  it  was  in  per- 
sonal communication  with  all  the  Paro- 
chial Boards  in  Scotland  ;  and  the  exist- 
ing system  had  many  friends  in  Scotland 
who  thought  their  special  interests  would 
be  interfered  with  by  the  change.  He, 
therefore,  was  very  anxious  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  this  most  important 
change  should  be  carried  into  effect, 
and  thought  that  the  present  proposal 
was  a  good  way  to  meet  the  difficulty. 
They  would  not  amalgamate  the  two 
systems,  and  he  understood  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend 
to  be  that  the  Scottish  Secretary  would 
be  the  permanent  Chairman  of  the 
Scottish  Committee  on  Education.  That 
would  ease  the  transfer,  and  would  give 
a  reality  and  life  to  the  Scottish  Com- 
mittee on  Education  which  it  had  never 
had  before.  At  the  be^nning  the  Scotch 
Committee  were  occasionally  summoned 
to  decide  two  or  three  questions  of  prin- 
ciple ;  but  since  then  they  had  never 
been  summoned  at  all.  It  would  be 
different  when  the  Committee  were  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Scotch  Secretary. 
Practically,  it  was  a  phantom  or  non- 
existent body,  such  as  that  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  referred;  but  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment,  he  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  believed,  would  be  to  make 
it  a  practical  working  body,  and  to  carry 
out  the  proposed  change  in  a  more  con- 
venient way. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  awkward  to  vote  upon  an 
Amendment  like  that  now  before  the 
House  without  seeing  the  words  of  it  m 
print.  He  was  one  of  those  who  looked 
with  suspicion  upon  this  proposal  to 
transfer  the  question  of  education  to  the 
control  of  the  Scottish  Secretary.  He 
frankly  admitted  that  he  thought  the 
proposal  to  continue  the  Committee  of 
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the  Privy  Council  was  a  very  great 
improvement  and  a  very  great  safeguard 
in  the  Bill,  aud  he  was  very  glad  to  see 
it.  But  he  did  not  think  it  removed  all 
the  objections  that  could  be  taken  to 
the  proposal  itself.  The  proposed  trans- 
ference would  render  it  absolutely 
impossible  in  all  time  coming  to  have  a 
Minister  of  Education  for  both  coun- 
tries. He  was  not  to  be  understood  as 
asking  that  the  two  systems  of  edu- 
cation— the  Scotch  and  the  English — 
should  be  made  similar  in  all  respects ; 
but  what  he  did  say  was  that  there 
was  much  that  each  country  could  learn 
from  the  other,  and  he  looked  with 
very  great  suspicion  upon  any  proposal 
which  should  stereotype  the  educational 
system  of  Scotland  for  Scotland  and  the 
system  of  England  for  England.  They 
ought,  he  thought,  to  do  all  they  could 
not  to  have  the  two  systems  controlled 
by  the  same  Staff  and  the  same  officials ; 
but  that  they  should  be  supervised,  if 
he  naight  say  so,  by  one  Parliamentary 
Head  or  Minister,  who  could  take  a  com- 
prehensiTe  view  of  the  interests  of  each 
country,  and  could  import  what  was 
good  for  one  system  into  the  other,  and 
gain  experience  for  the  management  of 
one  country  by  what  was  going  on  in 
the  other.  He  very  much  regretted  the 
change,  if  that  was  to  be  taken  away 
from  them.  Therefore,  if  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown;  divided 
the  House  on  the  question  whether 
the  clause  should  be  inserted,  ho  should 
feel  bound  to  support  him.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  was  not  quite  certain  whether 
there  was  any  use  dividing  the  House  ; 
because  it  was  obvious,  from  what  had 
taken  place  on  former  occasions,  that 
there  was  in  this  House  likely  to  be  a 
majority  in  favour  of  the  transference 
of  education.  As  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite had  pointed  out,  the  condition 
of  the  Front  Benches,  and  the  gaps 
behind  them,  showed  that  those  against 
the  view  he  took  in  this  matter  had 
got  the  upper  hand.  It  was  therefore 
useless  for  individual  Members  to 
divide  the  House,  and  although  it 
was  with  great  regret  he  said  it,  he 
could  not  recommend  his  noble  Friend 
to  go  to  a  division.  If,  however,  he  did 
so,  he  should  be  very  happy  to  record 
his  opinion  in  his  noble  Friend's  favour. 
He  thought  that,  to  some  extent,  the 
House  had  been  misled — he  did  not 
mean  intentionally— as  to  the   way  in 


which  opinion  in  Scotland  was  running 
upon  this  question.  He  knew  that  there 
was  very  great  dissatisfaction  with  the 
present  system,  and  he,  for  one,  would 
not  ask  that  the  present  system  should 
be  continued;  but  the  dissatisfaction 
which  had  been  expressed  with  the 
present  system  must  not  be  taken  to  be 
co-equal  with  satisfaction  at  the  proposal 
now  before  them.  There  was  a  very 
strong  current  of  opinion  in  Scotland  in 
favour  of  a  Ministry  of  Education,  which 
he  thought  was  at  least  as  strong  in  that 
direction  as  that  in  favour  of  the  transfer 
of  Scottish  education  to  the  new  Scottish 
Minister.  There  was  no  doubt  in  the 
East  of  Scotland,  and  perhaps  in  the 
South,  a  considerable  body  of  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  transfer  of  the  charge 
of  education  to  the  Scottish  Secretary ; 
but  he  knew  that  in  the  West  of  Soot- 
land,  and  among  those  who  were  mainly 
concerned  with  the  management  of  edu- 
cation itself — he  meant  the  school 
boards  and  the  teachers—there  was,  if 
not  a  carelessness  and  indifference  on 
the  matter,  at  least  amongst  a  great 
many  the  opinion  that  this  transfer 
should  not  take  place.  He  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  remark  made  on  the  other 
side,  that  the  teachers  had  opposed  this 
transference,  solely  because  they  thought 
it  would  interfere  with  their  profes- 
sional interests.  That  idea  was  cer- 
tainly a  wrong  one ;  he  believed  it  might 
have  been  to  some  extent  caused  by 
their  action ;  but  he  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain, from  whatho  knew  of  them,  that  they 
bed  taken  up  the  position  they  had  done 
from  an  intelligent  appreciation  of  the 
questions  at  issue,  and  the  real  belief 
that  this  proposed  transference  was  not 
in  the  best  interests  of  Scottish  education. 
While  he  welcomed  the  change  which 
was  now  proposed  as  in  itself  an  im- 
provement on  the  Bill  as  it  stood  when 
read  a  second  time,  he  still  regretted 
that  it  was  proposed  to  transfer  the 
charge  of  education  to  the  Scottish  Se- 
cretary. He  would  have  preferred  to 
keep  the  matter  open  until  the  question 
for  and  against  a  Minister  of  Education 
for  the  two  countries  had  really  been 
discussed  and  decided. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  must  confess  that  he  was  exceedingly 
relieved  to  hear  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown). 
because  he  (the  Marquess  of  liOthian) 
had   supposed,   from   the   noble    Eaii's 
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Amendment,  that  he  had  intended  to 
give  their  Lordships  reasons  against  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Rosebery) ;  but  the  fact  was 
that  he  had  come  down  and  blessed  the 
Bill.  The  Bill,  as  amended  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  was  in  charge  of  it,  was  a 
very  great  improvement  on  what  it  was 
when  it  was  first  brought  into  their 
Lordships'  House.  The  noble  Earl  who 
gave  Notice  of  the  Amendment  (the 
Earl  of  Camperdown)  seemed  to  agree 
entirely  with  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  brought  in  the  Bill ;  he  had 
not  one  word  to  say  against  that  pro- 
posal. The  only  objection  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lothian)  understood  the  noble 
Earl  to  make  now  was  that,  if  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Earl  was  carried  into 
effect,  it  would  make  it  impossible  in 
future  to  consider  the  question  whether 
there  should  be  a  Secretary  of  State  or 
a  Minister  for  Education  for  the  United 
Kingdom.  That  was  another  question 
altogether.  He  should  be  very  sorry, 
for  one,  if  anything  done  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House  should  have  the  effect  of 
prejudging  a  question  of  that  kind,  and 
especicJly  a  question  that  had  been  so 
much  considered.  That  question  was 
before  Mr.  Ohilders's  Committee;  but 
if  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  to  put 
education  under  the  Scotch  Minister  was 
in  itself  a  good  one,  it  would  be  a  wrong 
to  postpone  what  was  really  good,  with 
the  view  that  some  other  thing  that 
might  take  place  hereafter  might,  in  the 
opinion  of  some  of  their  Lordships,  be 
better.  He  was  quite  opposed  to  putting 
the  education  of  the  country  under  the 
control  of  one  Minister  of  Education. 
The  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  (Lord 
Balfour)  said  he  was  very  much  opposed 
to  putting  Scottish  education  under  the 
control  of  the  Scottish  Minister,  on  the 
gpround  that  the  educational  system  of 
Scotland  and  England  would  be  stereo- 
typed. It  seemed  to  him  (the  Marquess 
of  Lothian)  that  when  they  talked  of 
stereotyping  education,  they  could  not 
possibly  do  so  more  effectively  than  by 
putting  the  control  of  the  education  of 
the  country  in  the  hands  of  one  Minis- 
ter. As  he  had  said  on  the  previous 
occasion,  he  thought  the  Scotch  system 
had  more  merits  than  the  English  sys- 
tem ;  and  if  the  two  systems  were  under 
the  control  of  one  Minister,  the  tendency 
would  be  that  the  Scotch  system  would 
gravitate    down    towards    the  English 
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system,  although  the  English  system 
might,  to  some  extent,  have  a  tendency 
to  rise.  But  if  they  kept  the  systems 
separate,  there  was  the  tendency  to  emu- 
lation ;  and  on  that  ground  alone  he 
would  be  very  glad  to  see  the  Scottish 
system  kept  apart.  In  his  opinion,  no 
argument  had  been  brought  forward 
against  the  proposal,  except,  perhaps, 
that  it  would  prejudice  the  case  in  favour 
of  a  Minister  for  Education  for  the 
whole  United  Kingdom;  and  he,  for 
one,  was  prepared  heartily  to  congratu- 
late the  noble  Earl  on  his  proposal,  and 
to  give  him  his  support. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  it 
would  perhaps  be  convenient,  as  he  did 
not  see  any  other  noble  Lord  rising,  if 
he  now  intervened  in  the  debate  with 
a  general  statement,  which  he  trusted 
would  not  be  at  all  a  long  one,  in  answer 
to  what  had  been  urged  on  the  other 
side.  He  must,  first  of  all,  be  allowed 
to  congratulate  himself  on  the  nature 
of  the  discussion.  It  had  been  singu- 
larly favourable  to  the  principles  of  the 
Bill  which  he  had  in  charge  at  that 
moment ;  and  he  had  reason  also  that 
night  to  congratulate  himself  the  more 
on  finding  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  on  his  side,  for  he  had  had 
very  recent  experience  that  it  was  much 
better  to  have  him  on  his  side  than 
against  him.  With  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  behind  Lim, 
who  said  the  late  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  was  a  phantom  Committee,  and 
that  he  feared  the  next  Committee  would 
be  the  same,  but  who  at  .the  same  time 
wished  that  the  Committee  should  not 
exist  at  all,  it  seemed  to  him  that  these 
two  objections  met  each  other.  If  the 
new  Committee  was  to  be  a  phantom 
Committee,  it  would  not  fetter  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  new  Minister ;  whereas  if 
it  were,  as  he  believed  it  would  be,  a 
solid,  substantial,  and  improved  Com- 
mittee, it  would  very  materially  assist 
him.  As  regarded  the  meaning  of  the 
words  **  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council,"  he 
might  point  out  that  the  very  keystone 
of  the  existence  of  the  educational  sys- 
tem, which  was  the  Act  of  1872,  de- 
scribed the  Scottish  Education  Depart- 
ment in  these  words— 

"The  Scottish  Education  Department  shall 
be  the  Lords  of  any  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  appointed  by  Her  Majesty  on  Education 
in  Scotland." 

Therefore,  in  adopting  these  words,  he 
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was  only  taking  them  as  the  absolute 
legal  definition  ofthe  Scottish  Education 
Department.  Coming  to  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  behind  him 
(the  Earl  of  Oamperdown),  who  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  his  noble 
Friend  complained — he  thought  very 
justly — that  he  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery) 
had  not  given  sufficient  Notice  of  this 
Amendment ;  but  their  Lordships  would, 
he  thought,  remember  that  they  were 
placed  in  a  somewhat  difficult  position  ; 
they  had  really  no  time  to  postpone  this 
Amendment.  He  put  it  down  for  yes- 
terday. Had  it  been  possible  he  would 
gladly  have  postponed  the  Committee 
until  Thursday  in  order  to  give  an  op- 
portunity for  considering  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  he  thought  on  the  whole,  as 
the  choice  of  two  evils,  it  was  much 
better  to  give  shorter  Notice  of  his 
Amendment  than  risk  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  for  want  of  time.  He  wanted  also 
to  point  out  that  the  Amendment  was 
perfectly  congenial,  and  absolutely  in 
accordance  with  what  he  said  on  a  former 
occasion,  which,  it  would  be  remembered, 
was  that,  whereas  Mr.  Childers's  Com- 
mittee proposed  that  there  should  be 
two  Educational  Departments— one  for 
England  and  one  for  Scotland — but 
both  responsible  to  the  same  Minister, 
he  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  only  proposed 
that  there  should  be  two  distinct  Depart- 
ments, responsible  to  two  distinct  Minis- 
ters. His  Amendment  only  emphasized 
and  made  clear  what  he  ventured  to  lay 
down  in  that  contention.  His  noble 
Friend,  in  one  part  of  his  speech,  said 
this  was  not  a  measure  of  decentraliza- 
tion, and  towards  the  end  of  his  speech, 
he  said  it  was  a  measure  of  insulariza- 
tion.  He  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  did 
not  pretend  to  weigh  exactly  the  meaning 
of  those  two  expressions ;  he  must  leave 
that  to  those  more  competent  in  dialec- 
tics than  himself.  Coming  to  the  more 
general  objection  that  had  been  raised, 
and  which  had  been  urged  the  other  day, 
he  wished  to  say  one  word  as  to  what 
had  been  frequently  discussed  —  he 
meant  the  real  popularity  of  this  mea- 
sm^  in  Scotland.  He  thought  that,  on 
a  former  occasion,  he  was  somewhat 
misunderstood  in  regard  to  that  position. 
It  was  understood  that  he  had  said  there 
were  only  40  Petitions  from  school 
boards  in  favour  of  this  proposal ;  and 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Balfour) 
Tery  justly  said  there  was  970  school 


boards  in  Scotland,  and  that  40  was  only 
an  insignificant  fraction  of  the  whole. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  did  not  in  the 
least  pretend  to  enumerate  all  the  Peti- 
tions that  had  been  presented  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  He  hastily  jotted  down 
some  of  the  principal  school  boards  who 
had  petitioned ;  but  he  made  no  pretence 
whatever  to  an  exhaustive  computation. 
For  instance,  so  defective  was  it  that 
he  omitted  the  School  Board  of  Aber- 
deen, one  of  the  most  important  cities  in 
Scotland. 

Lord  BALFOUE  said,  that  he  had 
been  reported  as  if  he  had  said  the 
Aberdeen  School  Board  had  petitioned 
against  the  transference,  whereas  he 
knew  it  had  petitioned  for  the  trans- 
ference ;  he  had  quoted  the  School  Board 
of  Dundee. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  he 
was  quite  sure  the  noble  Lord  had  no 
wish  to  lay  stress  on  the  matter ;  but  he 
(the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  could  never  have 
put  forward  40  as  representing  the  Peti- 
tions from  school  boards,  because  he 
was  aware  that  there  were  a  great  many 
more,  one  of  his  noble  Friends  having 
presented  40  Petitions  himself,  and  he 
(the  Earl  of  Eoseberry)  did  not  think 
any  of  them  were  reckoned  in  the  list  he 
submitted  to  their  Lordships.  The  Peti- 
tions from  school  boards,  which  had 
not  been  sought  or  got  up  in  any  pos- 
sible manner,  were  especially^valuable  as 
an  indication  of  Scotch  education  opi- 
nion. They  were  spontaneous,  therefore 
they  had  an  importance  of  their  own. 
But  what,  after  all,  were  school  boards  ? 
School  boards  very  often  contained  per- 
sons of  one  idea,  who  thought  that  edu« 
cation  was  the  only  thing  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  therefore  were  apt  to  take 
somewhat  narrow  views  of  the  question. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  wanted  to 
know  what  number  of  Petitions  were 
presented  from  school  boards  against 
this  proposal?  The  noble  Lord  could 
not  say  that  whatever  Petitions  had  been 
presented  against  this  proposal  were 
spontaneous,  because  both  the  Educa- 
tional Institute  and  another  important 
public  body  sent  the  "fiery  cross  "  round 
with  the  utmost  ardour  and  with  the 
utmost  eagerness  to  get  up  Petitions 
against  this  proposal.  He  wanted  to 
know  how  many  had  come  ?  The  noble 
Lord  could  count  them  on  the  fingers  of 
one  hand.  The  noble  Lord  paraded 
three,    He  always  had  these  three.  He 
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(the  Earl  of  Rosebery)  did  not  want  to 
underrate  their  importance;  but  three 
Petitions,  however  important,  did  not 
represent  the  feelings  of  the  school 
boards  of  Scotland.  Then  there  was 
the  question  of  the  municipalities.  The 
ppreat  municipalities  of  Scotland  were 
keenly  alive  to  public  questions.  He 
wanted  to  know  what  municipality  in 
Scotland,  great  or  small,  had  petitioned 
against  this  proposal  ?  They  had  had  it 
before  them  for  months,  and  they  were 
ready,  if  ever  they  had  been  ready,  to 
petition  against  it,  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  one  Petition  had  come  from 
any  of  the  municipalities  of  Scotland 
against  the  Bill.  He  must  even  take 
them  one  step  further.  It  was  useless 
for  the  House  to  ignore  the  fact  that,  in 
November,  there  would  be  a  very  in- 
teresting series  of  contests  throughout 
these  Islands,  and  the  Scottish  people 
were  exceedingly  alive  to  that  circum- 
stance. They  had  candidates  and  Members 
of  every  shade  perambulating  every  part 
of  Scotland — candidate?  some  of  whom 
they  could  hardly  define ;  but  he  wanted 
to  know  from  the  noble  Lord,  and  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  give  him 
an  answer  on  this  point — had  there  been 
any  single  candidate,  or  any  single 
Member,  he  thought  he  might  say,  but 
he  would  certainly  say  candidate,  who, 
in  his  public  utterances,  had  not  only  not 
pledged  himself  against  this  proposal, 
but  had  not  pledged  himself  most  ar- 
dently in  its  favour  ?  That  was  to  say, 
that  amongst  the  whole  political  candi- 
dature of  Scotland  not  one  man  had 
ventured  to  stand  on  a  platform  and 
oppose  this  proposal.  That,  he  thought, 
was  enough  on  the  question  of  feeling. 
He  was  prepared  to  put  the  question  of 
Scottish  feeling  on  this  subject  to  any 
test  which  the  noble  Lord  might  sug- 
gest; but  these  candidates  and  these 
Members  went  further,  and  urged  that 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  should  have 
a  seat  in  the  Cabinet.  He  thought  they 
all  urged  that ;  but  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Oamperdown)  went  a  little  fur- 
ther the  other  night,  and  made  a  sug- 
gestion which  he  was  sure  the  future 
Minister,  whoever  he  might  be,  would 
cordially  endorse— which  was  that  his 
salary  should  be  much  larger  than  was 
proposed  by  the  Bill.  When  that  ques- 
tion was  touched  upon  by  the  noble  Earl 
on  that  occasion,  it  brought  to  his  mind 
a  most  grave  irregularity  in  this  Bill, 

The  Earl  of  Ro9eh$ry 


for  which  they  could  only  make  an  al- 
most suppliant   apology  to  the    other 
House;  because  their  Lordships  ought 
never  to  have  named  salary  in  the  Bill 
at  all.     It  was  a  great  indecorum —  it 
was  a  breach  of  Privilege.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Rosebery)  did  not  know  that  he  might 
not  be  an  inmate  of  the  Clock  Tower 
when  the  Bill  reached  the  other  House ; 
and  much  more  so  his  noble  Friend  be- 
hind him,  for  his  comment  on  and  his 
desire  to  amplify  that  salary.     But  as 
regarded  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  which 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  seemed  to  think 
80  essential  and  desirable  a  thing  in  this 
matter,  he  must  make  one  general  re- 
mark.    It  applied  both  to  a  Minister  for 
Education  and  a  Minister  for  Scotland. 
The  noble  Lord  said  he  thought  a  Minis- 
ter for  Education  was  much  more  likely 
to  have  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet  than  a 
Minister  for  Scotland,  and  that  he  would 
have  a  much   better    opportunity    for 
urging  his  case  on  that  Body.     As  re- 
garded the  Minister  for  Education,  they 
had  had  15  years'  experience  of  him. 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  had 
been  Minister  of  Education — ^in  practice, 
though  he  knew  not  in  form — for   15 
years ;  and  up  to  the  formation  of  the 
present  Cabinet,  in  these  15  years  the 
Minister  of  Education  had  only  been 
once  in  the  Cabinet ;  and  he  confessed 
he  thought  a  Minister  for  Scotland,  plu9 
Scottish  education,  representing  the  in- 
terests of  a  great  and  important  por- 
tion of  the  community,  was  more  likely 
to  have  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet  than  a 
Minister  for  Education  alone.  The  noble 
Marquess    opposite   (the   Marquess  of 
Salisbury)    could  probably    give  their 
Lordships  the  result  of  some  recent  ex- 
perience which  would  be  of  value  upon 
this  point.     It  was  impossible  for  any 
Bill  to  lay  down  what  Ministers  should 
or  should  not  be  in  the  Cabinet.     They 
had  now  a  Cabinet  of  16.  Heaven  knew 
where  the  amplification  of  the  Cabinet 
was  going  to  stop  if  every  interest  and 
if  every  crotchet  demanded  a  Minister 
with  a  seat  for  its  representative  in  the 
Cabinet.     It     would    become  a   great 
popular  Body  that  would  require  to  sit 
in  Westminster  Hall ;  and  he,  for  one, 
was  not  prepared  to  see  that  unfortu- 
nate result.     But,  of  course,  they  could 
do  as  had    been   done   opposite — they 
could  relegate    two    Members    of   the 
Cabinet  to  Dublin,  and  it  might  be  pos- 
sible to  relegate  the  Minister  for  Scot- 
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land  to  reside  in  that  country.  Then 
there  was  the  very  important  question 
about  the  teachers.  The  noble  Lord 
said  the  teachers  feared  that  they 
would  not  be  so  liable  to  be  employed 
in  England,  if  this  Bill  was  passed  and 
Scotch  education  was  placed  under  a 
separate  Department,  as  they  were  be- 
fore. 

LoBD  BALFOUR  explained,  that 
what  he  said  was  that  the  certificates 
would  not  be  interchanp^eable. 

The  Eakl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  the 
matter  was  one  of  very  simple  arrange- 
ment indeed.  The  fact  was,  that  they 
should  require  in  both  countries  the 
most  efficient  teachers  they  could  get. 
He  believed  it  was  a  most  futile  fear  on 
the  part  of  the  teachers.  The  most 
efficient  teachers  would  be  wanted,  and 
would  be  got  wherever  they  were  to 
be  found,  no  matter  whether  the  Edu- 
cation Department  was  all  under  one 
Administration  or  not.  The  noble  Lord 
also  raised  a  difficulty  in  connection 
with  the  Science  and  Art  Department. 
That,  again,  was  a  perfectly  vain  fear  of 
his  noble  Friend.  The  Science  and  Art 
Department  was  in  no  degree  touched, 
even  remotely,  by  the  Bill,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  be.  The 
Science  and  Art  Department  had  au- 
thority in  England,  in  Scotland,  and  in 
Ireland.  It  dealt  with  all  Three  King- 
doms, although  Ireland  had  its  own 
system  of  education  under  its  own  local 
managers,  and  there  was  no  idea  or 
proposal  to  interfere  with  the  existing 
arrangement.  He  must  say  a  word  as 
to  what  fell  from  both  his  noble  Friends 
(the  Earl  of  Oamperdown  and  Lord 
Balfour),  who  let  the  cat  of  the  Educa- 
tion Minister  out  of  the  bag  of  their 
objection.  He  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery) 
did  not  pretend  to  try  to  legislate  for 
Scotland  with  a  view  to  the  possible 
necessities  of  England.  There  were 
characteristics  of  Scottish  education,  the 
education  of  Scotland  differing  not 
merely  in  degree,  but  in  kind,  from 
the  education  of  England.  There  were 
characteristics  in  Scotland  which  they 
should  always  be  unwilling  to  leave  at 
the  risk  of  neglect  by  a  Minister  of 
Education  in  England.  After  all,  what 
were  the  Votes  ?  The  Vote  for  Primary 
Education  in  England  and  Wales  was 
over  £3,000,000 ;  the  Vote  for  Scotland 
was  under  £500,000.  It  was  quite  clear 
which  system  of  education  would  go  to 


the  wall  under  a  Minister  who  would 
have  charge  of  both.  He  did  not  say 
he  personally  should  be  unwilling  to 
consider  the  case  of  a  Minister  of  Edu- 
cation ;  but  there  was  no  possibility  of  a 
Minister  cf  Education.  Mr.  Childers's 
Committee  never  proposed,  or  ventured 
to  propose,  a  Minister  of  Education. 
They  heard  no  independent  Scottish 
witnesses ;  therefore,  they  made  the 
proposal  he  had  referred  to  with  regard 
to  Scotland.  They  did  hear  a  witness 
from  Ireland,  and  from  that  moment 
all  idea  of  including  Ireland  under  a 
Minister  of  Education  had  vanished  for 
ever.  What,  then,  was  the  noble  Lord 
looking  forward  to  in  the  distant  future  ? 
It  was  a  two-thirds  Minister  of  Educa- 
tion— a  vulgar  fraction  of  a  Minister  of 
Education.  He  entirely  and  most  em- 
phatically objected  to  postpone  the  inte- 
rests of  Scottish  Education  until  they 
had  a  Minister  of  Education,  or  a  two- 
thirds,  or  any  other  vulgar  fraction  of  a 
possible  Education  Minister  for  England 
and  Wales  and  Scotland.  He  believed 
if  they  were  able  to  propose  a  Minister 
of  Education  for  the  United  Kingdom 
they  might  have  some  chance  ;  but  as  a 
Minister  of  Education  would  only  have 
charge  of  a  part,  would  not  be  really 
what  he  was  m  name,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  the  slightest  use  in  their 
persevering  with  their  idea.  He  had 
now  to  apologize  for  detaining  their 
Lordships  at  the  length  he  had  while 
addressing  them ;  but  there  had  been  a 
great  many  illusions  which  it  was  neces- 
sary to  dispel,  and  if  there  were  any 
further  illusions  to  be  dispelled,  he 
should  be  very  happy  to  deal  with 
them. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  said,  he  would  suggest  that 
the  Bill  should  be  reprinted  and  circu- 
lated the  following  day. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  only  wished  to  say  a  word  with  re- 
gard to  what  had  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery).  The 
noble  Earl  told  them  just  now  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  postpone  the  neces- 
sities of  Scotland  for  the  necessities  of 
England.  They  did  not  ask  the  noble 
Earl  to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  What 
they  were  looking  to  was  the  good  of 
the  whole  country.  His  noble  Friend 
had  addressed  to  their  Lordships  stirring 
words  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
Petitions.     He  had  said  the  Educational 
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Institute  liad  sent  round  the  •  **  6ery 
cross  "  to  get  up  Petitions  against  the 
Bill.  He  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  did 
not  know  whether  or  not  that  was  the 
case ;  but  if  the  Educational  Institute 
sent  round  the  **  fiery  cross,"  they  ap- 
peared to  have  been  not  the  only  persons 
who  had  taken  that  course.  He  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  examine  the 
Petitions  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
discovered  that  more  than  a  half  —  per- 
haps three-fourths — of  them  were  drawn 
up  in  two  forms,  and  the  words  were 
rather  peculiar.  Therefore,  if  the** fiery 
cross  "  went  forth  from  one  side,  it  went 
forth  at  least  as  much  from  the  other  side. 

The  Eael  of  EOSEBEEY  :  And 
with  more  result. 

The  Eajrl  of  CAMPERDOWN  pro- 
ceeded to  say  that  Petitions  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  had  been  sent  from  small 
burghs,  school  boards,  literary  associa- 
tions, and  other  institutions  of  the  same 
sort.  [The  Earl  of  Rosebeey  dissented.] 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Earl  that  if 
he  would  only  read  his  own  Petitions 
he  would  find  that  that  was  so.  He 
was  afraid  he  would  not  obtain  much 
support  on  the  present  occasion,  because 
he  perceived  that  many  of  the  strongest 
opponents  of  the  noble  Earl's  proposal 
were  conspicuous  by  their  absence, 
while  he  saw  that  every  enemy  was  in 
his  place ;  and  as  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
with  his  mighty  legions  would  probably 
overwhelm  him,  he  thought  the  wiser 
course  would  be  to  leave  the  matter  for 
discussion  in  **  another  place."  He 
should  not,  therefore,  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  a  division. 

On  question  ?  Resolved  in  the  affirma- 
live. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to^  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Eemaining  clauses  severally  agreed  to. 

Schedule  agreed  to,  with  an  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  178.) 

ARCHDEACONRIES  BILL.~(No.  160.) 

{^The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  read. 

The  Earl  of  Camperdoum 


The  Abohbishop  of  CANTEEBUET, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  it  was  directed 
simply  to  explain  Clause  34  of  3  &  4 
Viet,  c.  113,  so  as  to  enable  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  to  make  up  the 
salaries  of  archdeacons  to  the  sum  origi- 
nally fixed.  That  clause  had  been  in- 
terpreted in  the  sense  of  this  Bill  for 
30  years  up  to  1869,  when  an  opinion 
was  given  that  the  same  stipend  could 
be  reviewed  only  once.  Hence  the  in- 
tended stipends  of  £200  a-year,  which 
often  sufficed  only  for  travelling  ex- 
penses, had,  in  some  cases,  sunk  much 
below  that  sum.  This  Bill  merely  ex- 
plained that  the  Commissioners  might, 
from  time  to  time,  review  the  cases  and 
remedy  the  grievance. 

Moved,  ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

THE    WELLINGTON    STATUE— RE- 
ERECTION  AT  ALDERSHOT. 

QUESTIONS.   0B8EBVATI0NS. 

Viscount  ENFIELD,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  an  eligible  site  has  finally 
been  decided  upon  for  the  re-erection 
of  the  Wellington  Statue  at  Aldershot ; 
and,  when  the  work  in  question  is  likely 
to  be  completed  ?  said,  that  it  had  been 
reported  that  a  site  had  been  selected 
upon  Caesar's  Ceunp,  from  which  the 
statue  would  be  visible  to  the  whole 
camp  and  also  from  the  South- Western 
Eailway.  He  hoped  the  noble  Viscount 
would  be  able  to  confirm  this.  There 
was  another  Question  in  connection  with 
the  subject  which  he  would  like  the 
noble  Viscount  to  answer,  and  of  which 
he  had  given  him  private  Notice — Whe- 
ther it  was  true  that  up  to  the  present 
time  £6,000  had  been  spent  in  the  work, 
and  how  much  the  expense  was  ex- 
pected to  come  to  ? 

LoBD  DB  EOS  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  noble  Viscount  would  be  able  to  tell 
them  that  the  statue  was  to  'be  put  up 
where  it  would  be  visible  to  all  the 
camp.  If  it  were  put  up  upon  Caesar's 
Camp,  one  of  the  wishes  of  the  great 
Duke  would  be  fulfilled — ^that  the  statue 
should  be  seen  from  one  of  the  houses, 
not  Apsley  House,  but  Strathfieldsaye. 
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Thb  Eakl  of  LONGFORD  said,  that 
there  had  been  unsatisfactory  delay  in 
this  matter.  For  the  last  year  the 
delay  was  endured  in  silenoe,  because 
it  was  understood  that  the  late  Gk>vem- 
ment  had  some  intention  of  placing  the 
statue  at  Khartoum ;  but,  as  that  plan 
was  not  to  be  carried  out,  it  was  hoped 
that  the  statue  would  at  once  be  erected 
upon  the  site  selected  for  it. 

ThbUNDER  SECRETARYop  STATE 
(Viscount  Bttby),  in  reply,  said,  that 
His  Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  as  Fresident  of  the  Committee, 
assisted  by  other  Members  of  it,  had 
chosen  a  very  prominent  site  for  the 
statue  upon  a  knoll  on  the  North  side 
of  the  Boyal  Pavilion  at  Aldershot.  The 
works  were  already  in  progress,  the 
pedestal  for  the  statue  being  in  course  of 
erection  ;  and  Messrs.  Martin  and  Wells, 
the  contractors,  had  promised  that  the 
whole  work  should  be  completed  by  the 
end  of  August. 

Visoouirr  ENFIELD  said,  the  noble 
Yiscount  had  not  answered  as  to  how 
much  the  works  had  cost  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  what  would  be  the  total 
cost  when  the  work  was  finally  com- 
pleted ? 

Thb  UNDEE  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE:  Perhaps  the  noble  Viscount 
will  give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

EGYPT  (THE  OTLE  EXPEDrnON)-SIR 

CHARLES  WILSON. 

QXrESTION. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  give 
official  publicity  to  the  following  tele- 
gram which  was  sent  by  the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  on  or  about  11th 
February  1885,  to  General  Lord  Wolse- 
ley,  but  which  does  not  appear  in  the 
Papers  recently  presented  to  Parliament 
— Tiz. : 

'*  ExpTMS  warm  reoognition  of  OoTemmont 
of  lurilhant  services  of  Sir  Charles  Wilson,  and 
satisfaction  at  gallant  rescue  of  his  party/' 

The  UNDERSECRETARY ofSTATE 
(Yiscount  Buby):  I  believe  that  the 
omission  of  the  telegram  was  an  acci- 
dent. The  Papers  in  question  were 
published  by  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
furnished  by  the  War  Office,  and  by 
some  means  the  telegram  was  omitted ; 
but  it  will  now  be  published. 

YOL.  OOXCIX.    [thiep  sebibs.] 


THE   VOTE    OF   CREDIT— NAVAL   AD- 
MINISTRATION   OF   THE   LATE  GO- 
VERNMENT.—OBSERVATIONS. 
Thb  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  :  My 
Lords,   as   certain  charges  have  been 
made  in  "  another  place  "  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  against  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Vote  of  Credit  for 
Naval  and  Military  Operations  by  the 
Admiralty,   I  am  siire  your  Lordships 
will  indulge  me  whilo  I  state  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  show  that,  in  my  opi- 
nion, none  of  those  charges  have  any 
foundation  in  fact. 

I  wish  to  make  one  preliminary  ob- 
servation. The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer spoke  of  the  time  that  he  had 
spent  in  examining  into  this  question 
Your  Lordships  will  be  surprised  to  hear 
that  he  has,  nevertheless,  entirely  avoided 
asking  for  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject from  the  only  person  who  was 
capable  of  affording  him  a  full  explana- 
tion as  to  the  administration  of  that  Vote 
of  Credit.  Your  Lordships  know  that 
Votes  of  Credit  differ  very  much  from. 
ordinary  Estimates.  An  ordinary  Esti- 
mate is  divided  under  different  heads  of 
expenditure ;  so  much  is  allowed  for  one 
branch  and  eo  much  for  another ;  and 
the  Heads  of  Departments  at  the  War 
Office,  or  at  the  Admiralty,  are  re- 
sponsible that  the  grants  under  each 
head  are  not  exceeded.  A  Vote  of 
Credit  is  essentially  and  entirely  dif- 
ferent from  an  ordinary  Estimate ;  it 
gives  a  lump  sum  for  a  certain  purpose, 
and  is  not  divided  under  different  heads. 
The  reason  of  the  difference  is  that  a 
Vote  of  Credit  is  only  conceded  by  Par- 
liament when  the  requirements  are  un- 
certain and  an  Estimate  cannot  be  pre- 
pared. Therefore,  it  is  framed  in  the 
genercd  way  I  have  described.  It  seems 
to  me  that,  in  these  circimistances,  the 
responsibility  for  the  administration  of 
a  Vote  of  Credit  must  rest,  and  can  only 
rest,  with  the  responsible  Heads  of  the 
Departments  concerned.  I  happened 
at  the  time  to  fill  the  Office  of  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  I  was  the  re- 
sponsible Head  of  that  Department,  and 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  a 
part  of  the  Vote  of  Credit.  At  that  time 
the  probability  of  war  was  great,  and 
that  was  the  only  justification  for  a  Vote 
of  Credit.  Your  Lordships  will  readily 
understand  what  the  administration  of 
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such  a  Vote  for  the  Navy  involved. 
Oare  must  be  taken  that  the  expenditure 
is  right  and  Qecessary.  There  must  be 
care  taken  that  orders  are  given 
promptly,  and  it  is  necessary  in  many 
oases  that  the  orders  should  be  secret. 
It  is  essential,  moreover,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  such  a  Vote  that  the  Minister 
responsible  should  be  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  in  order  that  he  may  be 
aware  of  all  those  political  considerations 
which  may  greatly  affect  the  course  of 
the  expenditure.  In  fact,  anyone  who 
will  tmnk  for  a  moment  on  the  subject 
will  see  that  the  Head  of  the  Admiralty 
alone  can  be  responsible  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  a  Naval  Vote  of  Credit  in  all 
its  varied  aspects.  The  responsibility, 
therefore,  rested  with  myself  alone. 
Any  information  which  I  received  from 
the  different  branches  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  from  the  Accountant  General's 
weekly  Eeports,  which  I  directed  to  be 
fiirniedied  to  me,  was  entirely  subor- 
dinated to  the  more  general  knowledge 
I  alone  could  have  of  the  whole  ad- 
ministration of  the  Vote.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances I  say  I  was  the  only  person 
who  could  give  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  full  information  he  re- 
quired. No  information  was  reliable 
unless  communicated  by  me,  or  by  my 
instructions.  Any  demi-official  com- 
munications between  subordinate  officers 
must  necessarily  have  been  imperfect. 
When  I  heard  the  statements  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  was  astonished 
how  it  could  have  happened  that  he  had 
not  asked  me  for  any  information  on 
the  subject,  as  I  am  oonvinoed  that  an 
hour  or  two's  conversation  between  us 
would  have  enabled  him  to  avoid  the  mis- 
takes into  which  he  has  fallen.  Not 
only  did  he  not  ask  me  for  informa- 
tion, but  I  received  no  fair  Notice  from 
him  that  such  an  attack  was  to  be  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  so  that  it  was 
impossible  for  me  to  ask  anyone  in  the 
House  to  answer  the  attack.  Notiiing 
can  exceed  the  courtesy  with  which  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
has  treated  me  in  this  matter.  He  at 
once  afforded  me  every  facility  for  seeing 
the  Papers  in  the  case,  so  that  I  might 
make  this  statement. 

What,  then,  is  the  charge  made? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
ascertained  that  there  may  be  an  excess 
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of  expenditure  of  £850,000  over  the  Vote 
of  CI^Bdit  which  was  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment on  the  21st  of  April  last ;  and  he 
has  attributed  that  excess  partly  to  the 
uncertainty  of  affairs,  but  mainly  to 
certain  <' blunders"  which  he  asserted 
had  been  committed. 

I  must  first  state  the  facts  of  the  case. 
The  Vote  of  Credit  was  prepared  in 
April,  and  some  expenditure  had  taken 
plaoe  before  that  time.  It  was  thought 
at  the  time  that  there  was  an  im- 
mediate probability  of  war.  That  Vote 
included,  under  the  head  ''Bemaining 
Charges  in  the  Soudan  and  Upper 
Egypt,"  £500,000  for  transport—I  am 
alluding  only  to  the  naval  part  of  the 
Vote — and  under  the  head  ''Special 
Naval  and  Military  Preparations," 
£2,500,000.  Out  of  that  £2,500,000  I 
arranged  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  that  £200,000  would  be  at  the 
disposal  of  the  War  Office  for  the  pro- 
vision of  mining  defences  for  certain 
ooaling  stations  and  commercial  pcnrts  at 
home,  leaving  at  the  disposal  of  tiie 
Admiralty  £2,300,000.  There  is  no 
division  of  that  £2,300,000  in  the  Esti- 
mate. I  had  calculated  that  out  of  that 
sum  £500,000  woiQd  be  spent  by  the 
Transport  Department  of  the  Admiralty 
in  the  hire  of  merchant  ships  to  be  used 
as  cniisers.  To  show  the  inaocuracy 
that  pervades  the  whole  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  may  say 
he  has  mis-stated  even  the  foundation 
of  the  Vote.    He  said — 

"Out  of  the  Egtimate  of  £9,800,000* 
£1,000,000  was  allowed  for  transports,  besides 
a  further  sum  for  vessels  taken  up  for  ocean 
cruisers.'* 

This  was  not  the  case.    He  continued — 
'*  Subsequently    £80,000  was  added  to  this 
before  the  defeat  of  the  late  GK)yemnient." 

Where  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
found  that  piece  of  information  I  am 
quite  ignorant.  I  am  unable  to  explain 
it,  because  no  such  piece  of  information 
has  ever  come  to  my  knowledge.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has,  there- 
fore, given  an  inaccurate  statement  of  the 
foundation  of  the  Vote. 

I  wish,  as  far  as  the  responsibility 
which  rests  upon  the  Admiralty,  to  dis- 
tinguish between  that  part  of  the  Vote 
which  is  for  transport  in  the  Soudan 
and  Upper  Egypt,  and  that  part  of  the 
Vote  which  is  f<5r  Naval  and  Military 
Preparations,  because  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility for  the  latter  part  of  the 
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YoiQ  rests  upon  the  Admiralty ;  but  as 
regards  the  Vote  for  Transport  that  is 
not  entirely  the  case.  As  your  Lord- 
ships are  probably  aware,  it  is  conyenient 
that  the  Transport  Department  of  the 
Admiralty  should  take  up  ships  for  the 
transport  requirements  of  the  Army. 
As  respects  the  cost  of  taking  up  those 
ships  and  the  economical  administration 
of  the  work  of  the  Transport  Department, 
the  Admiralty  are  responsible ;  it  is  their 
duty  to  see  that  the  freight  paid  is  at 
the  lowest  rate  practicable  under  the 
circumstances.  Further  than  that  the 
Admiralty  cannot  be  held  responsible ; 
moreover,  the  Admiralty  Cfuinot  exercise 
any  control  over  expenditure  for  trans- 
port incurred  in  India  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  which,  nevertheless,  for 
purposes  of  account,  is  charged  against 
the  Navy  Vote  for  Transport. 

Such  was  the  basis  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit  when,  in  May  last,  there  was 
reason  to  believe  that  our  difficulties 
with  Buseia  might  be  immediately 
settled;  and  Mr.  Ghilders,  who  was 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
asked  me  to  tell  him  what  saving 
might  be  effected  if  peace  was  assured. 
From  the  Reports  I  received  and  my 
own  knowledge,  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, in  tho  middle  of  May,  that 
there  might  be  a  saving  of  £150,000  out 
of  the  money  allotted  to  the  Navy.  But 
your  Lordships  know  that  the  negotia- 
tions dragged  on,  and  every  day's  delay 
in  the  orders  to  arrest  preparations 
diminished  the  amount  of  the  possible 
savings.  On  the  28th  of  May  I  instructed 
the  Accountant  General  of  the  Navy  to 
acquaint  Sir  Reginald  Welby  at  the 
Treasury,  who  had  been  placed  in  com- 
munication with  him  by  Mr.  Childers  for 
the  purpose,  in  the  following  terms : — 

**Tou  can  tell  Sir  Reginald  Welby  that  it 
would  not  be  safe  to  calculate  upon  any  saving 
upon  tiie  Vote  of  Credit  for  the  Navy.  Possible 
credits  " — I  omit  the  particulars  as  it  might  not 
be  desirable  even  now  to  mention  them — **  might 
prevent  an  excess ;  but  I  am  by  no  means  as- 
sured of  this.  The  delay  of  the  negotiations 
-with  RuBsia  has  hampered  us.  When  I  said 
some  weeks  ago  that  we  might  save  £160,000, 
it  was  under  the  impression  that  peace  was 
amired  and  our  preparations  might  cease  at 
once.  This,  unfortunately,  has  not  been  the 
case." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  brought  the 
matter  down  to  the  28th  of  May,  a  few 
days  before    Mr,    Ohilders  made    his 


statement,  which  was  on  June  5.  I 
wish  to  state  the  figures  which  were 
bcforo  me  at  that  time.  They  show 
that  there  were  incurred  at  that  time 
liabilities  of  about  £350,000  beyond 
the  Vote  of  Credit.  I  had  engaged 
more  cruisers  than  I  had  expected ;  and 
there  was  another  liability,  to  which  I 
shall  have  again  to  allude — namely,  the 
providing  of  torpedo  gear  for  certain 
boats.  It  was  my  opinion  that,  if  peace 
was  assured,  I  might  save  this  sum  of 
£«60,000  ;  and  I  believe  I  might  have 
done  so  by  taking  vigorous  and  imme- 
diate action.  In  the  figures  before  me 
the  pay  and  victuals  for  1,000  men  were 
taken  for  the  whole  year,  and  some  of 
the  stores  for  which  Estimates  had  been 
made  had  not  been  ordered.  It  was  at 
that  time  possible  to  make  considerable 
savings  in  respect  of  the  chartering  of 
the  mercantile  cruisers,  colliers,  and 
transports ;  besides  other  assets  which  I 
cannot  mention  in  detail.  Thus  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  liability  of 
£350,000  in  excess  of  the  Vote  of  Credit 
might  have  been  saved  if  peace  had 
been  assured.  That  was  the  basis  of 
the  information  I  gave  to  Mr.  Childers, 
on  which  he  made  his  statement  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  No  one  who  reads 
the  Papers  presented  to  Parliament  can 
doubt  that  Mr.  Childers  was  justified  in 
making  his  calculations  on  the  assump- 
tion that  peace  might  be  assured ; 
because,  at  that  time,  the  settlement 
with  Bussia  might  have  taken  place  at 
any  hour. 

Such  being  the  facts  of  the  case,  I  now 
come  to  the  statements  made  by  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  correctness  of  which  I  impugn.  The 
first  is  couched  in  the  following  lan- 
guage :— 

**The  grave  fact  which  I  havo  to  bring 
before  the  Committee  is  that  wo  have  now  dis- 
covered that  the  Estimate  of  £2,800,000  pre- 
sented to  the  late  Government  at  the  time  I 
have  stated  (the  6th  of  June)  by  the  Ad- 
miralty did  not  Include  all  tho  liabilities  that 
had  been  incurred.  So  far  as  I  have  yet  as- 
certained the  error  was  no  less  that  £600,000.'* 

I  asked  the  First  Lord  to  be  good 
enough  to  furnish  me  with  the  informa- 
tion given  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer from  the  Admiralty.  I  am 
unable  to  find  from  that  information 
any  justification  for  the  statement  made 
by  the    Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
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and  I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
that  no  such  Estimate  as  mentioned  by 
him  was  ever  furnished  by  me  or  by  my 
authority  to  the  Government.  The  only 
statements  that  were  furnished  to  the 
Government  on  my  authority  were  the 
statement  I  have  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships, and  a  verbal  statement  to  the 
same  effect  made  by  me  at  a  meeting 
with  some  of  my  Colleagues;  and  this 
would  have  been  at  once  explained  to 
him  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  good  enough  to  speak  to  me 
on  the  subject.  I  assert  that  I  can 
imagine  no  reason  for  the  allegation 
that  at  that  time  the  liabilities  of  the 
Admiralty  were  under-estimated  by 
£500,000.  I  have  explained  to  your 
Lordships  that  I  calculated  we  had 
£350,000  of  liabilities  beyond  the  Vote 
of  Credit,  but  that  I  expected  to  save 
that  sum  if  peace  was  assured. 

Failing  to  see  how  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  have  made  such  a 
statement,  it  is  to  my  mind  still  more 
extraordinary  that  he  could  have  gone 
on  to  speak  as  he  did  when  he  said — 
and  this  is  the  second  statement  made 
by  him  which  I  have  to  notice — 

''  I  hope  it  will  not  be  sapposad  that  I  blame 
the  late  Goveminent  collectively  for  this.  One 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  particular  did  his  best 
to  prevent  it.  In  spite  oi  the  many  and  urgent 
affairs  that  must  have  distracted  his  attention 
at  that  moment,  the  late  Prime  Minister  found 
time  to  put  his  finger  on  this  very  blot,  and  to 
represent  \o  the  Admiralty  the  urgent  necessity 
for  checking  an  expenditure  which,  I  must  say, 
so  far  as  I  have  yet  been  able  to  investigate  the 
circumstances,  appears  to  me  to  have  been 
incurred  with  an  absence  of  method  and  super- 
vision, to  say  the  least,  which  is  far  from 
creditable  to  such  a  Department  as  the  Admi- 
ralty." 

Certainly  it  is  one  of  the  most  re- 
markable characteristics  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone that  he  is  able  to  attend  to  large 
political  questions,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  master  financial  details;  and  it  is 
quite  true  that  Mr.  Gladstone  instructed 
oir  !Reginald  Welby  to  communicate 
with  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
Navy  as  to  what  saving  could  take 
place  on  the  Vote  of  Credit,  assuming 
peace  to  be  assiired,  and  that  he  noticed 
especially  the  possibility  of  saving 
money  by  paying  off  ships  which  had 
been  contracted  for,  but  would  not  in 
the  altered  circumstances  be  wanted. 
Mr.  Gladstone  was  quite  right.  If  peace 
had  been  then  assured,  we  could  have 
reduced  our  liabilities  for  cruisers  and 
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transports,  and  so  have  effected  the 
saving  which  he  suggested;  but  other 
liabilities  had  already  been  incurred 
which  absorbed  this  contingent  saving. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has, 
by  some  confusion  of  ideas,  turned  this 
inquiry  by  the  Prime  Minister  into  a 
contrast  of  his  economy  as  compared 
with  assumed  Admiralty  extravagance. 
There  was  no  question  then  of  actually 
reducing  any  expenditure.  The  only 
question  was  as  to  the  best  calculation 
which  could  be  made  of  the  possible 
reductions  of  expenditure  if  peace  had 
been  assured.  Peace,  as  I  have  said 
before,  was  not  assured ;  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  no  right  to 
assume  that  when  the  time  came  I 
should  not  have  acted  as  vigorously  as 
Mr.  Gladstone  could  have  wished  in  the 
direction  of  economy. 

The  third  accusation  made  against  me 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
still  more  extraordinary.    It  is  this — 

'<  I  am  sorry  to  add  that  this  is  not  all.  .  .  . 
I  said  the  Admiralty  had  exceeded  their  Esti- 
mate of  £2,800,000  by  no  less  tham  £850,000. 
This  is  not  all  due  to  the  increased  cost  of  trans- 
port. It  is  also  due  to  the  fact — although,  I 
think,  quite  rightly — provision  was  made  in 
this  £2,800,000  for  building  or  purchasing  40 
torpedo  boats,  the  Admiralty  actually  omitted 
from  that  Estimate  any  provision  whatever 
for  furnishing  these  boats  with  torpedo  gear.*' 

That  was  naturally  received  with  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  laughter  in  the 
House;  and  the  Press  have,  of  course, 
taken  the  impression  that  there  has 
been  gross  mismanagement  by  the  Ad- 
miralty. For  instance,  The  Olohe,  the 
next  day,  said  that  the  Admiralty — 

*'  Mismanaged  in  a  manner  as  absurd  as  it 
was  gross  the  public  service  to  which  Uie  money 
was  applicable.  It  reads  like  a  passage  from  a 
burlesque,  that  the  late  Government  lavished  a 
huge  sum  on  the  construction  of  torpedo  boats, 
but  made  no  provision  for  furnishing  them  with 
torpedoes." 

Well,  my  Lords,  this  is  one  of  the  most 
extraordinary  mares'  nests  I  ever  came 
across.  I  will  explain  in  a  few  minutes 
how  this  ridiculous  mistake  occurred. 
When  preparations  were  being  made, 
it  was  found  desirable  that  we  should 
get  a  considerable  number  of  very  fast 
boats  to  carry  quick-firing  guns,  being 
armed  with  which  these  boats  oould 
attack  and  destroy  any  of  the  enemy's 
torpedo  boats  which  might  attack  our 
fleets.  I  should  not  like  to  do  any 
harm  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  retaliation  for  his  attack  upon 
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us ;  but  I  should  rather  Rke  to  put  him 
on  board  a  boat  armed  with  torpedoes, 
in  the  position  of  a  lieutenant  of  the 
Navy,  and  let  one  of  my  gallant  friends, 
who  were  likely  to  command  our  squad- 
rons, order  him  to  attack  and  destroy  a 
Euesian  torpedo  boat.  What  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  have  done,  I 
wonder?  A  torpedo  runs  eight  feet 
below  the  water,  and  a  torpedo  boat 
draws  only  six  feet  of  water ;  and  con- 
sequently he  could  not  have  possibly 
done  any  harm  with  his  torpedoes  to 
the  torpedo  boats  which  he  would  have 
been  sent  to  attack.  It  was  intended 
that  these  boats  should  be  used  for  the 
purpoae  of  attacking  the  enemy's  boats 
with  quick-firing  guns;  but  they  were 
ordered  of  such  a  class  that,  if  peace 
was  assiired,  they  might  be  utilized  as 
torpedo  boats,  and  it  will  then  be  neces- 
sary to  have  torpedo  gear  for  them. 
That  is  how  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  fallen  into  his  error. 
Then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
says  that  no  provision  was  made  for  the 
torpedo  gear  in  our  Estimates.  I  should 
like  to  know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  that.  If  he  had  asked  me,  I 
should  have  told  him  that  that  was  one 
of  the  liabilities  which  were  before  me 
at  the  very  time  I  calculated  the  charges 
upon  the  Vote  of  Credit  at  the  end  of 
May,  and  when  I  made  the  calculation 
which  I  communicated  to  Mr.  Childers. 
Fortunately,  I  have  documentary  evi- 
dence here,  for  in  the  letter  from 
the  Accountant  General  to  me,  on  re- 
ceipt of  which  my  calculations  were 
made,  he  informed  me  that  £162,000 
more  might  have  to  be  spent  for 
the  provision  of  this  torpedo  gear. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
doubtless  fallen  into  this  error  inno- 
cently, because  he  may  have  taken  De- 
partmental Estimates  which  did  not, 
and  indeed  could  not,  contain  the  whole 
of  the  facts  before  me.  Such  a  fuss  has 
been  made  about  this  torpedo  gear 
question  that  I  wish  to  make  it  quite 
clear.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer might  ask  me  why  the  sum  re- 
quired was  not  put  down  in  the  later 
Estimates  among  the  other  liabilities. 
The  reason  was  that,  being  of  a  frugal 
turn  of  mind,  before  settling  what  kind 
of  torpedo  gear  should  be  bought  for 
these  boats,  I  thought  it  desirable  that 
a  trial  should  be  made,  and  only  after 
the  description  of  the  gear  had  been 


settled  could  a  reliable  Estimate  have 
been  prepared. 

I  have  now  answered  the  three  alle- 
gations of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and,  I  hope,  explained  exactly  how 
matters  stood  respecting  the  Vote  of 
Credit  for  Military  and  Naval  Prepara- 
tions when  I  made  my  calculations  at 
the  end  of  May.  What  has  been  the  state 
of  things  since  that  time?  Would  it 
have  been  right  for  me  to  have  put  any 
check  upon  the  naval  preparations 
which  were  actually  going  on?  I  do 
not  think  I  need  ask  your  Lordships  to 
answer  that  question.  If  it  would  have 
been  right  for  me  to  make  any  change 
in  that  expenditure,  how  does  it  happen 
that  last  night  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment asked  for  a  Vote  for  the  whole  of 
the  36,000  men  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment intended  to  ask  for  when  the  ques- 
tion between  this  country  and  Bussia 
was  in  its  most  critical  state  ?  Expendi- 
ture, of  course,  went  on,  and  every  day 
rendered  it  more  and  more  impossible  to 
effect  any  economy.  Therefore,  when 
the  end  of  the  month  of  June  came,  I 
was  not  surprised  to  hear  that  the  whole 
power  of  economizing  was  gone,  and 
that,  in  all  probability,  expenditure 
would  have  to  be  incurred  in  excess  of 
the  Vote  of  Credit.  By  the  courtesy 
of  Lord  George  Hamilton,  I  have  seen 
Papers  which  give  me  some  idea  of  the 
state  of  the  liabilities  at  the  present 
time,  and  I  believe  that  the  excess  ex- 
penditure on  the  Vote  of  Credit  for 
Naval  and  Military  Preparations  may 
be  about  400,000.  I  should  think,  my 
Lords,  it  will  probably  be  more,  because 
of  the  expenses  in  regard  to  cruisers 
which  have  been  manned  and  fitted 
abroad.  That  is  a  source  of  increased 
expenditure  which  will  probably  swell 
that  sum  of  £400,000,  and  which  would 
have  been  almost  entirely  stopped  if 
peace  had  been  assured  at  the  end  of 
May  last.  My  Lords,  if  preparations 
for  war  continue  during  more  than 
three  months — a  condition  of  things 
which  places  extraordinary  responsi- 
bility upon  the  Admiralty,  upon  which 
Department  the  main  work  would  have 
fallen  if  war  had  broken  out,  with  the 
serious  duty  of  protecting  our  enormous 
Mercantile  Marine — it  must  be  expected 
that  Estimates  made  three  months  ago 
under  the  expectation  that  the  condition 
of  uncertainty  would  have  shortly 
ceased  will  be  exceeded. 
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Having  dealt  with  that  part  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  allotted  to  Naval  and 
Military  Preparations,   I  come  to  the 
Vote  of  £500,000  for  Transport  Charges 
in  the  Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  admitted 
that  some  excesses  of  expenditure  were 
to  be  expected  in  consequence  of  the 
unsettled   state   of  foreign   affairs,  for 
which  no  one  could  be  blamed,  and  I 
presume  that  he  meant  to  refer  to  these 
charges    for    transport.     According  to 
the  statement  which  I  have  received 
from  Lord  George  Hamilton,  I  believe 
there  is  expected  to  be  a  further  charge 
of  either  £200,000  or  £300,000  in  re- 
spect of  the  Transport  Vote.    I  have 
already  explained  the  degree  of  respon- 
sibility which  rests  upon  the  Admiralty 
in  respect  to  it,  and  I  understand  part 
of  this  excess  has  been  caused  by  the 
expenditure  in  India  for  the  transport 
of  the  Indian  Contingent,  with  which 
the    Admiralty    have    nothing    to    do, 
having  been  larger  than  was  expected. 
I  have  only  to  observe,  generally,  that 
in  May  last  I  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  Vote  of  £500,000  would  be 
exceeded.     I  will  also  say  that  I  believe 
there  is  no  Government  Office  which  has 
done  its  work  better  than  the  Transport 
Department    of  the  Admiralty,   which 
was    for   many   years    under   the    di- 
rection of   a  distinguished   officer,    Sir 
William  Mends,  who  was  worthily  suc- 
ceeded by  Sir  Francis  Sullivan.     These 
officers  have  been  assisted  by  a  valuable 
public  servant,  Mr.  Baughan.     In  the 
Egyptian  Campaign   of  1882  and  the 
Soudan  Expedition  of  1884  that  Depart- 
ment did  its  duty  in  such  a  way  as  to 
elicit  the  highest  commendation  from 
the  Naval  and  Military  Commanders-in- 
Chief.     Where  I  find  that  a  Department 
is  well  conducted,  it  is  my  habit  to  re- 
pose complete  confidence  in  it ;  and  this 
is  especially  necessary  in  respect  to  the 
engagement  of  freight,  where  prompti- 
tude in   dealing  with   tenders  is  very 
necessary,  both  for  efficiency  and  eco- 
nomy.    On  a  recent  occasion  some  at- 
tacks that  were  made  upon  the  Depart- 
ment were  triumphantly  disposed  of  in 
the  House  of  Commons,   and  I  have 
every  confidence  that  the  Department 
has  done  its  work  well  on  the  present 
occasion. 

The  excess  upon  the  Vote  for  the 
Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt    and  upon 
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that  for  Naval  and  Military  Preparations 
accounts,  as  far  as  I  can  calculate,  for 
£700,000  out  of  the  £850,000  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
was  the  whole  estimated  excess  upon 
the  Vote  of  Credit.  With  regard  to  the 
£150,000  difiference  between  those  sums, 
your  Lordships  will  be  surprised  wh^i 
I  explain  that  I  believe  it  to  consist  of 
an  Estimate,  I  do  not  know  how  framed, 
up  to  March,  1886,  for  the  maintenance 
of  a  larger  Force  than  that  which  was 
calculated  would  be  kept  in  Egypt  when 
the  ordinary  Estimates  for  the  year 
were  prepared.  That  Estimate  may,  or 
may  not,  be  correct ;  because  it  is  very 
difficult  to  say  what  Force  may  or  may  not 
be  required  in  Egypt  during  the  rest  of 
the  year.  If  it  be  true  that  tiie  Mahdi 
is  no  longer  alive,  that  may,  of  course, 
make  a  great  difference  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  British  troops  to  be  kept  on  the 
Frontier.  But,  however  t\n&  may  be,  I 
cannot  understand  how  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  could  suppose  that 
this  charge  could  properly  be  put 
against  the  Vote  of  Credit,  which  can  . 
be  used  for  two  purposes  only — ^namely 
— I  am  quoting  the  words  of  the  Vote — 
first,  ''for  Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt,"  and.  second, 
'*for  Special  Naval  and  Military  Pre- 
parations." 

My  Lords,  I  have  finished  what  I  have 
to  say  upon  these  details ;  but  I  beg  to 
impress  upon  your  Lordships  that  the 
reed  question  is,  whether  the  expenditure 
incurred  by  the  Admiralty  under  the 
powers  given  to  us  by  the  Vote  of  Credit 
has  been  rightly  or  wrongly  incurred ; 
whether  the  country  will  have,  or  would 
have  had,  if  war  had  taken  place,  the 
money's  worth  for  the  outlay ;  whether 
I,  as  the  responsible  Minister,  have  tcdcen 
such  pains  as  I  could,  under  the  circum- 
stances ^of  the  case,  to  order  what  was 
necessary,  and  what  was  necessary  only  ; 
or,  whether  I  have  improperly  adminis- 
tered the  Vote  of  Credit,  and  misused 
the  responsibility  which  Parliament  has 
placed  upon  my  shoulders?  I  beg  to 
express  my  thanks  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  for  having  announced  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  deferred 
their  decision  whether  any,  and,  if  any, 
what  kind  of  inquiry  should  take  place 
imtil  after  my  statement  of  to-night.  I 
have  to  say,  then,  that  in  my  opinion 
this  is  not  a  Departmental  question  at 
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alL  The  person  responsible  is  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty ;  and  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  I  have  given,  let  them 
formnlate  their  charges  ag^nst  me — let 
the  Gbvemment  appoint  a  Committee  of 
the  best  and  most  impartial  men,  who 
are  qualified  to  judge  of  the  question, 
and  who  are  accustomed  to  the  manage- 
ment of  large  affairs.  There  are  men, 
both  in  this  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  who  have  filled  the  same 
Office  which  I  have  just  left,  and  are 
quite  iinconneoted  with  the  late  Govern- 
ment; and  I  shall  be  ready,  and  even 
desirous  and  anxious,  to  offer  to  such  a 
Committee  any  explanation  in  my  power. 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  say  that,  in  deal- 
ing with  the  various  pressing  matters 
which  arose  day  by  day  and  demanded 
immediate  decision,  affecting,  as  they  did, 
the  protection  of  our  enormous  com- 
merce in  the  event  of  war,  I  may  not 
have  acted  hastily,  or  that  I  may  not 
have  made  mistakes ;  but  I  repeat  that, 
with  regard  to  any  such  cases,  I  am  ready 
to  give  every  explanation  in  my  power, 
and  I  am  willing  to  abide  by  the  opi- 
nion of  those  who  are  qualified  to  judge 
of  the  validity  of  such  charges. 

My  Lords,  I  have  now  concluded  the 
observations  I  have  to  make  upon  the 
statements  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer which  refer  to  the  naval  portion 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit.  But  I  am  obliged 
to  allude  to  a  remark  which  he  has  made, 
touching  the  Army  portion  of  the  Vote. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said — 

«*  The  War  Office  share  "—of  the  Vote  of  Cre- 
dit— '^  was  to  include  £200,000,  to  he  expended 
in  the  defence  of  coaling  stations  and  commer- 
cial harbours ;  an  item  for  which,  in  spite  of  its 
great  importance  and  in  spite  of  the  pledges 
giren  to  rarliament  last  December  by  the  First 
Lord  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Adnuralty,  no 
prorision  had  been  made  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates." 

My  Lords,  I  heard  this  remark  with 
astonishment,  for  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that,  in  accordance  with  the 
assurances  given  to  Parliament  by  me 
in  December  last,  and  the  programme 
which  had  been  approved,  and,  I  believe, 
laid  before  Parliament,  a  considerable 
sum  had  been  taken  in  the  ordinary  Army 
Estimates  of  the  year  for  the  defences 
of  coaling  stations.  In  order  to  satisfy 
my  mind  upon  the  matter  I  inquired  at 
the  War  Office,  and  received  the  infor- 
mation which  I  will  read — 


of  Credit, 
EsTIlffATES,  1885-6. 


622 


Coaling  stations  abroad. 
Provided  in  Vote  12 
(normal).    Guns,  &c.  . 

Submarine  Mining  and 
{Stores  and  Ships    .     . 

In  Vote  13,  Works    .     . 


£134,600 


20,000  £154,600 
43,750 


Total 


£198,360 


So  that,  so  far  from  no  provision  having 
been  made,  a  sum  of  nearly  £200,000 
has  been  provided  in  the  ordinary  Army 
Estimates  for  the  defeilce  of  coaling  sta- 
tions abroad.  The  additional  sum  which 
was  to  be  applied  from  the  Vote  of  Credit 
was,  I  understood,  to  be  for  the  purpose 
of  such  additional  provision  as  might 
bo  desirable  in  the  immediate  prospect 
of  war.  As  regards  the  defence  of  com- 
mercial harbours,  I  have  only  to  observe 
that  I  gave  no  pledge  in  the  statement 
I  made  in  your  Lordships'  House  last 
December — my  only  observation  on  the 
subject  was  that  it  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  several  Departments 
concerned,  and  that  if  the  main  responsi- 
bility of  protecting  those  harbours  should 
be  placed  upon  the  Navy  I  might  have 
to  pi^pose  an  addition  to  the  Naval 
Estimates  for  that  purpose. 

My  Lords,  when  I  gave  Notice,  on 
Friday  last,  of  the  remarks  which  I 
should  have  to  submit  to  your  Lord- 
ships to-night,  I  did  not  expect  that  I 
should  have  to  trouble  you  with  any  ob- 
servations, excepting  those  which  I  have 
now  concluded,  upon  the  statements 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer; but  my  noble  Friend  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  in  his  elo- 
quent speech  on  that  evening,  made  cer- 
tain remarks  as  to  the  naval  policy  of 
the  late  Government  upon  which,  out 
of  respect  for  him,  I  am  bound  to  offer 
some  observations.  I  know  that  my 
noble  Friend's  remarks  were  not  made 
in  any  spirit  other  than  friendly  towards 
myself  personally.  I  cannot  suppose 
that  he  is  really  a  hostile  critic  of  his 
old  Colleagues  generally ;  and  therefore 
I  trust  he  will  bo  glad  to  receive  an 
assurance  from  me  that  there  is  no  real 
foundation  for  his  impression  that  the 
statement  I  made  in  your  Lordships' 
House  last  December,  explaining  me 
additions  which  the  late  Government 
proposed  to  make  in  this  year's  Estimates 
for  Shipbuilding,  indicated  that  there 
had  been  any  differences  of  opinion 
among  us  upon  the  maintenance  of  the 
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naval  supremaoy  of  Ghreat  Britain.  I 
am  glad  of  this  opportunity  of  stating 
that  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion 
between  myself  and  Mr.  Ohilders,  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  re- 
spect to  the  Nary.  Indeed,  I  have  been  in 
constant  communication  with  him  during 
the  pMt  five  years,  and  we  are  quite  in 
accord  on  the  subject,  and  I  can  also 
assure  my  noble  Friend  that  there  never 
was  any  such  disagreement  between  Mr. 
G-ladstone  and  myself.  On  no  occasion 
during  the  five  years  I  was  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  has  Mr.  Q-ladstone  de- 
clined to  accede  to  the  proposal  which 
I  considered  it  my  duty  to  make  on  the 
subject  of  increased  expenditure  upon 
the  Navy.  In  fact,  it  is  quite  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  there  was  any  disagree- 
ment between  the  Members  of  the  late 
G-ovemment  upon  this  question. 

As  my  connection  with  the  Navy  has 
come  to  an  end,  I  can  speak  to-night 
with  greater  freedom  than  I  have  been 
able  to  do  heretofore  with  regard  to  the 
policy  of  the  late  Q-ovemment  and  of  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty  as  to  the  build- 
ing of  ships.  In  1 880,  when  the  late 
Government  came  into  Office,  we  found 
the  naval  supremaoy  of  this  country  in 
respect  to  ships  perfectly  secure  for  the 
present ;  but  we  also  found  that,  with 
regard  to  the  future,  matters  were  not  so 
satisfactory,  because  our  powerful  friend 
and  neighbour  France,  in  the  exercise 
of  her  undoubted  right,  and  for  every 
good  reasons,  was  building  a  great  many 
armour-plated  ships,  and  their  number 
was  greater  than  that  of  those  we  were 
building  ourselves.  We  found,  more- 
over; that  France  was  superior  to  us 
in  respect,  not  to  the  number  or  the 
armament,  but  to  the  speed  of  their 
cruisers.  I  do  not  say  this  with  a  desire 
to  throw  any  blame  upon  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  which  preceded  ours.  It  is 
impossible  for  me  to  say  that  they  would 
not  have  pursued,  if  they  had  remained  in 
Office,  exactly  the  same  policy  which  we 
have  pursued  and  with  equal  success, 
and  therefore  I  have  no  reason  to  blame 
them.  I  am  simply  stating  facts.  This 
having  been  the  state  of  the  case,  I 
might  have  come  to  Parliament  with  a 
story  of  the  neglected  state  of  the  Navy 
under  our  Predecessors,  have  been 
praised  to  the  skies  by  all  the  military 
papers,  and  have  spent  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  ordering  at  once  a  great  num- 
ber of  ships.    I  deliberately  abstained 
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from  doing  this.  I  did  not  wish  to  throw 
any  blame  on  our  Predeoessors,  as  I 
have  said  before ;  but  I  had  another  and 
a  stronger  reason  for  not  stating  the  case 
publicly  then.  I  did  not  want  to  pro- 
claim our  condition  to  the  world,  for 
if  I  had  done  so  we  might  have  been 
placed  in  an  awkward  position  as  regards 
our  future  supremacy  at  sea ;  for  it  would 
have  been  quite  competent  for  our  friends 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel  to  say — 
<*  We  now  know  in  what  state  the  £hig- 
lish  Navy  is,  and  we  have  only  to  in- 
crease our  expenditure  to  keep  up  oar 
strength  to  theirs."  That  would  have 
defeated  the  object  I  had  in  view. 

In  order  that  your  Lordships  may  feel 
satisfied  that  this  description  of  our 
policy  is  not  an  afterthought,  or  invented 
for  the  occasion,  I  may  mention  that  in 
1881,  when  I  was  asked  by  the  Boyal 
Commission  upon  the  Defences  of  the 
Colonies  and  ^Trade  to  appear  before 
them,  I  gave  my  opinion  respecting  the 
general  condition  of  the  Navy,  and  I 
stated  then  frankly  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  and  explained  that  the  policy 
of  the  Admiralty  was  to  increase  very 
considerably  the  number  of  armour- 
plated  ships  and  of  fast  cruisers.  My 
Lords,  that  has  been  done  steadily  and 
gradually  since.  Year  by  year,  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  House  know  very  well, 
the  money  spent  upon  shipbuildii^r  has 
been  increased,  and  year  by  year  we 
have  laid  down  more  armour-plated 
ships  and  more  fast  cruisers ;  and  when 
public  opinion  was  roused  upon  this  sub- 
ject, I  am  bound  to  say  long  after  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  were  aware  of  the 
facts  and  were  engaged  in  dealing 
practically  with  them,  we  gladly  took 
advantage  of  the  feeling  for  the  purpose 
of  adding  considerably  to  the  rate  of  ex- 
penditure. As  I  was  satisfied,  by  care- 
fully watching  the  progress  made  in  the 
construction  of  ships  of  war  abroad,  that 
there^was  no  immediate  risk,  I  believe 
we  were  right  in  moving  gradually  and 
in  accordance  with  public  opinion.  In 
my  view,  in  a  country  where  the  Govern- 
ment depends  upon  the  support  of  the 
House  of  Parliament  elected  by  the 
people,  it  is  not  safe  for  any  Administra- 
tion to  undertake  large  expenditure  in 
advance  of  the  general  feeling  of  the 
people. 

That  has  been  our  policy,  and  now  I 
ask  your  Lordships  to  consider  what  the 
result  has  been.    The  result  has  been 
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wliat  whereas  fiye  years  ago  the  ntunber 
of  armour-plated  ships  and  fast  cruisers 
building  was  very  limited,  that  number 
has  largely  increased.  At  the  end  of 
1880  there  were  seven  armour-plated 
ships  under  construction,  all  in  Govern- 
ment Dockyards.  At  the  present  time, 
there  are  building  10  armour-plated 
shipsy  and  to  these  may  be  added  five 
belted  cruisers,  which  should  be  included, 
because  they  are  fuUy  equal  to  many 
foreign  iron-olads.  Therefore,  there  are 
15  armour-plated  ships  building,  eight 
by  contract  and  seven  in  the  Dockyards, 
as  against  seven  in  the  year  1880.  I 
may  just  mention  that  during  the  period 
of  which  I  am  speaking  France  has 
commenced  only  five  armour-plated  ships, 
and  not  one  of  these  is  advanced  so  far 
as  those  we  laid  down  at  the  same  time. 
As  regards  fast  cruisers,  in  1880  there 
were  only  three  being  built.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  we  have  13,  without  including 
two  armed  despatch  vessels.  Very  few 
ships  of  the  same  class  are  being  built 
in  France.  These  are  a  few  important 
facts  showing  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty 
and  the  oondition  in  which  we  now  stand, 
which  is  very  different  from  our  position 
of  five  years  ago.  I  hope  these  remarks 
will  satisfy  my  noble  Friend  that  our 
policy  has  been  consistent  throughout. 
We  have  done  quietly,  without  talking 
about  it,  what  we  intended  to  do  five 
years  ago,  and  we  only  took  advantage 
of  public  opinion  to  increase  the  rate  of 
our  progress. 

When  the  discussions  in  the  Press  to 
which  the  noble  Duke  alluded  were 
going  on  last  autumn  I  happened  to 
be  abroad,  oil  a  mission  which  I  did 
not  seek  myself,  and  my  acceptance  of 
which  I  regret.  I  do  not  think  I  should 
have  advised  that  the  special  statement, 
which  it  became  my  duty  to  make  to 
this  House  last  December,  should 
have  been  made  in  that  manner,  and 
at  that  time.  I  am  ready  to  admit 
that  it  may  hav^  given  the  impression 
that  there  was  a  change  of  policy — an 
impression  which  might  not  have  been 
^ven  if  some  other  manner  of  putting 
our  case  before  the  public  had  been 
adopted.  I  was  away,  as  I  have  said, 
at  diat  time,  and  I  was  not  personally 
responsible  for  this;  but  it  made  no 
difference  as  to  the  real  facts  of  the 
case. 

As  respects  the  class  of  ships  we  have 
built,  I  will  just  say  that  we  have  avoided 


building  such  very  large  ships  as  have 
been  built,  for  example,  by  the  Italian 
GK)vernment.  I  will  also  say  a  word 
about  the  record  of  naval  construction. 
Some  years  ago  I  read  that  our  lunatic 
asylums  were  largely  filled  by  persons 
whose  minds  had  been  absorbed  by 
questions  of  religion  and  of  currency. 
I  almost  think  we  are  not  unlikely  to 
have  shortly  to  add  another  dangerous 
subject  to  those  two — namely,  the  cal- 
culation of  tonnage  as  a  test  of  progress 
in  the  construction  of  ships ;  for  there 
is  almost  as  much  to  be  said  about  the 
question,  **  What  is  a  ton?"  as  about 
the  question,  "  What  is  a  pound  ?  "  I 
will  only  observe  now  that  I  am  well 
aware  of  the  objections  to  our  present 
system  of  calculation,  and  I  have  only 
abstained  from  altering  it  because,  in 
doing  so,  I  should  have  laid  myself  open 
to  the  imputation  of  casting  blame  upon 
my  Predecessors  in  Office — for  the  result 
would  have  given  the  impression  that 
they  had  done  less  than  was  supposed 
in  the  building  of  ships.  My  Lords,  my 
practical  conclusion  is,  that  whether  we 
take  the  returns  of  tons,  which  has  been 
our  system,  or  of  percentages  of  pro- 
gress, which  is  the  French  system — they 
do  not  really  help  us  much.  There 
are  three  stages  in  the  building  of  a 
ship  which  cannot  mislead  anyone  — 
first,  when  a  ship  is  laid  down;  next, 
when  a  ship  is  launched,  which  shows 
she  must  have  made  considerable  pro- 
gress ;  and,  lastly,  when  she  is  ready  for 
sea.  These  are  the  points  to  which  my 
attention  has  been  mainly  directed  with 
respect  to  the  rate  of  progress  of  our 
own  and  of  foreign  ships. 

My  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or 
two  as  to  the  Fleet  now  manoeuvring 
under  the  command  of  Sir  G-eoffirey 
Hornby,  for  I  have  heard  some  remarks 
passed  on  its  constitution.  The  Board 
of  Admiralty  never  for  a  moment  ima- 
gined that  it  could  be  supposed  that  the 
constitution  of  that  Fleet  was  the  consti- 
tution our  Squadrons  would  assume  in 
the  event  of  war.  Sir  Geoffrey  Hornby 
is  one  of  the  best  and  most  capable 
officers  in  the  Service  to  conduct  the 
important  experiments  we  desired  to 
make ;  and  it  was  for  that  special  pur- 
pose that  the  ships  of  all  classes  were 
collected  and  placed  under  the  command 
of  Sir  Geoffrey  Hornby,  leaving  to  him 
full  discretion  to  distribute  them  as  he 
pleased  for  experimental  purposes. 
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In  what  I  have  said,  my  Lords,  with 
regard  to  the  policy  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  I  should  not  do  justice  to 
my  own  feelings  if  I  were  not  to  put 
aside  all  claim  to  personal  merit  in  the 
matter.  I  had  the  advantage  of  the 
assistance  of  my  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  (Lord  Alcester)  and  other  navcd 
officers  of  great  ability  and  devotion  to 
the  Public  Service.  I  am  glad  to  have 
this  opportunity  of  testifying  in  the 
highest  terms  to  the  eminent  qualities 
of  Sir  Cooper  Key,  who  during  the  five 
yeard  I  was  in  Office  filled  the  important 
position  of  Senior  Naval  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  the  great  advantage  of  the 
Public  Service.  I  have  seen  it  asked  in 
the  newspapers,  and  I  believe  the  same 
thing  has  been  said  at  the  Military 
Clubs — **Why  on  earth  do  you  naval 
officers  stop  at  the  Admiralty,  when  you 
know  that  the  Navy  is  managed  in  a 
way  you  do  not  like  ?  Why  do  you  not 
give  your  opinions  and  leave  the  civi- 
lians to  their  own  devices?"  I  think 
what  I  have  said  will  be  an  answer  to 
those  observations.  During  my  adminis- 
tration the  Naval  Lords  supported  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  with  the 
utmost  loyalty,  and  with  the  most  per- 
fect freedom  ^om  political  or  personal 
bias;  and  I  am  sure  I  am  not  misin- 
terpreting their  feelings  when  I  say 
that  they  have  done  so  because  they 
knew  that  I  was  determined,  in  general 
accordance  with  their  views,  to  insure 
the  naval  supremacy  of  this  country. 
I  challenge  a  comparison  at  the  present 
time  of  the  position  of  Great  Britain 
in  respect  of  ships  ready  for  service  and 
building  with  the  position  in  which  this 
country  has  stood  in  recent  times.  Your 
Lordships  know  very  well  that  many 
years  ago  England  had  a  leirge  prepon- 
derance in  the  old  sailing  line-of-battle 
ships.  The  introduction  of  steam  equal- 
ized matters,  and  again  all  nations  were 
put  upon  an  equality  for  a  time  when 
armour-plating  was  introduced;  but  I 
will  venture  to  say  that  the  naval 
supremacy  of  this  country  is  more 
firmly  established  now  than  it  has  been 
at  any  former  time  since  the  introduc- 
tion of  steam  into  shipbuilding.  In 
saying  this  as  to  the  strength  of  the 
Navy  in  ships,  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  not  suppose  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  ships  of  the  British  Navy  form  its 
real  and  its  greatest  strength.  It  is  not 
in  ships,  but  in  officers  and  men,  that 
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the  real  strength  of  our  magnificent 
Navy  consists.  I  venture  to  assert  that 
never  in  the  history  of  England  have 
our  officers  and  men  been  more  tho- 
roughly instructed,  animated  by  a 
higher  spirit  of  discipline,  or  better 
able  to  maintain  the  honour  of  the 
British  Flag  whenever  they  may  be 
called  upon  to  do  so  in  any  part  of  the 
world. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
Earl  of  Hareowby)  :  My  Lords,  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  I 
wish  at  once  to  express  my  regret,  and 
that  of  my  Colleagues,  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
should  think  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  intended  to  make  a  per- 
sonal attack  upon  him  with  regard  to 
this  large  question  affecting  the  Admi- 
ralty. It  is  the  very  last  thing  we  should 
do,  and  after  being  in  Office  so  very  short 
a  time  it  would  be  impossible  to  assail  in 
a  hasty  and  rash  manner  the  reputation 
and  character  of  the  noble  Earl,  who 
has  rendered  such  distinguished  services 
to  the  country,  and  who  is  justly  en- 
titled to  the  respect  of  every  man  in  it, 
by  reason  of  the  high  character  which 
he  holds.  I  think  that  the  tone  and  in- 
tention of  the  speech  of  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  has  been  very  much  misun- 
derstood by  the  noble  Earl,  and  that  there 
was  no  such  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  the 
noble  Earl  imputes  to  him.  I  am  sure 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  make 
any  personal  attack  either  upon  the 
noble  Earl  or  upon  any  one  of  his  Col- 
leagues. He^expressly  said — **  I  cannot 
say  at  present  who  is  to  blame."  I  hope 
that  the  noble  Earl  will  receive  my  as- 
surance that  at  the  present  time  no 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
wishes  to  assail  him,  or  any  officers  of 
his  late  Department.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment reserved  their  opinion  on  this 
serious  and  grave  question  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  that  they  neither  attacked  nor 
assailed  any  single  individual.  I  am 
not  so  very  much  surprised  at  the  tone 
the  noble  Earl  adopted,  when  I  see  that 
he  puts  the  issue  on  such  false  and  mis- 
taken grounds  as  he  has  done.  He  says 
that  the  expenditure  in  excess  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  was  right  and  proper,  and 
he  maintains  that  that  is  the  question. 
That  is  not  the  question  in  the  slightest 
degree  raised  by  my  right  hon.  ^iend 
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in  hie  Budget  Speech  in  the  House  of 
Cominons.  The  question  is  a  perfectly 
different  one.  We  do  not  give  any 
opinion  whatever  on  the  subject  of  the 
expenditure,  and  we  neither  say  that  it 
was  right  or  wrong,  nor  excessive  or  de- 
ficient. We  do  not  go  into  that  ques- 
tion, or  enter  into  the  subject  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Vote  at  all.  The 
question  we  do  raise  is  one  of  great 
gravity — namely,  whether  the  financial 
control  and  the  accounting  arrangements 
in  the  Board  of  Admiralty  have  been 
efficient  or  not.  That  is  the  point  raised 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
I  will  remind  the  noble  Earl  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  rake  up  this 
matter  for  the  purpose  of  itching  any 
attack  upon  anyone,  either  upon  him 
or  his  Government;  but  it  was  forced 
upon  his  notice  by  his  being  compelled 
to  bring  forward  a  Budget  on  behalf  of 
the  new  Government.  The  fact  came 
under  the  notice  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  composing  his 
Budget.  Mr.  Childers,  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  his  speech 
on  the  Budget,  observed  of  the  Vote 
of  Credit  for  £11,000,000  that  only 
£9,000,000  would  be  wanting,  and  that 
there  was  a  surplus  of  £2,000,000.  Of 
that  £9.000,000,  £3,000,000  were  de- 
voted to  the  Navy.  From  that  it  was 
necessary  to  deduct  £200,000  allotted  to 
the  Army  for  coaling  stations  and  com- 
mercial harbours,  and  the  remaining 
£2,800,000  was  allotted  to  the  Navy. 
That  was  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Childers  in  his  Budget  Speech.  The 
new  Government  received  their  Seals  on 
the  24th  of  June ;  but,  by  a  curious  legal 
arrangement,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty was  unable  to  execute  any  legal 
functions  of  his  Department  until  July  3 
—a  very  inconvenient  arrangement. 
As  soon  as  that  inconvenience  was  got 
over.  Lord  George  Hamilton  took  pos- 
session of  the  Admiralty,  and  began  to 
inquire  into  the  administration  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  in  connection  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  What 
did  he  find  ?  When  he  made  inquiries, 
he  was  assured  that  all  the  liabilities 
under  the  Vote  of  Credit  amounted  to 
£2,874,000.  That  was  much  the  same 
as  stated  by  Mr.  Childers,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  being  £74,000  more.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  whole  finance 
of  both  Governments,  both  Liberal  and 
Conservative,  was  based  upon  the  accu- 


racy of  those  figures,  as  to  what  re- 
mained to  the  good  of  this  Vote  of 
Credit.  Both  the  Liberal  and  the  Con- 
servative Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
consulted  the  Admiralty  as  to  the  con- 
sumption of  the  Vote  of  Credit,  and 
both  were  assured  that  only  £2,800,000 
would  be  required.  When  Lord  George 
Hamilton  found  that  there  would  be  an 
excess  of  £74,000,  he  communicated  the 
fact  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. Lord  George  Hamilton  thought 
that  it  would  be  better  to  inquire  still 
more  closely  into  the  matter,  and  he 
was  then  told  that  there  was  a  further 
liability  of  £850,000.  ^  That  induced 
him  to  push  his  inquiries  further,  and 
in  another  week's  time  he  was  able  to 
ascertain  that  that  £350,000  had  risen 
to  £700,000.  A  few  days  more  showed 
that,  instead  of  the  sum  of  £2,800,000 
announced  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  have  been  expended  by 
the  Admiralty  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit, 
no  less  than  £952«000  more,  or  nearly 
another  £  1 ,  000, 000,  had  been  spent.  I 
have  studied  these  details  of  gradation 
in  order  to  show  the  extreme  difficulty 
which  my  noble  Friend  had  in  ascer- 
taining the  real  financial  position  of  the 
Admiralty;  and  I  venture  to  say  it  is 
somewhat  strange  that  the  Admiralty 
was  not  left  in  a  position  to  afford  that 
full  information  which  the  noble  Earl 
the  late  First  Lord  states  that  ho  had  in 
his  breast  with  regard  to  these  financial 
matters.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  revelations  which  have  been  made 
point  to  a  very  loose  arrangement  and 
great  defects  in  the  Department.  It 
does  seem  extraordinary  that  it  should 
take  three  weeks'  pressing  before  the 
Head  of  a  great  Department  can  find 
out  that  the  Department  was  under  a 
liability  of  nearly  £1,000,000  more  than 
had  been  publicly  stated.  After  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  I 
think  I  ought  to  give  in  a  lew  words 
the  exact  statement  now  made  to  my 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
ralty as  to  this  deficit  of  £952,000.  First 
of  all,  as  to  the  excess  which  was  re- 
ported to  him  on  his  assumption  of 
Office 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  asked 
where  did  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  obtain  the  information  ? 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL:  This 
Paper  has  been  officially  given  to  the 
First  Lord. 
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The  Earl  of  NOETHBEOOK 
whom? 

The  LOED  PEIVY  SEAL:  I  do 
not  know,  therefore  I  cannot  give  the 
noble  Earl  the  name;  but,  no  doubt, 
my  noble  Friend  will  be  happy  to  sup- 
ply the  name  to  the  noble  Earl.  I  will 
give  four  sets  of  figures  to  your  Lord- 
ships. The  first  excess  which  was  re- 
ported to  my  noble  Friend  was  that  of 
£74,991  for  further  liabilities  contingent 
and  unavoidable.  I  may  say  that  this 
excess  is  totally  unprovided  for  in  the 
Estimate  or  in  the  Vote  of  Credit,  and 
falls  due  within  the  financial  year.  My 
first  figure  of  items  of  excess  ascertained 
is  £  1 6, 000  for  special  gratuities  to  seamen 
and  Marines — as  promised  to  the  Army 
— for  their  work  in  Egypt  and  their  ser- 
vices in  the  Soudan .  My  second  figure  is 
£25,000,  and  that  excess  is  due  to  the 
balance  still  owing  on  the  contract  for  the 
purchase  of  the  submarine  cable  for  the 
Baltic,  and  is  in  addition  to  the  sum  of 
£190,000  provided  for  in  Mr.  Ohilders' 
Estimate.  My  third  figure  of  excess  is 
£127,000,  being  the  cost  of  arming  the 
40  torpedo  boats  ordered  by  the  late 
G-overnment.  The  excess  is  in  addition 
to  a  sum  of  £500,000  provided  for  the 
torpedo  boats  themselves  in  Mr.  Chil- 
ders'  Estimate.  I  ought  to  state  that 
the  Naval  Members  of  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  all  agree  that  torpedo  boats 
are  almost  useless  without  torpedo  fit- 
tings ;  and,  as  far  as  we  are  able  to  ascer- 
tain, that  was  the  opinion  of  the  pro- 
fessional Members  of  the  late  Board. 
The  fourth  set  of  figures  which  I  give 
is  that  of  £710,000,  in  addition  to 
£1,000,000  taken  in  Mr.  Childers'  Esti- 
mate, for  the  liabilities  actually  incurred 
upon  transport ;  or,  rather,  I  should  say 
that  £510,000  represents  the  liabilities 
actually  incurred  for  transport  before 
the  present  Government  took  Office,  and 
£200,000  the  amount  which  will  pro- 
bably be  required  in  order  to  bring  home 
the  troops  from  Egypt,  in  consequence 
of  the  action  of  the  late  Government. 
This  £710,000,  I  repeat,  is  in  addition 
to  the  £1,000,000,  which  was  stated  in 
Mr.  Childers'  speech.  The  total  excess, 
therefore,  over  the  Vote  of  Credit  as- 
signed to  the  Navy  comes  to  the  figure 
of  £952,991.  I  will  say,  however,  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  hopes 
to  reduce  that  sum  by,  probably, 
£100,000,  by  selling  submarine  cables 
and  other  such  matters.    I  ought  also  to 
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say,  while  upon  this  subject,  that  my 
noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty has  had  great  satisfaction  in 
being  able  to  reduce  the  expenditure  on 
transports  by  about  £281,000  monthly, 
with  regard  to  some  he  is  able  to  dis- 
charge. Otherwise  the  bill  would  have 
been  larger  still.  That  is  a  short  state- 
ment of  the  accounts  that  have  been 
placed  in  the  hemds  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  feel  that  it  was  a  serious  picture  that 
was  laid  before  the  present  Government. 
We  blame  no  one ;  we  do  not  go  into  the 
question  of  how  these  errors  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  that  Vote  of  Credit  was 
made.  We  do  not  go  into  the  merits 
and  demerits  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit ;  but  being  face  to  face 
with  these  extraordinary  disclosures,  for 
such  I  am  bound  to  call  them,  we  think 
it  absolutely  necessary  that  there  should 
be  some  Parliamentary  inquiry  into  the 
subject.  If  they  can  be  explained  away 
satisfactorily,  no  one  will  rejoice  more 
than  Her  Majesty's  present  Ministers; 
but  it  is  absolutely  essential  that  the 
absence  of  financial  control  which  has 
resulted  in  the  relation  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  with  his  Department, 
with  liabilities  amounting  to  £950,000 
over  and  above  what  they  were  repre- 
sented by  his  Predecessor — that  this  state 
of  things  should  be  thoroughly  examined 
into  by  Parliament.  My  Lords,  I  will 
not  trouble  you  with  any  longer  state- 
ment. All  I  will  venture  to  say  is,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  feel  that 
economy  is  most  necessary  in  the  present 
time  of  severe  distress  and  industrial 
suffering.  We  feel  that  economy  is  one 
of  our  first  duties ;  but,  as  men  of  busi- 
ness, we  feel  that  it  is  hopeless  to  expect 
to  secure  economy  in  our  great  Depart- 
ments unless  there  be  a  thoroughly  good 
system  of  accounts  in  those  Departments. 
It,  therefore,  becomes  for  us  a  very,  very 
solemn  duty  to  see  that  a  perfectly  good 
system  of  accounts  is  established  in  this 
great  Department,  if  it  is  true  that  it 
does  not  exist.  I  confess,  my  Lords, 
that  the  statement  of  facts  I  have*  laid 
before  you  leads  me  to  think  that  there 
must  have  been  some  slackness  some- 
where. Either  the  system  is  faulty,  or 
the  supervision  of  it  is  faulty,  or  the 
system  is  not  worked  out  properly— 
where  the  screw  may  be  loose  I  cannot 
say  ;  but,  in  the  face  of  the  statements  I 
have  made,  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
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agree  with  me  we  are  right  in  having 
settled  that  Parliamentary  inquiry  in  the 
interests  of  all  Parties  ought  to  be  made ; 
and  I  confess  my  own  opinion  upon  this 
has  been  still  further  strengthened  by 
hearing  the  statement  of  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  which  shows  a  great 
number  of  discrepancies  from  the  state- 
ment which  we  have  receiTed  and 
which  is  now  before  the  House.  We 
have  dealt  with  this  question  with  a 
total  absence  of  anything  like  personal 
feeling,  and  simply  with  a  desire  to 
do  what  is  right,  honourable,  and  best 
in  a  grave  and  very  serious  state  of 
things. 

The  Eabl  op  RA.VENSWORTH  said, 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Northbrook)  was  very  candid,  now  that 
he  was  no  longer  hampered  by  official 
harness.  He  had  broken  loose,  and  he 
had  told  them  that  he  had  not  been  alto- 
gether satisfied  with  the  condition  of 
things  at  the  Admiralty  for  a  long  time. 
If  that  were  so,  why  had  the  noble  Earl 
not  attempted  to  mend  them  during  his 
five  years  of  Office?  He  (the  Earl  of 
Bavensworth)  concurred  with  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  necessity  of  Parliament 
taiy  inquiry  into  the  matter.  Votes  of 
Credit  were  naturally,  as  a  rule,  asked  for 
in  times  of  emergency,  and  were  granted 
with  a  little  want  of  care  as  to  how  they 
were  to  be  spent.  He  would  point  out 
that  an  audit  did  not  interfere  with  the 
action  of  a  Department  at  a  time  of 
emergency,  but  was  merely  a  history, 
compiled  afterwards,  of  that  action. 
What  he  wanted  to  know  was,  what 
steps  were  taken  by  the  Admiralty  to 
satisfy  the  ooimtry  that  the  Vote  had 
been  properly  expended,  and  with  a 
due  reg^ard  to  its  interests  ?  One  great 
source  of  expenditure  was  labour  in  the 
Dockyards,  and  the  system  of  checking 
the  bill  for  labour  by  the  Admiralty  left 
a  great  deal  to  be  desired.  Unless  the 
Admiralty  were  determined  to  weed  ob- 
solete ships  out  of  the  Channel  Squadron, 
we  should  continue  liable  to  the  charge 
of  being  content  with  a  paper  Fleet. 
The  Committee  on  which  he  served  last 
year  could  not  help  seeing  that  there 
was  room  for  still  further  inquiry  as  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  administration  of  the  Dockyards. 
The  country  certainly  ought  to  be 
satisfied  that  steamers  taken  up  for 
transport  had  been  obtained  on  reason- 
able terms,  in  a  favourable  market,  and 


that  money's  worth  had  been  obtained 
for  the  money  expended. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

EARLDOM  OF  MAR  RESTITUTION 

BILL. 
NOMINATION  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

On  Motion,  that  the  Lords  following 
be  named  of  the  Committee : — 

L.  Chancellor.  L.  RoBebeiy. 

L.  Privy  Seal.  L.  Ptnzance. 

D.  Bedford.  L.  Moncreiff. 
M.  Bute.  L.  Coleridge. 

E.  Sydney.  L.  Blackburn. 
£.  Redesdale.  L.  Watson. 
E.  Selbome.  L.  BramweU. 
L.  Hopetoun.  L.  FitzG«rald. 
L.  Ker. 

Thb  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  be  did 
not  wish  to  enter  into  the  question  of 
the  constitution  of  the  Committee ;  but 
he  thought  it  very  desirable  that  it 
should  contain  some  Peer  who  was  con- 
versant with  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 
competent  to  represent  certain  inte- 
rests. 

The  Marquess  of  SALI8BUEY  said, 
that  this  was  a  Bill  moved  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  it  was 
difficult  to  discuss  it  in  the  entire  ab- 
sence of  the  Party  opposite;  but  he 
should  have  imagined  that  aU  interests 
were  duly  represented  in  the  Committee 
as  nominated.  It  would  be  better  for 
his  noble  Friend  to  give  Notice  of  any 
alteration  he  desired. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbtjry)  said,  that  the  Committee 
could  receive  explanations  or  informa- 
tion from  others  than  Members,  and  he 
did  not  see  any  necessity  to  increase  the 
number. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
what  he  desired  was  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  public  satisfaction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Wednesday 
the  22nd  instant^  at  Two  o'clock,  and  to 
appoint  their  own  Chairman. 

House  adjourned  at  Eiglit  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o^dock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  \Ath  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— New  Membbr  Swobk  — Lord 
Arthur  Hill, /or  County  of  Down. 

Supply — considered  in  (Jommittee — Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  —  Class  IV.  —  Education, 
SciEKCE,  AND  Art;  Votes  1,  2,  11 ;  Class  III. 
—Law  and  Justice  ;  Votes  5  to  16,  18  to  20 ; 
Class  VI. — Non-Epfective  and  Charitable 
Sbbyicbs;  Vote  1. 
Betolutiont  [July  13]  reported. 

Private  Bill  {by  Order) — Considered  as  amended 
— Rathinines  and  Bathgar  Township. 

Public  Bn.LS-'Ordergd— First  Reading^-HoX' 
riagee  (Saint  John  Cowley)  *  [234]. 

Second  Reading --JjOGaX  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  (No. 
2)*  [212];  Ecdesiastical  Commissioners* 
[227]. 

Co»M»»/^M— Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of 
Imprisonment)  •  [180] — r.p.  ;  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Returning  Officers)  [99]— r.  p. 

Committee — Report — Public  Health  (Members 
and  Officers)  [114]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Pole- 
hampton  Estates*  [216];  Cholera  Hospitals 
(Ireland)*  [231],  0x16. passed. 

Report — ^Public  Health  (Scotland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  2)*  [207];  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Public  Health 
Act}  (No.  1)*  [162];  Metropolis  (Hughes 
Fields,  Deptford)  Provisional  Order  Confir- 
mation* [206];  Metropolis  (Tabard  Street, 
Newington)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  • 
[204]. 

Considered  as  am^m^ef— Copyhold  Enfranchise- 
ment [26]. 

Third  Reading— Tost  Office  Sites*  [193],  and 
passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Law  of  Evidence  (Criminal 
Cases)  •  [66]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


RATHMINES    AND    RATHGAR    TOWN- 
SHIP BILL  [Lords']  {by  Order.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonsidsred. 

Clause  1 1  (Persons  qualified  to  vote 
for  Commissioners). 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the  first 
Amendment  which  appeared  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name.  It  was  not  the 
Amendment  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
yesterday,  but  a  further  Amendment, 
which  would  precede  the  one  he  had  in- 
tended to  move.  The  original  Amend- 
ment proposed  to  omit  the  words  ''to 
the  yearly  value  of  ten  pounds,"  and  the 


clause  would  then  provide  that  the 
electors  should  consist  of  all  male  per- 
sons of  full  age  who  were  rated  to  the 
Eathmines  and  Eathgar  Township  rate. 
The  Amendment  which  he  now  propoeed 
to  move,  in  the  first  instance,  woiud,  if 
accepted  by  the  House,  substitute  the 
''poor"  rate  for  the  Eathmines  and 
Eathgar  Township  rate.  His  object 
was  to  leave  out  the  annual  £10  ratal 
value  which  existed  in  Eathmines  and 
Eathgar,  and  some  other  townships.  The 
franchise  of  the  Irish  townships  was  not 
uniform ;  and  in  some  of  the  townships 
immediately  adjoining  Eathmines  and 
Eathgar  it  was  only  about  one-half 
what  it  was  in  the  township  of  Eath- 
mines and  Eathgar  itself.  Now,  the 
£10  ratal  franchise  which  existed  in 
the  Irish  towns  was  about  equivalent 
to  a  £20  franchise  in  this  country, 
the  difierenoe  between  the  ratal  and 
the  rentid  value  in  the  Irish  towns 
being  very  much  greater  than  in 
England;  and  it  was  computed  that  a 
nominal  £10  ratal  in  Ireland  was  about 
equivalent,  in  the  majority  of  oases,  to 
an  £18  rental  in  the  rest  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  majority  of  Members 
in  that  House  were  now  committed  to  a 
reduction  both  of  the  Municipal  and 
Parliamentary  franchise  in  Ireland ;  and 
he  believed  that  more  than  one-half 
of  the  Members  in  the  House  had,  at 
one  time  or  other,  voted  in  favour  of 
that  principle.  As  one  of  the  Members 
of  the  Eoyal  Commission,  over  which, 
indeed,  he  had  had  the  honour  to  pre- 
side, he  had  become  acquainted,  through 
the  evidence  adduced  before  it,  with  ti^e 
pressing  character  of  the  evils  which 
now  existed  in  Ireland  with  regard  to 
municipal  representation,  and  of  the 
necessity  which  existed  for  a  reduction 
in  the  borough  franchise.  He  was  not 
able  to  refer  in  detail  to  the  statements 
contained  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Commis- 
sion, nor  did  he  think  that  he  would 
be  justified  in  referring  in  detail  to  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Commission, 
inasmuch  as  the  Eeport  of  the  Commis- 
sion and  the  evidence  were  not  yet  in 
the  hands  of  the  House.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  the  Eeport  would  be 
issued  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  was  only 
justified  in  stating  to  the  House  the  im- 
pression which  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Commission  had  produced  upon 
his  own  mind.    The  evidence  of  witness 
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after  witness  giren  before  the  Commis- 
sion— and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  it 
was  most  nniform  evidence — ^the  evi- 
dence of  witnesses  belonging  to  every 
political  Party  from  all  parts  of  Ireland 
was  of  the  strongest  possible  kind  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  very  high  franchise 
which  at  present  existed  in  the  Irish 
townships.  The  statement  which  was 
heard  everywhere  was  that  the  franchise 
was  limited  to  a  certain  class  of  people, 
by  whom  the  representatives  returned 
to  the  Irish  mimioipalities  were  only 
capable  of  being  elected.  The  effect  in 
regard  to  the  Town  Gommissionerships 
was  to  place  the  entire  power,  so  far  as 
election  and  administration  was  con- 
cerned, in  the  hands  of  a  small  ring  of 
persons,  upon  whom  the  general  public 
opinion  of  the  locality  could  have  no 
biearing  whatever.  The  result  of  that 
was  seen  in  the  extreme  difficulty  which 
there  was  of  securing  a  proper  adminis- 
tration of  the  Sanitary  I^ws  in  the  Irish 
townships,  and  in  the  fact  that  the  death 
rate  in  the  Irish  towns  was  three-fold 
that  of  the  rural  districts  in  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  this  particular  Bill,  the 
Hathmines  and  Bathgar  Town  Oommis- 
sioners  had  taken  objection  to  it  at  the 
last  moment.  It  was  a  subject  to  which 
he  had  paid  attention  for , some  years; 
but  this  particular  case  had  only  been 
brought  before  him  in  a  prominent  way 
in  the  recent  inquiry.  He  said  that  by 
way  of  explanation  to  the  House  for  not 
having  taken  this  action  before.  If  the 
Bill  related  to  an  English  town,  or  to 
an  English  Local  Board  District,  there 
would  have  been  a  Beport  made  upon 
it,  going  through  the  Bill  clause  by 
clause,  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 
But  in  Ireland  that  was  not  the  case. 
The  Local  GK>vemmeht  Board  in  Ire- 
land was  not  in  the  habit  of  reporting 
generally  upon  Irish  Bdvate  Bills,  but 
only  upon  specific  points  brought  before 
them.  The  Irish  Local  Government 
Board  did  not  report  on  Private  Bills 
clause  by  clause  in  the  way  in  which 
Private  Bills  were  reported  upon  by  the 
Local  Gt)vemment  Board  in  England,  or 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  where  they  related 
to  improvements  concerning  trade,  or  by 
the  Home  Office  under  the  system  lately 
introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  A 
Keportf  however,  was  made  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  die  Chairman  of  Ways  and 


Means  (Sir  Arthur  Otway)  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  of  Ireland  to  the 
effect  that  an  application  was  made  by 
the  promoters  for  a  Bill  without  the 
sanction  or  approval  of  the  Board ;  but 
the  Secretary  of  the  Board  intimated 
that  the  Board  were  not  aware  of  any 
objection  to  the  proposals  contained  in 
the  Bill.  That  Keport,  he  might  say, 
had  regard  to  the  financial  propossJs 
contained  in  the  Bill.  The  Local  Go- 
vemment  Board  of  Ireland  did  not  con- 
sider the  merits  of  the  scheme  contained 
in  a  Private  Bill,  nor  did  they  express 
approval  or  disapproval  in  this  particular 
case  of  the  provision  to  re-enact  the  £10 
ratal  franchise.  There  was  no  Eeport 
from  any  Public  Department  in  Ireland 
which  could  be  referred  to  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means.  The  ordinary 
qualification  —  the  qualification  in  the 
case  of  the  majority  of  Irish  towns — was 
a  £5  rating  franchise,  which  was  about 
equal  to  a  rental  of  £9  or  £10.  The 
qualification  in  one  case  was  as  low  as 
£4 ;  but  he  believed  that  the  average 
qualification  was  £5.  In  Kingstown  he 
fancied  that  it  was  £4;  but,  at  all 
events,  if  an  inquiry  were  made  hon. 
Members  would  find  that  £5  was  the 
qualification  in  a  majority  of  oases  for 
the  election  of  Town  Commissioners. 
The  Eoyal  Commission  of  which  he  was 
a  Member  took  some  evidence  upon  that 
point,  and  he  had  the  opportunity  of 
seeing  and  hearing  the  able  and  excel- 
lent Secretary  of  the  Bathgar  and  Bath- 
mines  Town  Commissioners.  That  gen- 
tleman said  to  the  Commission,  in  the 
course  of  his  examination,  that  there 
had  been  certain  complaints  in  Bath- 
mines  and  Bathgar  in  regard  to  the 
over-representation  of  property  as  com- 
pared with  the  representation  of  the  in- 
habitants ^nerally.  The  Town  Com- 
mission, of  course,  was  not  prepared 
to  admit  the  fact ;  but  it  was  acknow- 
ledged that  such  a  complaint  had  been 
made.  Generally  speaking,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  throughout  Ireland  it 
was  the  almost  universal  opinion  that 
the  effect  of  this  very  high  franchise, 
which,  in  this  case,  answered  to  an  £18 
rental  qualification,  was  such  as  to  limit 
to  a  very  great  extent  the  number  of 
electors  and  the  persons  who  were  quali- 
fied to  be  elected  upon  the  Town  Com- 
mission, and  therefore  prevent  them 
from  being  able  to  carry  out  sanitary 
improvements  on  a  large  scale,  because, 
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as  he  had  said,  whenever  improvements 
of  that  kind  were  to  be  carried  out,  it 
was  necessary  that  they  should  have 
the  general  support  of  the  mass  of  the 
people  of  the  locality.  He  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  himself — he  did  not  know 
what  the  effect  might  be  which  would 
be  made  on  the  House  by  the  Eeport  of 
the  Eoyal  Commission,  and  the  evidence 
taken  in  connection  with  it — but  his  own 
opinion  was  very  strong  that  sanitary 
improvements  were  altogether  hindered 
in  Ireland  by  the  very  high  franchise 
which  prevailed  in  regard  to  local  affairs. 
He  now  came  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  thought  the  form  of  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  placed  upon  the 
Paper  would  put  this  question  in  a  more 
satisfactory  position  in  future.  As  he 
had  already  explained,  he  had  originally 
intended  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  second  on  the  Paper,  and  the  rea- 
son why  he  had  changed  that  intention 
was  because  he  discovered  that  in  the 
township  of  Bathmines  and  Hathgar  it 
was  the  practice  not  to  rate  persons 
below  £10.  A  somewhat  similar  system 
formerly  existed  in  England ;  but  it  was 
altered  by  the  Eeform  Act  of  1868,  and 
by  the  Act  which  was  passed  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Eipon  (Mr. 
Goschen)  in  1871.  Under  the  present 
law  a  tenant,  in  a  case  where  the  land- 
lord compounded  for  the  rates,  was  en- 
titled to  have  his  name  returned,  and  to 
appear  as  the  ratepayer  in  the  book. 
That  system  had  been  applied  to  Ireland 
with  regard  to  the  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions by  the  recent  Registration  Act, 
and  it  extended  to  Ireland  the  same 
principle  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Eipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  had  intro- 
duced in  regard  to  this  country.  The 
Amendment  which  he  proposed  to  move 
would  have  the  effect  of  creating  a  £4 
rateable  franchise,  which  was  the  poor 
rate  franchise,  instead  of  the  existing 
qualification.  He  believed  that  the  pre- 
sent poor  rate  franchise  in  Ireland  was 
a  £4  franchise — that  was  to  say,  that  no 
persons  below  that  amount  were  rated, 
and,  therefore,  had  bo  power  to  ta^e 
part  in  the  Poor  Law  elections.  In  a 
statement  which  had  been  circulated  on 
the  part  of  the  Eathgar  and  Eathmines 
Commissioners,  they  stated  that  this 
clause  of  the  Bill  followed  the  lines 
laid  down  in  an  Act  passed  in  1847 ;  but 
the  words  "  Eathmines  and  Eathgar 
township  rate  "  had  been  substituted  for 

Sir  Charhi  IF.  Dilke 


the  words  '*  poors  rate."  He  proposed 
to  return  to  the  words  ''poors  rate," 
and  to  take  out  the  £10  limit,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  reduce  the  &an« 
chise  to  a  £7  or  £8  rental  qualification. 
That  would  be  a  great  improvement 
upon  the  £18  rental  franchise  which  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood  at  present,  would  con- 
tinue  without  alteration.  He  did  not 
know  that  it  was  necessary  that  he  should 
refer  the  House  to  former  Private  Acts 
of  this  particular  Body ;  and  he  would 
only  deal,  before  he  sat  down,  with  an 
objection  which  might  possibly  be  taken 
to  the  Motion  he  now  made.  The  most 
likely  objection  he  could  foresee  was 
this — ''  We  admit  that  it  is  probable  it 
may  be  desirable  to  reduce  the  borough 
franchise  in  Ireland,  or  the  franchise  for 
the  election  of  Town  Commissioners,  and, 
indeed,  all  the  local  franchises  in  Ireland. 
But,  although  we  admit  that,  we  should 
not  be  prepared  to  reduce  the  franchise  in 
the  case  of  the  first  Private  Bill  which 
comes  before  the  House  this  Session  in 
which  the  question  is  raised."  He  had 
considered  that  objection,  believing  that 
it  might  probably  be  taken  to  his  pre- 
sent action.  Of  course,  it  might  have 
some  weight  with  the  House,  and  some 
hon.  Members  might  be  persuaded  by  that 
view  to  refuse  to  alter  the  franchise  in 
an  exceptional  case.  He,  therefore,  felt 
fully  the  responsibility  of  the  course  he 
wastaking ;  but,  in  the  face  of  all  the  facts 
which  hs^  come  to  his  knowledge,  he 
felt  that  he  could  not  be  a  party  to  the 
continuance  of  the  present  high  fran- 
chise. He,  therefore,  felt  bound  to  press 
this  Amendment  on  the  attention  of  the 
House,  even  although  it  might  seem 
hard  upon  the  promoters  of  one  parti- 
cular Private  Bill.  At  the  same  time, 
he  did  not  see  in  what  way  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Private  Bill  would  be 
damnified  by  the  lowering  of  the  fran- 
chise in  this  township.  With  regard  to 
the  Bill  itself,  he  could  not  speak  from 
personal  knowledge  of  the  prudence  or 
wisdom  of  the  provisions  contained  in 
it;  but  if  the  scheme  which  the  pro- 
moters had  in  view  was  a  good  scheme 
it  could  harm  them  to  reduce  the  fran- 
chise in  the  way  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  11,  line  15,  by  leaving  ont  the  words 
**  BaUimines  and  Rathgar  Township,'*  and  in- 
serting the  word  •*  Poors.**— (5fr  Ch0rl$i  V. 
DUke.) 

— instead  thereof. 
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Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'Hatliiuines  and  Rathgar  Township* 
stand  part  of  the  Bill/' 

Mr.  ion  HA^MILTONsaid,  thenght 
ton.  Gentleman  was  very  candid  in  ad- 
mitting that  his  Amendment  would  con- 
vert the  Bill  into  a  Franchise  Bill ;  but 
he  seemed  to  overlook  the  fact  that  it 
would  become  part  of  an  Act  under  which 
the  townships  of  the  county  of  Dublin  had 
been  constituted,  and  that  it  would  in- 
troduce a  condition  of  things  which  had 
never  yet  been  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  people  of  that  county.  By  the  Im- 
provement Act  of  1847  the  qualifica- 
tion of  voters  for  the  election  of  Town 
Commissioners  was  fixed  and  adopted, 
and  he  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  not  to  press  the  Amendment 
for  this  reason.  There  had  never  been 
any  objection  raised,  as  far  as  he  was 
aware,  to  the  existing  qualification ;  and 
at  that  late  period  of  the  Session,  if 
the  Amendment  were  adopted,  the  Bill 
would  have  to  be  returned  and  recon- 
sidered in  the  House  of  Lords,  where  it 
would  run  a  good  chance  of  being  re- 
jected, and  the  consequence  would  be 
that  this  important  township  would  lose 
all  the  valuable  improvements  which 
were  proposed  to  be  carried  out  under 
the  Bill.  He  believed  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  earnest  in  his  wish  to 
lower  the  franchise ;  but  it  would  be 
more  desirable  that  he  should  introduce 
a  special  measure  for  that  purpose,  which 
should  apply  to  all  of  the  Irish  townships, 
rather  than  press  an  Amendment  which 
would  only  carry  out  his  object  par- 
tially, seeing  that  it  would  apply  to  one 
township  in  the  county  of  Dublin  only, 
and  would  have  no  effect  upon  the  other 
townships  returning  Town  Commis- 
sioners. He,  therefore,  trusted  that  the 
House  would  not  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  would 
agree  to  pass  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  its 
provisions  having  already  been  fully 
considered  in  **  another  place,"  and  also 
because  the  question  now  raised  was  an 
entirely  new  subiect. 

Mr.  JESSE  CODLINGS  said,  that 
he  was  not  surprised  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  should  have  felt  his  duty  to  bring 
this  matter  forward.  He  thought  that 
any  hon.  Member,  or  any  Englishman 
who  had  sat  upon  the  Eoyal  Commission 
and  heard  the  evidence  given  in  Ireland, 
must  have  been  struck  with  the  farce,  if 
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ho  might  so  call  it,  of  the  municipal 
government  which  existed  in  that  coun- 
try, BO  far  as  municipal  government 
was  understood  in  England.  The 
rating  qualification  in  the  Sister  Coun- 
try was  so  high,  so  complex,  and  so 
calculated  to  prevent  anything  like 
real  representation,  that  he,  for  one, 
was  not  astonished  to  find  how  few 
people,  even  in  populous  boroughs, 
had  the  command  and  management 
of  the  business  of  the  locality.  He 
ventured  to  say  that,  in  comparison  with 
England,  one  of  the  chief  drawbacks  to 
all  sanitary  reform,  and  to  the  carrying 
out  of  public  works  and  improvements 
in  boroughs  and  localities  of  Ireland, 
was  that  the  representation  was  so 
limited,  and  limited  by  the  franchise 
being  so  high.  It  was  quite  evident 
that  the  poorer  classes  were  compelled 
to  suffer  from  that  state  of  things,  be- 
cause they  had  no  voice  in  correcting 
any  evils  or  abuses  which  might  exist. 
In  point  of  fact,  English  Members,  who 
were  acquainted  with  municipal  govern- 
ment in  this  country,  did  not  under- 
stand the  state  of  things  that  existed  in 
Ireland,  and  he  thought  his  right  hon. 
Eriend  would  have  been  altogether 
ignoring  and  forgetting  the  experience 
ho  had  acquired  by  serving  on  the  Royal 
Commission  if  he  had  not  brought  this 
question  forward.  If  hon.  Members  would 
look  at  the  Bill  they  would  see  that  com- 
paratively few  representatives  would  be 
returned  under  the  restricted  franchise, 
and  if  they  would  look  at  the  powers 
which  they  would  have  to  exercise  he 
did  not  think,  at  any  rate  at  this  time 
of  day,  that  Parliament  would  be  dis- 
posed willingly  to  place  such  powers 
in  the  hands  of  a  body  elected  under  so 
restricted  a  franchise.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  this  township,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  would  have  power  to 
take  lands  compulsorily,  to  purchase 
property,  to  sell  lands  not  required,  to 
borrow  money  to  create  township  stock, 
and,  in  fact,  would  enjoy  all  the  powers 
which  belonged  to  a  thoroughly  repre- 
sentative body  in  England.  They  knew 
the  difficulty  which  was  often  experi- 
enced in  the  exercise  of  such  powers  by 
a  really  responsible  and  representative 
body  in  England,  and  yet  they  were 
asked  to  intrust  such  enormous  powers  as 
these  to  those  who  were  rated  at  only  £  1 0 
a-year,  which,  they  were  told,  amounted 
in  Ireland  to  a  rental  of  £20.    There 
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was  another  question  which,  formed  a 
puzzle  to  Englishmen  —  namely,  the 
manner  in  which  the  valuation  was  car- 
ried out  in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members 
would  see  at  a  glance  that  by  passing 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  the  afEairs  of  a  large 
borough  with  a  considerable  population 
would  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  few 
owners  of  property.  He  did  not  see 
how  any  English  Member  who  had 
never  been  accustomed  to  that  sort  of 
thing  could  vote  for  such  a  measure,  and 
he  hoped  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  persevere  with  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  GEAY  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  deterred  by 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
county  of  Dublin  (Mr.'  Ion  Hamilton) 
from  pressing  it.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  if  it  were  carried  there  might 
be  a  danger  of  the  Bill  not  being  passed. 
He  (Mr.  Gray)  did  not  see  why  there 
should  be  any  such  danger.  There  was 
abundance  of  time  for  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  even  if  it  were  necessary  that 
the  Bill  with  the  Amendments  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  go  back 
again  to  the  House  of  Lords  for  con- 
sideration. It  was  perfectly  possible, 
however,  that  valuable  and  important  as 
the  hon.  Member  described  the  Bill  to 
be,  the  promoters  would  abandon  it  rather 
than  consent  to  grant  to  the  township  a 
true  representation.  He  would  venture 
to  say  the  House  would  find,  in  the 
event  of  these  Amendments  being  car- 
ried, that  that  was  really  the  meaning 
of  the  opposition  to  them  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  county  of  Dublin.  No 
doubt,  it  was  extremely  difficult  for  an 
English  Member  to  believe  that  such 
a  condition  of  affairs  could  exist  as 
had  been  described  in  this  township, 
and  which  was  proposed  to  be  per- 
petuated by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
under  consideration.  The  franchise  was 
very  high— quite  equal  to  a  £15  or  £20 
rental  franchise.  Such  a  franchise  was 
altogether  unknown  in  any  large  muni- 
cipality in  England.  The  Town  Com- 
missioners, when  elected,  held  their 
meetings  in  secret ;  they  refused  to  ad- 
mit any  member  of  the  public  to  their 
meetings ;  and  it  was  therefore  impossi- 
ble to  know  how  their  business  was  con- 
ducted, or  even  if  it  were  legally  or 
constitutionally  conducted.  He  was  in- 
formed that  the  business  was  occasionally 
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transacted  by  one  man.  The  meetings 
were  summoned  for  an  early  hour  in  the 
morning ;  but  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
missioners left  as  soon  as  their  names 
had  been  read  over  and  a  quorum 
formed,  leaving  to  a  single  individual 
— the  Chairman  of  the  Township  Board 
— the  entire  transaction  of  the  business. 
The  Board  persistently  refused  to  carry 
on  any  business  in  the  presence  of  the 
public;  and,  more  than  that,  the  Commis- 
sioners themselves  formed  a  close  ring. 
When  the  annual  vacancies  occurred, 
and  one-third  or  one-fourth  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  had  to  be  elected,  the 
Commissioners,  as  a  body,  issued  to  a 
restricted  number  of  owners  a  list  of 
the  names  of  those  whom  they  desired 
to  see  returned,  and  all  the  Commis- 
sioners who  remained  in  office,  together 
with  the  outgoing  Commissioners,  acted 
together  and  voted  as  one  for  the  list 
submitted  by  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves. The  result  was  that,  although 
attempts  had  been  made  over  and  over 
again  to  break  this  ring,  it  was  found 
absolutely  impossible  owing  to  the  way 
in  which  the  Commissioners  worked  to- 
gether. This  was  the  body,  carrying  on 
its  business  in  that  way,  which  this  Bill 
sought  to  perpetuate.  More  than  that, 
whenever  a  casual  vacancy  occurred  in 
this  body,  the  Commissioners  had  power 
under  their  Local  Acts  to  co-opt.  It 
would  thus  be  seen  that  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  Hathmines  and  Rath- 
gar  were  a  body  who  carried  on  their 
business  in  secret,  that  they  issued  a 
house  list  to  the  electors,  so  as  to  insure 
the  same  individuals  being  elected  over 
and  over  again,  and  that  they  co- 
opted  the  casual  vacancies.  On  vari- 
ous occasions  within  the  last  five  or  six 
years  a  Municipal  Franchise  Bill  had 
been  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Sometimes  it  had  only  received 
a  second  reading,  on  other  occasions  it 
had  been  sent  to  the  House  of  Lords 
and  rejected  there;  but  no  one  could 
doubt  that  within  the  next  two  years, 
and  probably  within  the  next  12  months, 
the  whole  of  the  municipal  system  of 
Ireland  would  be  reformed  and  an  ex- 
tended system  of  municipal  government 
passed  into  law.  Probably,  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  would  vote  against  it, 
or  be  induced  themselves  to  propose  a 
scheme.  But  the  Commissioners  knew 
very  well  what  was  coming,  and  they  had 
brought  in  this  Bill  to  enable  them  tp 
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borrow  an  enormous  sum  of  money  in 
order  that  they  mi^ht  carry  out  a  radical 
change  in  the  administration  prior  to  the 
reform  which  they  knew  to  be  coming. 
As  one  who  was  deeply  interested  in  the 
prosperity  of  Dublin  he  would  prefer, 
rather  than  that  the  intention  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Ion  Hamilton)  should  be  carried 
out,  that  the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn 
altogether.  Such  a  course  would  be  in- 
finitely preferable  than  Uiat  these  powers 
should  be  granted  to  an  effete  and  im- 
moral body  like  the  Bathmines  and 
Rathgar  Town  Commissioners,  who 
would  inevitably  be  swept  off  the  face 
of  the  earth  in  the  course  of  a  few  years. 
There  was  another  matter  which  he 
ought  to  mention.  On  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  the  Leader 
of  the  House,  some  time  ago,  a  Special 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  loeal  government  of  towns  in  Ire- 
land. The  result  of  the  inquiry  of  that 
Committee  was  the  recommendation  of 
the  appointment  of  a  Hoy  al  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  boundaries  of  the 
towns  in  Ireland.  That  Commission  sat 
in  1877  and  reported  at  the  end  of  that 
year,  or  the  beginning  of  1878,  and  re- 
commended as  essential  and  necessary 
the  extension  of  the  boundaries  of  the 
City  of  Dublin,  so  as  to  take  in  this 
township  and^  certain  other  townships, 
and  ms^e  the  nominal  boundary  con- 
terminous with  the  real  boundary.  That 
reoommendation  had  not  been  acted 
upon  ;  but  the  Commissioners  of  the 
township  of  Kathmines  and  Bathgar 
knew  that  the  day  was  coming  very 
soon  when  it  must  be  acted  upon, 
and  therefore  they  were  anxious  to 
pile  up  debt  in  the  township  and 
obtain  Parliamentary  powers  of  all 
kinds  to  strengthen  their  case  against 
amalgamation,  and  to  prevent  the  re- 
form of  the  franchise.  Those  were  the 
real  motives  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
posed an  Amendment  which  provided 
that  if  the  objects  contemplated  by  the 
BUI  were  useful  and  salutary  they 
should  be  carried  out  by  an  enlarged 
constituency.  He  believed  that  the  ex- 
perience gained  in  England  would  be 
repeated  in  Ireland,  and  it  would  be 
found  that  representatives  elected  by 
an  extended  franchise  would  be  far 
more  eager  than  those  elected  by  a  re- 
stricted franchise  to  carry  out  useful  re- 
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forms.  But  if  many  of  the  objects  sug- 
gested were,  as  he  believed  them  to  be, 
utterly  unnecessary,  and  a  mere  waste 
of  money,  and  proposed  to  be  carried 
out  for  political,  and  not  for  sanitary, 
purposes,  if  the  township  obtained  a 
real  and  genuine  control  over  its  own 
affairs,  it  was  probable  that  the  wishes  of 
the  ratepayers  would  be  consulted.  He, 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  be  successful  in  his  at- 
tempt to  secure  for  one  of  the  town- 
ships in  the  neighbourhood  of  Dublin  a 
real  representation,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  support  him.  He  was 
satisfied  that  every  Member  from  Ireland 
would,  except,  perhaps,  the  two  Mem- 
bers for  the  county  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Ion 
Hamilton  and  Colonel  King-Harman). 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  that 
until  the  close  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Gray)  he 
had  been  unable  to  understand  the 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  moved  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke).  It  was 
quite  clear  now  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Amendments  had  been  put 
upon  the  Paper  simply  to  gratify  the 
spleen  of  the  members  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Dublin  against  the  flourishing 
township  of  Eathmines  and  Bathgar. 
\A  laugh  fro tn  the  Iriah  Members,']  Hon. 
Members  opposite  might  laugh,  but  for 
a  long  time  the  Corporation  had  sought 
to  bring  this  township  within  the  boun- 
dary 01  the  city;  but  the  inhabitants 
knew  very  well  that  the  moment  they 
became  incorporated  with  the  city  they 
would  be  taxed  much  more  heavily  than 
they  were  at  present,  and  in  a  manner 
that  would  seriously  affect  their  inte- 
rests. The  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  in- 
troducing the  Amendments,  had  found 
no  fault  with  the  Bill  itself.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray)  had, 
however,  stigmatized  it,  without  the 
slightest  justification,  as  a  job.  He 
need  hardly  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
read  the  Bill  through  and  see  whether 
his  statements  were  correct  or  not ;  but 
he  would  only  say  that  the  Bill  had  al- 
ready passed  through  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  had  received  very  careful 
consideration  in  that  House.  It  had 
since  been  examined  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  nothing 
wrong  had  been  discovered  in  its  pro- 
visions. The  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
said  that  it  was  quite  possible,  it  th^ 
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promoters  desired  to  do  so,  to  pass  it 
through  Parliament  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  and  that  there  was 
plenty  of  time  for  doing  so ;  but,  as 
ererybody  knew,  it  was  a  serious  matter 
to  make  a  vital  alteration  in  a  Priyate 
Bill  at  this  period  of  the  Session.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  he  knew  nothing  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Rathmines  and  Eathgar  township,  and 
that  the  public  generally  knew  nothing 
whatever  about  them.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  proceeded  to  make  it  a  sort 
of  accusation  that  the  business  was  con- 
ducted by  one  man,  and  so  forth.  If 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  neither  he 
nor  the  public  knew  how  the  business 
was  transacted,  how  could  he  know 
that?  The  fact  was  very  well  known 
that,  this  township,  knowing  the  excep- 
tionally bad  management  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin,  had  strenuously  and 
most  properly,  at  great  expense,  ob- 
jected to  be  incorporated  with  the  city. 
So  far  as  the  power  was  concerned  of 
co-opting  whenever  a  casual  vacany 
occurred,  he  did  not  think  there  was  a 
body  of  Commissioners  in  Ireland  to 
whom  the  power  had  not  been  reserved. 
The  power  to  co-opt  when  there  was  a 
vacancy  was  nothing  new,  and  there  was 
nothing  corrupt  in  its  exercise.  It  was 
exactly  the  same  in  this  township  as  it 
was  elsewhere ;  and  the  fact  of  the  mat- 
ter was,  that  these  Amendments  were 
brought  forward  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  lowering  the  franchise  in 
one  borough  in  Ireland,  and  in  one 
borough  alone.  He  did  not  propose 
to  go  into  the  question  whether  it 
was  desirable  to  lower  the  franchise  in 
Ireland  generally  ;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  thought  that  such  a  reduction  of 
the  franchise  ought  to  be  made,  let  him 
bring  in  a  Bill  covering  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  and  not  attack  in  this  insidious 
manner  one  township,  and  one  alone. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  informed 
the  House,  in  an  airy  sort  of  way,  that 
the  death  rate  of  the  large  towns  in  Ire- 
land was  very  much  higher  than  in  Eng- 
land, owing  to  the  want  of  sanitary 
improvements. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
what  he  had  said  was  that  the  death 
rate  in  the  Irish  towns  was  higher  than 
in  the  rural  districts  of  that  country. 
He  found  that  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
the  rural  death  rate  was  much  lower 
than  in  the  large  towns  of  the  country. 

Colonel  King-Barman 


Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  begged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon  if  he 
had  misunderstood  him.  Certainly,  so 
far  as  the  township  of  Eathmines  and 
Eathgar  was  concerned,  its  death  rate 
was  much  lower  than  that  of  Dublin. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that 
if  the  Amendments  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  placed  on  the  Table 
were  accepted  by  the  House,  the  Bill 
would  be  almost  certainly  lost.  [  Cheers 
from  the  Irish  Member s.~\  No  doubt,  that 
was  the  object  of  the  hon.  Members  op- 
posite who  cheered.  The  time  and 
money  which  had  been  spent  in  pro- 
moting the  Bill  would,  so  far,  be  lost, 
and  the  inhabitants  of  Eathmines  and 
Eathgar  would  have  to  wait  for  some 
time  longer  for  the  sanitary  provisions 
they  were  now  asking  for.  He,  there- 
fore, trusted  that  the  House  would 
reject  the  Amendments,  which,  although 
proposed  to  be  inserted  in  a  Private 
Bill,  were,  in  reality,  intended  to  attack 
the  borough  franchise  in  Ireland,  al- 
though only  in  one  borough  alone. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  said,  there  were 
one  or  two  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  county  of  Dublin  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  upon  which  he  desired  to 
comment.  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  entirely  misunder- 
stood the  motive  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  in  bringing  forward  these  Amend- 
ments. His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
stated  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  in- 
formation which  he  had  obtained  in  an- 
other capacity,  in  which,  as  they  all 
knew,  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  ren- 
dered important  public  service  both  to 
England  and  Ireland,  that  he  had  been 
induced  to  bring  forward  this  recom- 
mendation, and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  also  intimated  that  when  the  infor- 
mation obtained  by  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion was  brought  to  light  views  entirely 
contrary  to  those  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man would  be  placed  on  record.  He 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  could  not  see  why 
the  Bill  should  be  abandoned  if  those 
Amendments  were  carried.  There  could 
be  no  difficulty  with  regard  to  them. 
It  was  just  as  easy  to  amend  this  Bill  as 
it  was  to  amend  any  other  that  came 
down  from  the  House  of  Lords,  unless 
the  promoters  were  opposed  to  the 
Amendments  themselves,  and  preferred 
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to  take  refuge  bebind  tbe  question  of 
time.  He  could  only  say  tliat  if  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Gray)  were  correct,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  they  were,  it  would 
not  be  an  undesirable  thing  that  the  Bill 
should  be  thrown  out,  and  that  this 
body  of  Commissioners  should  bo  swept 
away  altogether.  Ho  strongly  objected 
to  a  public  body  being  allowed  to  elect 
themselves  to  transact  their  business  in 
private.  Such  a  thing  was  utterly  un- 
known in  England,  and  no  Member  of 
that  House  who  had  taken  any  part  in 
local  administration  could  justify  such 
a  course.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
question  before  the  House.  Tbe  ques- 
tion was  simply  the  Amendment  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  moved,  and 
the  point  upon  which  the  House  was 
asked  to  vote  was  this — ^whether,  in  the 
same  year  in  which  they  had  passed  an 
Act  of  Parliament  to  entitle  every  house- 
holder, no  matter  what  rent  he  might 
pay,  to  vote  for  a  Parliamentary  Bepre- 
sentative,  and  at  a  time  when  the  house- 
hold franchise  existed  in  this  country  in 
reference  to  the  election  of  the  whole  of 
our  Municipal  and  Local  Authorities, 
they  were  going  to  keep  up  in  Ireland  an 
JB18  rental  qualification,  for  he  under- 
stood that  a  £10  ratal  meant  an  £18 
rental?  [An  hon.  Member:  £15.]  At 
all  events,  whether  it  was  £18  or  £15, 
there  was  very  little  difference,  and  he 
could  not  conceive  that  any  English 
Member  could  support  so  antiquated,  so 
restricted,  and  so  objectionable  a  fran- 
chise* 

TffE  CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES 
(Sir  Akthlti  Otway)  said,  there  was 
one  observation  which  had  fallen  from 
lis  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down 
which  he  did  not  agree  with.  He  should 
very  much  regret  if  anything  were  to 
occur  to  interfere  with  the  passing  of 
a  Bill  which  contained  provisions  for 
carrying  out  a  variety  of  useful  pur- 
poses— not  only  of  a  local  and  domestic 
character,  but  also  powers  for  the  ex- 
tension of  waterworks  and  the  erection 
of  artizans'  and  labourers'  dwellings.  It 
was  true  that  some  of  the  provisions 
in  the  Bill  conferred  rather  extensive 
powers  upon  the  Commissioners,  and  it 
was  those  powers  which  seemed  to  alarm 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ips- 
wich (Mr.  Jesse  CoiliDgs').  Tlie  ques- 
tion might  well  be  asked'^whether  the 
Commissioners  on  whom  it    was  pro- 


posed to  confer  those  powers,  and  who 
already  possessed  similar  powers,  were 
exactly  the  persons  who  should  exercise 
them,  and  if  they  were  chosen  and  put 
in  their  present  places  by  the  proper 
constituencies  ?  Now,  he  must  say  that, 
having  given  a  great  deal  of  considera- 
tion to  this  matter  after  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  been  brought  under  his  . 
notice,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  not  be  proper  to  retain 
the  franchise  under  which  those  Com- 
missioners were  elected.  He  was,  there- 
fore, prepared  to  advise  the  House  to 
consent  to  the  Amendment  of  his  riffht 
hon.  Friend.  He  regretted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  altered  his 
Amendment,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Amendment  was  much  better  as  it 
originally  stood  on  the  Paper  when  his 
right  hon.  Friend  only  proposed  to  move 
the  omission  from  the  clause  of  the 
words  "  premises  to  the  yearly  value  of 
£10."  It  was  now  proposed  to  insert 
the  words  **  Poor's  rate,"  and  the  ob- 
jection was  that,  although  it  was  made 
conditional  upon  the  payment  of  the 
poor's  rate,  the  poor's  rate  itself  in 
some  of  the  towni>hips  was  fixed  at  a 
high  figure;  and  he  doubted  whether 
the  provision  would  be  as  valuable  as 
the  Amendment  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  originally  intended  to  pro- 
pose. Some  observations  had  fallen 
from  hon.  Members  who  had  taken 
part  in  the  debate  in  reference  to  the 
franchise  in  Ireland  generally  ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  right  that  in  a  sentence 
or  two  he  should  explain  exactly  how 
the  question  stood.  It  seemed  curious 
that  a  franchise  of  this  kind  should  still 
exist ;  but  what  practically  occurred  in 
regard  to  the  Irish  towns  was  this. 
There  were  three  Acts  under  which  the 
Local  Government  of  Ireland  was  carried 
on— the  Acts  of  1878,  1840,  and  1854. 
By  the  first  Act  houses  rated  at  £4  were 
included,  and  that  was  the  lowest  fran- 
chise. That  Act  governed  11  Irish 
towns;  there  were  also  11  governed  by 
the  Act  of  1840,  which  established  a 
£5  rental ;  and  the  last  Act  gave  a  £10 
rental  qualification.  Dublin  alone  had 
the  qualification  of  household  suflurage, 
accompanied  by  the  payment  of.  rates. 
It  might  be  obeerved,  in  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords,  that  the 
present  Bill  came  before  him  (Sir  Arthur 
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Otway),  in  the  first  instance,  as  an  un- 
opposed Bill,  and  the  presumption  was 
that  when  a  Bill  was  unopposed,  there 
was  no  great  objection  to  it.  He  was 
informed  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
had  been  made  known  to  the  ratepayers 
of  Eathmines  and  Eathgar  at  a  public 
meeting,  and  that  public  notifications 
had  been  issued  ;  that  no  Petition  had 
been  lodged  against  its  provisions,  and 
that  ample  opportunity  had  been  afforded 
for  notice  of  objections.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  had  viewed  the  Bill 
with  some  degree  of  confidence;  but 
when  he  looked  into  the  matter  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  under  the  circum- 
stances in  which  they  were  living,  with 
the  changes  that  were  constantly  taking 
place,  although  this  franchise  had  been 
in  existence  so  far  back  as  the  year 
1847,  it  was,  nevertheless,  of  so  re- 
stricted a  character  that  it  ought  no 
longer  to  be  retained  for  any  township. 
He  therefore  supported  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  advised  the 
House  to  assent  to  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  was  one 
of  those  who,  upon  all  questions,  was 
anxious  to  be  guided  by  the  superior  wis- 
dom of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
as  he  saw  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
in  his  place,  and  as  he  believed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  was  also  in  the 
House,  he  hoped,  before  the  discussion 
came  to  an  end,  that  the  House  would 
have  the  pleasure  of  hearing  those  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  upon  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke). 

Mr.  HEALY  remarked  that,  looking 
at  the  statement  which  had  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  and 
the  facts  which  had  been  stated  by  the 
Members  for  the  county  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Ion  Hamilton  and  Colonel  King-Har- 
man),  as  far  as  he  (Mr.  Healy)  was  con- 
cerned, and  acting  entirely  upon  his  own 
motion,  he  felt  deeply  indebted  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  his  action  in  the 
matter. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  92  ;  Noes 
141 :  Majority  49.— (Div.  List,  No.  225.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  Poors ' 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  Arthur  Otway 


Sir  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
in  moving  his  next  Amendment,  in  page 
11,  lines  16  and  17,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  premises  to  the  yearly  value  of 
ten  pounds,"  he  hoped  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  in  reply  to  the  ob- 
servations which  had  fallen  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  (Sir  Arthur  Otway).  He  had 
copied  the  words  of  the  41st  section  of 
the  Eathmines  Act,  and  according  to 
that  Act  the  township  rate  was  under 
£  1 0.  The  efiPect,  therefore,  of  the  Amend- 
ment as  it  originally  stood  would  have 
been  nt7,  and  no  efiPect  would  have  been 
produced  by  it,  because  no  property  was 
rated  under  £10. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  moved, 
in  Clause  11,  line  21,  to  leave  out  '*  and 
taxes." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  moved' 
in  Clause  11,  line  21,  to  leave  out  from 
the  words  **  under  the  provisions  of  the 
former  Acts." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Voters  qualified  by  occupy- 
ing premises  in  immediate  succession). 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  moved, 
in  line  30,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'and 
taxes." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Eevising  officer  to  revise 
list). 

Mr.  healy  moved,  at  end,  to  in- 
sert— 

"  The  eighth  section  of  the  Act  of  the  forty- 
eighth  Victoria,  chapter  seventeen,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  incorporated  by  this  Act ;  but 
where  the  words  '  the  Registration  Acts '  occur 
in  the  said  section,  the  words  *  this  Act '  shall 
be  substituted/' 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  said, 
this  Amendment  was  necessitated  by 
the  Amendments  which  had  been 
adopted  at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke).  The  clause  pro- 
posed that  a  Eevising  Barrister  of  seven 
years'  standing  should  revise  the  list  of 
voters  between  the  20th  and  Slst  of 
October  in  each  year.  He  had  taken 
the  addition  he  proposed  to  insert  from 
the  Eegistration  Act,  and  his  object 
was  to  give  to  any  person  who  was  dis- 
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satisfied  with  the  decision  of  the  Revis- 
ing Barrister  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
High  Court  of  Appeal,  as  was  provided 
in  the  Begistration  Act. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
he  there  added." 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
said,  he  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memher  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  considered  what  the  efiFect 
of  this  Amendment  would  be.  He  (Sir 
Arthur  Otway)  could  not  entirely  ap- 
prove of  it,  as  it  was  calculated  to 
encourage  litigation.  He  had  heard, 
however,  from  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
that  if  the  Amendments  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  were  adopted,  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  insert  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan.  They  had  no  objection 
to  it  in  principle,  although  they  thought 
that  its  wording  might  be  advantage- 
ously altered. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

QUESTIONS. 

l^AVY— ROYAL  MARINES  AND  THE 
COMMISSARIAT  STAFF. 

CoLo:5fEL  NOLAN  (for  Colonel  Colt- 
hurst)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, If  there  is  any  objection  to 
officers  of  the  Hoyal  Marines  volunteer- 
ing for  the  Commissariat  Staff  as  pro- 
bationers ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Ritchie): 
Officers  of  Royal  Marines  are  not  eligible 
under  existing  Regulations  for  transfer 
as  probationers  to  the  Commissariat 
Staff ;  but  a  communication  on  the  sub- 
ject will  be  made  to  the  War  Office,  and 
when  a  reply  is  received,  the  matter  will 
receive  the  consideration  of  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALESA- 
RECIPIENTS  OF  MEDICAL  RELIEF 
ONLY. 
Mr.  salt  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gt>vemment  Board,  If  he  can  state 
the  number  of  persons  in  England  and 
Wales  who  are  in  receipt  of  medical  re- 
lief charged    upon   the  rates,  without 
being  recipients  of  relief  under  the  Poor 
Laws  in  any  other  form  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  A.  J.  B-vl- 
rouB)  :   I  have  no  statiatics  giving  the 


information  which  my  hon.  Friend  do- 
sires.  I  hope,  however,  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Medical  Relief  Bill  to 
give  some  facts  to  the  House  which 
may  partially  meet  his  views. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If 
the  information  he  intended  to  give  the 
House  on  Thursday  on  this  subject 
would  be  based  on  that  received  from 
Inspectors  of  the  Board  ? 

The  president  replied  in  the  affir- 
mative. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
ACT,  1884— UNDERORADU  ATE  OCCU- 
PIERS. 

Mr.  MARUM  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty*s  Government  is  prepared  to  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  exercise  Her  Royal 
Visitorial  Prerogative  as  appertaining 
to  Colleges  of  the  Universities  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  especially  those 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  with  the  view 
of  having  the  "occupation**  tenures  of 
any  chambers  or  premises  in  any  of  the 
Colleges  or  Halls  of  the  same  modified, 
so  as  more  fully  to  give  efiPect  to  the  re- 
peal of  the  disfranchising  section  of  the 
Reform  Act  of  1 882,  and  so  as  to  extend 
fully  the  benefit  of  the  Representation 
of  the  People  Act  to  the  undergraduates 
and  other  occupiers  of  all  those  institu- 
tions, or  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  adopt  such  other  course,  as  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  may  effectually  carry  out  the 
above  object  and  the  intention  of  Par- 
liament ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  he  was  advised 
that  the  Royal  Prerogative  was  not  pro- 
perly applicable  to  the  circumstances  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question,  and  he  thought 
that  the  persons  interested  must  be  left 
to  enforce  their  rights  under  the  Statute, 
if  advised  to  do  so.  The  Government, 
meantime,  could  not  propose  any  fresh 
legislation. 

TURKEY— THE  LIQUOR  TRADE  AT 
CONSTANTINOPLE. 

Mr.  whit  WORTH  asked  the  Under 
►Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  llie 
Ttmes  of  July  6th,  that  the  British  Con- 
sul General  at  Constantinople  has  been 
thwarting  the  Turkish  Government  in 
its  attempt  to  check  the  liquor  tradu 
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being  carried  on  there  by  Britieh  sub- 
jects ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bourke),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  report  in  The  Timee  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  be  very  eulogistic  upon  the 
conduct  of  General  Fawsitt ;  but  no 
communication  had  been  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office  in  respect  to  it. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  COURT 
MARTIAL  ON  SERGEANT  M* BRIDE. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Can  any  review  be  ob- 
tained of  the  sentence  of  the  court  martial 
which  ordered  Sergeant  M*Bride,  of  the 
Monaghan  Militia,  to  be  dismissed  the 
Service  on  a  charge  of  intoxication,  al- 
though seven  witnesses  deposed  to  his 
sobriety  on  the  occasion  ;  and,  is  it  the 
fact  that,  when  the  case  for  the  prosecu- 
tion closed,  another  witness  against  him 
was  called,  in  opposition  to  the  military 
regulations,  on  the  pretence  of  going 
into  a  rebutting  case,  and  that  M'Bride 
will  now  lose  the  pension  attached  to  his 
six  years'  service  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  I  am  advised  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  court  martial  on 
Sergeant  M*Bride,  of  the  Monaghan 
Militia,  on  a  charge  of  drunkenness 
were  quite  regular;  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  conviction 
was  improperly  obtained.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  not  intended  to  in- 
terfere with  the  sentence  of  reduction 
to  the  ranks.  The  prisoner  will  lose 
the  increase  to  his  Line  pension  which 
would  have  accrued  for  good  and  faith- 
ful service  with  the  Militia. 

FISHERIES   (IRELAND)-DEEP  SEA 
TRAWLING. 

Me.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  fishermen  trawling  last  July 
in  the  deep  sea  in  Ballysodore  Bay,  on 
the  coast  of  Sligo,  were  ordered  off  by 
the  chief  boatman  of  Portavade  coast- 
guard station,  and  compelled  to  desist 
from  the  pursuit  of  their  avocation  by 
threats  of  seizure  of  their  boats  and 
trawls ;  whether  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  on  being  applied  to,  stated 
that  **  Colonel  Cooper,  of  Markree,  pos- 
sesses the  exclusive  right  of  fishing  in 
Ballysodore  Bay  including  Portavade," 
and  that  "trawling  in  Ballysodore  Bay 
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or  at  Portavade  without  Colonel  Cooper's 
permission  is  illegal ;  "  what  is  the  na- 
ture and  extent  of  Colonel  Cooper's 
right,  and  whether  it  entitles  him  to 
prevent  working  fishermen  from  pur- 
suing their  industry  in  the  deep  sea, 
fully  three  miles  from  the  mouth  of  any 
river ;  and,  whether  the  coastguards  are 
directed  to  interfere  in  such  a  matter, 
and  to  make  use  of  threats  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAM  Hart  Dyke):  It  is  a  fact  that 
certain  fishermen  who  were  trawling 
last  July  in  Ballysodore  Bay  were 
stopped  by  the  Coastguard,  who  were 
under  the  impression  that  trawling  in 
the  place  in  question  was  illegal.  I  am 
advised  that  the  Coastguard  are  not  di- 
rected to  interfere  in  such  cases,  except 
where  bye-laws  exist  prohibiting  trawl- 
ing, and  there  are  no  such  bye-laws  in  this 
instance.  Colonel  Cooper's  rights  in  Bal- 
lysodore Bay  are  defined  by  a  Private 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  Inspectors  of 
Fisheries  wrote  the  letter  referred  to  in 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  Question ; 
but  six  days  alterwards,  having  some 
doubts  on  further  examination  of  the 
map  as  to  whether  there  had  been  any 
infringement  of  Colonel  Cooper's  rights, 
they  made  a  further  communication  to 
the  fishermen,  informing  them  of  the 
exact  bounds  of  those  rights  as  stated 
in  the  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  Coastguard 
be  informed  that  they  should  not  inter- 
fere again  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY:  Direc 
tions  will  be  given  to  that  effect. 

IRELAND— MR.  C.  H.  JAMES,  OFFICIAL 
ASSIGNEE  IN  BANKRUPTCY— INVES- 
TIGATION OF  ACCOUNTS. 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  true  that  the  inquiry  into  the 
accoxmts  of  Mr.  Charles  Henry  James, 
of  Dublin,  official  assignee  in  bank- 
ruptcy, has  been  abandoned  or  sus- 
pended, upon  the  plea  that  there  is  no 
fund  out  of  which  the  cost  of  the  in- 
quiry could  bo  provided ;  and,  whether 
the  Government  will  undertake  that  the 
funds  set  apart  for  the  purposes  of  pub- 
lic justice  shall,  if  needful,  be  applied 
to  the  prosecution  and  completion  of 
this  inquiry  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  :  It  is  quite  true  that 
an  inquiry  into    the   accounts  of  Mr. 
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James,  wbioh  had  been  ordered  bj  the 
Judges,  had  to  be  suspended  in  conse- 
qnence  of  there  being  no  fund  to  meet 
the  cost  of  it,  which  is  expected  to  be 
very  heavy ;  but  the  matter  having  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment, we  think  that  the  inquiry  must 
go  on  and  be  completed  without  delay, 
and  we  are  now  considering  how  effect 
can  best  be  given  to  this  decision. 

BOARD   OF  WORKS  (IRELAND) -SLIGO 

HARBOUR  BOARD— REPAYMENT   OF 

LOAN. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  with  regard 
to  recent  correspondence  between  the 
Treasury,  the  Irish  Board  of  Works, 
and  the  Sligo  Harbour  Commissioners, 
Whether  the  Treasury  have  agreed  to 
grant  the  prayer  of  the  memorial  ad- 
dressed to  them  by  the  Harbour  Board 
in  January  last,  desiring  certain  altera- 
tions in  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
Treasury  Loan,  so  as  to  avoid  the  neces- 
sity of  abandoning  the  improvement  of 
the  htwbour? 

The  8E0BETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
8URY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  :  The 
Memorial  of  January  was  answered 
more  than  two  months  ago.  The  Trea- 
sury are  ready  to  make  considerable 
concessions  with  regard  to  the  repay- 
ment of  principal  if  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners will  improve  the  security  by 
a  proper  re-adjustment  of  their  tolls.  A 
new  Memorial  from  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners was  received  a  few  days  ago, 
and  is  now  under  consideration. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-SENTENCE8  AT  THE 
SURREY  SESSIONS. 
Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Linsey  Bed  man  (a  mar 
ried  woman),  convicted  at  the  recent 
Surrey  Sessions,  after  previous  convic- 
tions, of  stealing  a  pewter  pot,  and  sen- 
tenced by  the  Chairman,  Mr.  Ilardman, 
to  ten  years'  penal  servitude ;  whether 
the  Chairman  stated  that  the  court  had 
no  alternative,  as  she  had  been  sentenced 
previously,  and  to  ten  years'  penal  ser- 
vitude, than  to  send  her  again  for  ten 
years'  penal  servitude ;  whether  the  pre- 
vious sentence  of  ten  years  was  passed 
at  the  Burrey  Sessions,  and  for  what 
oSeace;   and,   whether  he   will  feel  it 


right,  by  the  exercise  of  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown,  to  secure  that  sen- 
tences of  such  severity  be  more  propor- 
tioned to  the  actual  crime  than  to  the 
cumulative  effect  of  previous  convic- 
tions ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssHETON  Cross),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  thought  it  right  to  in- 
terfere in  the  matter,  because  no  such 
sentence  had  ever  been  passed.  In  the 
case  of  the  prisoner  mentioned,  the  sen- 
tence was  12  months*  imprisonment,  and 
not  10  years.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  however,  seemed  to  have  been 
misled.  A  woman  of  another  name  was 
sentenced  at  the  same  Sessions  to  10 
years'  penal  servitude  for  stealing  pewter 
pots,  which  it  was  believed  were  to  be 
used  in  coining ;  but  he  did  not  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  say 
much  about  the  case,  considering  that 
the  prisoner  had  been  11  times  pre- 
viously convicted,  and  had  been  three 
times  sentenced  to  penal  servitude. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD :  And  she  is  now 
sent  for  10  years'  penal  servitude  for 
stealing  a  povr ter  pot  ?  [  Cries  of  '*  No, 
no!"] 

TURKEY— THE  BLACK  SEA. 
Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  record  in 
the  Foreign  Office  bearing  out  the  state- 
ment of  The  Daily  News  of  July  13th,  to 
the  effect  that,  during  the  late  **  strained 
relations  "  with  Russia,  **  arrangements 
were  made  for  the  British  Fleet  to  enter 
the  Black  Sea? 

The  UNDERSECRETARY  ofSTATE 
(Mr.  Bourke)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Baronet,  I  have  seen  this  report  in  The 
Daily  NewSy  and  I  have  caused  inquiries 
to  be  made  at  the  Foreign  Office  whe- 
ther any  record  exists  on  the  subject; 
and  I  find  that  there  is  no  record  what- 
ever bearing  out  the  statement  of  The 
Daily  News, 

CUSTOMS    AND    INLAND    REVENUE 
BILL-STORING    OF    GRAIN 
AND   KICK. 
Mr.  HICKS  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,   Whether  he  will  con- 
sider of  the  propriety  of  extending  the 
provisions  of  Section  6  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  with  its  sub- 
sections, to  the  storing  and  removing  of 
raw  grain  and  riie ? 
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The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  provisions  in  Section  6  are 
i  ntended  for  a  particul ar  ob j  ect — namely, 
to  check  frauds  committed  by  dissolving 
sugar  and  syrup  without  entry  or  charge. 
To  extend  these  provisions  to  the  storing 
of  raw  grain  and  rice  would  be  a  very 
different  matter. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF    THE 
HOUSE— SEA  FISHERIES  AI\IEND- 

MENT  BILL. 
Lord  ELCHO  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment can  see  their  way  to  taking  up  and 
passing  the  Sea  Fisheries  Amendment 
Bill,  which  has  been  before  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  to  which  there  is  no  oppo- 
sition of  any  kind  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  this  Bill  had 
only  just  received  a  second  reading  in 
**  another  place."  When  it  reached  this 
House,  he  would  consider  the  point  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Lord. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES    (ANIMALS)— 

COMPULSORY   SLAUGHTER  OF 

PIGS  ATTACKED  BY  SWINE 

FEVER. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  would  introduce  a  short 
Bill,  or  make  an  Order,  to  provide  com- 
pensation to  the  owners  of  pigs  dying  of 
contagious  diseases  or  destroyed  by  the 
authorities  ;  and,  if  he  would  place  the 
owners  of  Irish  pigs  on  the  same  footing 
in  this  respect  as  those  of  Great  Britain  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAM  Hart  Dyke)  :  I  am  advised  that 
there  is  no  legal  objection  to  passing 
an  Order  in  Council  for  Ireland  similar 
to  that  in  force  in  England,  autho- 
rizing the  Local  Authorities  to  slaughter 
swine  and  to  compensate  the  owners. 
A  Bill  is  not  necessary.  I  shall  com- 
municate with  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment with  the  view  of  having  the 
suggestion  brought  before  the  Privy 
Council. 

ARMY    (THE    MILITARY   EXPEDITION 
TO  EGYPT)— MILITARY  CHAPLAINS. 

Sib  HAEEY  VERNEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  chap- 
lains are  appointed  to  the  Military  hos- 
pitals at  Suez,  Port  Said,  and  to  the 
other   hospitals  in   Egypt;   and,   what 


chaplains  were  in  the  transport  which 
brought  sick  and  dying  soldiers  from 
Egypt? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  Returns  have  not  been 
received  of  later  date  than  the  1st  of 
April,  which  would  be  useless  for  show- 
ing the  present  distribution  of  chi^lains 
in  Egypt.  I  may  add  that  a  body  of 
chaplains  equal,  as  is  thought,  to  the 
exigencies  of  the  case  is  despatched  to 
a  foreign  command ;  but  their  distribu- 
tion within  the  command  rests  entirely 
with  the  General  Officer  commanding. 
Chaplains  are  not,  as  a  rule,  appointed 
to  hired  transports ;  and  the  men  in  such 
vessels  must  be  dependent  on  any  chap- 
lains who  may  happen  to  be  sent  home 
in  them.  The  subject  is  one  the  import- 
ance of  which  I  recognize,  and  it  will 
have  my  attention. 

EGYPT  (THE  NILE  EXPEDITION)  — 
SIR    CHARLES  WILSON. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Why 
the  letter  or  telegram  of  Lord  Wolseley 
to  Sir  Charles  Wilson,  asking  for  ex- 
planations concerning  his  delays,  was 
not  included  among  the  Papers  presented 
to  Parliament;  and,  why  Sir  Charles 
Wilson's  reasons,  which  Lord  Wolseley 
said  "must  speak  for  themselves,"  were 
not  included  in  those  Papers  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  Lord  Wolseley  has  not 
forwarded  to  the  War  Office  any  letter 
or  telegram  on  this  subject  addressed 
by  him  to  Sir  Charles  Wilson. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 

(No.  2)   BILL— BREWING 

LICENCES. 

Mr.  CLARE  READ  (for  Mr.  Bihk- 
beck)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, If  he  will  rectify  the  omission 
in  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
(No.  2)  Bill  of  the  Clause  relating  to 
half-yearly  brewing:  licences  ? 

The  CHANCPILLOR  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  it  was  not  to  be 
understood  that  the  omission  of  the 
clause  would  prevent  the  House  from 
dealing  with  the  subject,  which  he 
wished  to  consider  before  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Bill  was  reached.  He  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  provisions  of  the 
clause,  which  had  been  framed  by  his 
Predecessor,  and  hoped  to  bo  enabled  to 
submit  another  proposal. 
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THE   MAGISTRACY   (IRELAND)— BEL- 
FAST PETTY  SESSIONS— ATTEND- 
ANCE OF  MAGISTRATES. 
Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  move  for  a  Betam  of 
the  attendance  of  each  magistrate   for 
the  borough  of  Belfast  at  the  Courts  of 
Pettj  Sessions  held  in  and  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Belfast  during  the  past  twelve 
months  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  :  Sir,  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  useful  object  which  would  be 
gained  by  moving  for  such  a  Return  as 
this. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— THE  *'  PALL  MALL 

GAZETTE  "—OBJECTIONABLE 

ARTICLES. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  pro- 
poses to  take  any  action  against  the 
editor  of  The  rail  Mail  Gazette,  in  re- 
gard to  its  recent  articles  on  prostitu- 
tion? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  The  matter  alluded 
to  in  the  Question  is  undoubtedly  a 
grave  one,  and  it  has  received  the 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  They  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  desirable 
to  take  proceedings  against  the  editor 
or  publisher  of  the  paper. 

NATIONAL  PORTRAIT   GALLERY— 
"THE     HOUSE    OF    COMMONS,    1793/' 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  presentation  by  the 
Emperor  of  Austria  to  the  National  Por- 
trait Gallery  of  a  picture  representiog 
the  interior  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  the  time  of  Mr.  Pitt ;  and,  if  he  can 
lay  any  Papers  upon  the  Table  relating 
to  the  subject  ? 

Tub  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bourke)  :  The  picture  in 
question  is  one  by  Carl  Anton  Hickel, 
representing  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1793,  with  portraits  of  Mr.  Pitt 
and  other  distinguished  statesmen  of  the 
day.  It  belongs  to  the  Belvedere  Gallery 
at  Vienna,  which  is  the  private  property 


of  the  Imperial  owner.  His  Majesty 
the  Emperor  of  Austria  has  been  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  present  the  picture 
in  question  to  Lady  Paget,  the  wife  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Vienna, 
and  it  has  been  placed  by  her  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Trustees  of  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery.  It  is  not  proposed  to 
lay  any  Papers  on  the  subject,  as  the 
Trustees  have  expressed  their  intention 
to  notice  in  their  annual  Report,  which 
will  shortly  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
the  circumstances  which  have  led  to  the 
acquisition  of  an  Art  trecisure  of  such 
high  historical  interest.  I  am  sure,  Sir, 
I  may  take  upon  myself  to  say  that  the 
whole  nation  feels  grateful  to  his  Im- 
perial Majesty  for  his  gracious  and 
generous  gift ;  and  that  the  country  most 
thankfully  accepts  it  as  a  valuable  and 
interesting  addition  to  the  National 
Collection. 

ENGLAND  AND  CHINA— IMPORTATION 
OF  OPIUM— THE  AGREEMENT. 

Mr.  CROPPER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
he  can  inform  the  House  as  to  the  terms 
of  the  agreement  with  the  Government 
of  China  respecting  the  importation  of 
opium  into  that  Country ;  and,  whether 
the  agreement  is  yet  completed  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bourke)  :  It  is  expected 
that  the  agreement  with  China  respect- 
ing the  importation  of  opium  will  be 
signed  very  shortly,  and  when  the 
signature  has  taken  place  the  Papers 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— AFGHANISTAN— 
CANDAHAR. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  or  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  have  entered  into  nego- 
tiations, or  contemplate  entering  into 
negotiations,  with  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan, in  order  to  form  a  military 
cantonment  at  or  near  Candahar ;  and, 
whether  they  intend  to  take  steps  to- 
wards a  military  occupation  of  that 
place  with  or  without  His  Highness* 
consent  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Lord 
Randolph  Chttrchill)  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  me  three  Questions  —  first, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  or 
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the  GFovernmeDt  of  India  havo  entered 
into  negotiations  with  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan in  order  to  form  a  military  can- 
tonment at  or  near  Candahar  ?  My  an- 
swer to  that  Question  is  in  the  negative. 
The  second  Question  is,  whether  Her 
Maj  esty' 8  Government  or  the  Governm  ent 
of  India  contemplate  entering  into  nego-  ; 
tiations  with  the  Ameer  for  that  pur-  t 
pose  ?  My  answer  to  that  Question  is 
that  I  am  not  aware  that  any  nego- ; 
tiations  of  that  kind  are  contemplated ; 
hut,  at  the  same  time,  I  must  be  allowed 
to  remind  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
House  that  the  terms  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question  are  extremely  wide.  The 
House  should  bear  in  mind  that  this 
country  is  under  certain  pledges  towards  , 
the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  to  the  effect 
that  under  certain  conditions,  which  are  I 
pretty  clearly  defined,  military  assistance  , 
would  be  rendered  to  him.  If  those 
conditions  should  by  any  chance  come  , 
into  active  operation,  and  if  the  military  | 
assistance  thereby  rendered  necessary 
should  take  the  form  of  an  application 
from  the  Ameer  for  aid  towards  the  de- 
fence of  Candahar,  either  in  men,  money,  , 
or  material,  then  I  imagine  that — no 
matter  what  Government  was  in  power 
— the  course  of  the  British  Government 
would  be  very  clear  and  well  marked. 
The  hon.  Member  also  asks  me  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 
take  steps  towards  a  military  occupa- 
tion of  that  place  with  or  without  the 
Ameer's  consent?  The  hon.  Member 
will,  perhaps,  excuse  me  if  I  suggest  to 
him  that  this  is  a  most  extraordinary 
inquiry ;  because  to  take  steps  towards 
a  military  occupation  of  Candahar  with- 
out the  Ameer's  consent  would  be  an  act 
of  war  against  the  Ameer,  and  the  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan 
is  our  friend  and  our  ally. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  was  not 
quite  sure  that  he  understood  the  limi- 
tations in  the  answer,  and  he  would  ask 
if  he  was  right  in  assuming  that  the 
limitation  put  upon  the  two  lirst  Ques- 
tions was  in  the  event  only  of  threat- 
ened hostility  of  any  Foreign  Power  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE:  I 
do  not  think,  Sir,  I  can  well  add  to 
what  I  have  already  said.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  find  that  my  answer 
covers  almost  every  imaginable  even- 
tuality. 

Lord  Handoljj/i  Churchill 
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PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE-CKIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked.  If  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  proceed 
with  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill 
that  night  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
No,  we  cannot  proceed  with  that  to- 
night. It  had  been  our  intention  to  take 
the  Medical  Relief  Bill  immediately 
after  Supply,  and  to  report  Progress 
early  for  the  purpose  ;  but,  as  the  House 
is  no  doubt  aware,  we  have  been  dis- 
appointed in  that  intention  by  what 
passed  during  the  early  hours  of  this 
morning,  and  it  cannot  be  taken  till 
Thursday.  I  stated  yesterday  that  it 
was  not  our  intention  to  take  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  to- 
night. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  asked  what 
day  the  Criminal  Ijaw  Amendment  Bill 
was  likely  to  come  on  ;  and  on  what 
day  the  Government  Amendments  were 
likely  to  be  placed  on  the  Paper  ? 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  answer 
the  first  Question.  The  Amendments 
will  be  placed  on  the  Paper  in  ample 
time  to  allow  them  to  be  considered  by 
the  House. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD:  And  the  country  ? 

MEDICAL  RELIEF  DISQUALHTCATION 
REMOVAL  BILL. 

Mr.  HENEAQE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  would  give  orders  to  the  over- 
seers to  place  on  the  Parliamentary  Re- 
gister all  who  were  entitled  to  vote, 
marking,  for  the  assistance  of  the  Re- 
vising Barrister,  those  who  had  received 
medical  relief  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four),  in  reply,  said,  that  he  had  it 
under  consideration  to  include  in  the 
Bill  some  provision  by  which  those  who 
under  the  present  law  would  be  disquali- 
fied by  the  receipt  of  medical  relief 
should  be  relieved,  as  far  as  possible, 
from  disqualification  in  the  event  of  the 
Bill  passing. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  if  the  20th  of 
this  month  was  not  the  last  day  on 
which  the  overseers  could  send  in  their 
Returns  ? 
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The  president  eaid,  he  did  not 
think  so.  The  date  was  much  later — 
somewhere  about  the  end  of  the  month. 

Mr.  J.  a.  TALBOT  asked  after 
what  hour  the  Government  would  not 
bring  on  the  Bill  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
Not  after  half-past  10  o'olock. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  BAY, 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE   ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,    Sctence,    and 
Art. 

(1.)  £2,102,772,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Pablic  Education. 

GteB  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope):  Sir,  I 
rise  to  move  the  Education  Estimates.  It 
is  cnstomary,  on  these  occasions,  for  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  these  Estimates  to 
submit  to  the  Committee  some  account 
of  the  Educational  Budget  and  the  edu- 
cational progress  of  the  year.  To  that 
duty  I  shall  almost  entirely  confine  my- 
self to-day.  The  Estimates  I  have  to 
submit  are  those  of  my  Predecessor,  and 
the  Committee  will  not,  I  am  sure, 
expect  from  me  any  general  statement  of 
policy.  The  sum  voted  for  Education 
in  England  and  Wales  during  the  last 
financial  year  was  £3,181,875.  If  hon. 
Members  will  look  at  the  Estimates, 
they  will  find  this  somewhat  in  excess 
of  the  figures  given  there,  because  it 
includes  a  Supplementary  Estimate, 
which  was  not  voted  until  too  late  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  the  comparison. 
With  this  sum  of  £3,181,875  we  have 
to  compare  the  amount  which  I  now 
ask  the  Committee  to  vote  —  namely, 
£3,302,772,  showing  an  increase,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  for  England  and 
Wales  of  £121,000.  Now,  this  increase 
is  almost  entirely  due  to  the  growth  in 
the  rate  of  grant  for  day  scholars,  and 
upon  the  increase  in  the  average  num- 
ber of  children  in  attendance  at  school. 
When  the  Estimates  for  1884-5  were 
prepared,  the  effect  of  the  New  Code, 
during  the  few  months  it  had  been  in 
operation,  appeared  to  be  somewhat  to 
check  the  rate  of  increase  in  the  average 
attendances.  But  a  recovery  soon  took 
place;  and  the  ultimate  result  during 


the  inspection  year  ending  August  31, 
1884,  was  that  the  rate  of  increase  in 
the  average  attendance  rose  to  4*67  per 
cent,  and  there  was  an  increase  of  Id. 
in  the  rate  of  grant  for  a  day  scholar. 
Hon.  Members  will  observe  that  the 
comparison  is  made,  not  with  the  ori- 
ginal Estimate  for  last  year,  but  with 
the  actual  results.  Taken  in  this  way, 
the  increase  I  have  to  describe  to  the 
Committee  may  be  said  to  show  only 
about  the  normal  rate  of  increase  ;  but, 
judging  from  the  results  of  the  last  four 
months  of  the  financial  year,  the  De- 
partment is  now  inclined  to  think  that 
the  rate  of  increase  may  be  somewhat 
higher  than  the  Estimate.  The  cost  of 
maintenance  per  scholar  in  average  at- 
tendance is  also  increasing.  In  all  the 
board  schools  of  England  and  Wales  the 
cost  per  Echolar  in  average  attendance 
last  year  was  £2  Is.  S^d.,  showing  an 
increase  of  6d.  over  the  preceding  year. 
In  the  voluntary  schools  in  England  and 
Wales  it  was  £1  5s.  [2d.,  or  3|rf.  per 
scholar  more  than  in  1883.  It  will 
be  seen  that  the  average  cost  per 
scholar  in  the  board  schools  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales  exceeded  that  in  the 
voluntary  schools  by  6s.  6Jrf.  This 
disproportion  is  greatest  in  the  towns, 
and  if  the  comparison  had  been 
limited  to  the  country  districts,  the  ex- 
cess would  have  been  somewhat  less 
than  half  that  amount.  It  is  still  spe- 
cially great  in  London,  although  the 
cost  of  maintaining  each  child  in  a 
board  school  in  London  has  decreased, 
and  is  at  the  present  time  less  by 
Is.  lljrf.  than  it  was  two  years  ago. 
But  even  now  the  cost  of  education  in 
the  board  schools  of  London  exceeds 
that  of  educating  a  child  in  a  voluntary 
school  by  a  far  greater  proportion  than 
in  the  rest  of  the  country.  If  we  take 
London  alone,  the  cost  per  child  in 
board  schools  exceeds  that  in  voluntary 
schools  by  no  less  than  12«.  4d. ;  but  if 
we  take  the  whole  of  the  country  out- 
side London,  hon.  Members  will  find  the 
difference  between  the  cost  per  child  in 
board  and  voluntary  schools  is  only 
Ss.  l^d.  It  may  be  interesting  to  the 
Committee  to  hear  what  is  the  total  an- 
nual expenditure  we  are  now  making, 
from  all  sources,  for  the  support  of  ele- 
mentary schools  in  England  and  Wales. 
I  give  the  figures  for  lastyear.  We  have, 
first  of  all,  the  Government  grant,  which 
I  have  stated   at  £2,846,000;  volua- 

ooQle 


uigmzea  oy  '" 


>gl 


e67 


Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Estimates. 


668 


tary  contributions  provide  £734,000; 
Bohool  pence — including  the  amount  paid 
by  the  Guardians  in  aid  of  poor  chil- 
dren— £1,734,000;  the  rates  contribute 
£915,000 ;  endowments  and  all  other 
sources  of  school  income,  £222,000 — 
making  a  grand  total  of  annual  expen- 
diture for  Elementary  Education  in 
England  and  Wales  of  £6,451,000,  or, 
roughly,  £6,500,000.  But,  besides  this 
annual  expenditure  for  purposes  of  Ele- 
mentary Education,  the  Committee  will, 
of  course,  remember  that  there  have 
been  very  considerable  sums  laid  out 
in  building,  enlarging,  and  improving 
schools  buildings  and  teachers'  resi- 
dences. I  have  had  an  estimate  made 
of  this  amount  since  the  passing  of  the 
Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870,  and 
the  figures  are  very  remsurkable.  Volun- 
tary schools  since  that  period  have  re- 
ceived from  the  Government  in  building 
grants,  £31 2,000 ;  but  the  voluntary  con- 
tributions, partly  to  meet  these  grants 
and  partly  to  erect  school  buildings  in- 
dependent of  Parliamentary  grants, 
have  reached  the  very  large  amount  of 
£6,348,000.  During  the  same  period — 
I  am  giving  the  figures  up  to  Michael- 
mas last — board  schools  had  borrowed  for 
these  purposes  rather  over  £16,000,000 
on  security  of  the  rates;  so  that  the 
total  capital  expenditure  since  the  Edu- 
cation Act  passed,  in  building  new 
schools  and  improving  existing  ones  in 
England  and  Wales,  has  not  been  far 
short  of  £23,000,000.  I  have  troubled 
the  Committee  with  these  figures  only 
to  show  how  great  the  efforts  are  which 
have  been  made  in  this  country  to  over- 
take the  great  problem  of  providing  all 
our  children  with  good  elementary  edu- 
cation, and  that  they  cannot  be  mea- 
sured only  by  the  amount  of  the  Vote 
I  am  now  submitting.  It  becomes  now 
my  duty  to  point  out  to  the  Committee, 
in  some  little  detail,  what  are  the  chief 
results  which  our  expenditure  has  ob- 
tained for  us.  First  of  all,  I  would  like 
to  ask,  what  is  the  present  supply  of 
school  accommodation,  and  how  far  is 
it  sufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  that 
portion  of  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try which  ought  to  be  at  school? 
After  making  allowance  for  various 
reasonable  causes  of  absence,  the  usual 
and  well-known  calculation  is  that 
school  accommodation  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided for  one- sixth  of  the  total  popula- 
tion of  the  country.    Taking  the  esti- 
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mated  population  of  England  and  Wales 
in  1884  at  27,132,449,  the  Returns  of 
school  places  ought  to  show  provision 
for  4,522,075  scholars.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  total  supply  of  school  places  is 
in  excess  of  this,  and  is  4,826,738.  In 
other  words,  if  only  the  school  places 
could  be  properly  distributed  through- 
out the  country,  we  should  have  at  the 
present  time,  in  existing  schools,  about 
300,000  more  school  places  than  we  have 
children  to  send  to  them.  But,  of  course, 
this  is  not  so,  as  they  are  not  properly 
distributed;  and  while  some  counties 
appear  to  have  a  considerable  excess  of 
school  accommodation,  others,  especially 
in  the  South  of  England,  are  deficient. 
The  increase  in  the  school  accommoda- 
tion during  the  past  year  has  been  at 
the  rate  of  3*34  per  cent ;  but  if  we  were 
to  look  back  over  the  last  15  years,  and 
see  what  the  results  of  our  capital  expendi- 
ture have  been  since  the  Education  Act 
has  been  in  operation,  we  should  find 
that  the  amount  of  school  accommoda- 
tion in  efficient  elementary  schools  has 
increased  from  1,765,000  to  4,826,000 
school  places  ;  or,  in  other  words,  there 
has  been  an  increase  of  170  per  cent. 
But  when  we  come  to  the  use  which  is 
made  of  this  school  accommodation,  the 
picture  is  not  so  satisfactory,  although 
showing,  year  by  year,  signs  of  great 
improvement.  The  number  of  children 
on  the  books  last  year  was  4,337,000, 
and  the  number  in  average  attendance 
3,273,000.  In  other  words,  out  of  100 
children  who  ought  to  be  at  school,  96 
were  on  the  register,  but  only  72  were 
in  average  attendance.  At  the  same 
time,  however,  the  improvement  in  the 
number  on  the  register  has  been  since, 
in  the  year  just  passed,  1*5  per  cent, 
and  in  the  number  in  average  attend- 
ance 4*67  per  cent.  The  Estimate  I 
have  now  to  present  to  the  Committee 
is,  as  I  have  said,  not  based  upon  a  cor- 
respondingly high  rate  of  increase  in 
the  average  attendance,  because  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that,  as  we  more  nearly 
approach  the  full  number  of  children 
which  should  be  enrolled  on  the  registers 
of  the  elementary  schools,  we  cannot 
expect  that  the  average  attendance 
should  continue  to  increase  in  so  rapid 
a  proportion  as  it  did  when  compulsory 
attendance  first  took  effect.  In  the  re- 
sults of  the  examinations,  the  compara- 
tive improvement  during  the  year  has 
been  ^eater  in  England  and  Wale^ 
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than  in  Scotland ;  but  tko  Scotoh  are 
etiil  vastly  ahead  of  us.  The  percentage 
of  passes  increased  during  the  year  by 
2*36  per  cent,  while  the  number  of 
scholars  examined  in  Standard  lY.  and 
upwards  rose  by  no  less  than  10*87  per 
cent.  This  is  a  remarkable  rate  of  in- 
crease, and  is  all  the  more  satisfactory  if 
we  look  a  little  further  back  and  see  how 
steady  and  continuous  this  improvement 
has  been.  Whereas,  in  1874,  only  18  per 
cent  of  the  children  in  average  attend- 
ance were  examined  in  Standard  lY. 
and  upwards,  last  year  the  proportion 
was  31 J  percent.  This  review  of  our 
educational  progress  naturally  leads  to 
tbe  inquiry  whether  it  has  been  accom- 
panied by  any  drawbacks,  and  obliges 
me  to  say  a  few  words  upon  a  matter 
which  has  attracted  a  great  deal  of  at- 
tention during  the  past  two  years — I 
mean  that  of  over-pressure.  Its  import- 
ance can  hardly  be  exaggerated.  It 
would  be  bad  enough,  in  my  opinion,  if 
it  turned  out  to  be  true  that  the  result 
of  the  efforts  we  have  been  making  to 
improve  and  advance  elementary  educa- 
tion, and  to  get  the  best  possible  return 
for  the  money  we  expend,  is  to  make 
these  poor  little  children  miserable.  But 
if  it  could  be  proved  that  it  had  a  fur- 
ther result  of  rendering  them  weak  in 
body  and  feeble  in  mind,  and  unable  to 
bring  to  the  real  work  of  life  the  full 
vigour  of  which  they  would  otherwise 
be  capable,  then  I  say  a  remedy  must 
be  applied  promptly  and  effectively.  But 
is  it  true  ?  Well,  I  venture  to  express 
the  opinion,  after  the  best  consideration 
I  have  been  able  to  give  to  the  evidence 
upon  the  subject,  that  it  is  sufficiently 
proved  that  such  cases  do  exist.  It  may 
be  perfectly  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman my  Predecessor  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  suggested  last 
year,  that  this  result  is  much  more  gene- 
rally due  to  the  insufficient  feeding  that 
the  children  receive  at  home  than  to  the 
amount  of  strain  to  which  their  minds 
are  subjected.  It  is  satisfactory  to  think 
that  there  are  other  means  by  which 
this  evil  can  be  approached  and  grappled 
with  besides  that  of  diminishing  the 
amount  of  school  work ;  and  I  heartUy 
rejoice  that  attention  has  been  so  pro- 
minently called  to  this  matter  of  deficient 
food  in  a  large  degree  owing  to  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself,  because  it  has  led  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  to  efforts  bein^  made 


to  meet  the  difficulty,  and  get  rid  of  this 
part  of  the  evil.  But  there  are,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  at  least  two  other  causes 
which  fall  more  directly  within  my  pro- 
vince, which  appear  likely  to  contribute 
to  over-pressure,  and  which,  undoubt- 
edly, require  most  careful  watching. 
They  are  home  lessons  and  overtime. 
Now,  there  can  be  no  manner  of  doubt 
that  home  lessons,  however  useful,  have 
sometimes  been  a  source  of  danger. 
Pushed  by  the  eagerness  of  an  ener- 
getic teacher  beyond  their  legitimate 
and  acknowledged  function,  they  may, 
in  conceivable  circumstances,  do  more 
harm  than  good.  So,  again,  with  over- 
time, which  if  injudiciously  imposed,  in 
order  to  push  a  dull  child  beyond  his 
physical  strength  up  to  a  certain  Stan- 
dard, or  to  make  up,  in  the  last  few 
days  of  the  inspection,  for  previous 
omission  or  neglect,  may  well  produce 
great  evils.  I  recognize  fully  the  re- 
sponsibility which  rests  upon  the  Edu- 
cation Department,  not  only  to  exercise 
constant  watchfulness  over  these  possible 
causes  of  over- pressure,  but  also  to  lose 
no  suitable  opportunity  of  informing 
itself  of  the  extent  to  which  they  pre- 
vail and  may  be  remedied.  The  Com- 
mittee will  find,  both  in  the  Code  and 
in  the  Instructions  issued  to  School  In- 
spectors, the  precautions  which,  up  to 
this  time,  the  Department  has  thought 
it  necessary  to  enforce  in  this  matter  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  evil.  But, 
after  all,  the  Committee  will  admit  that 
the  only  real  and  efficient  way  by  which 
these  irregularities  can  be  effectually 
prevented,  and  the  health  of  the  children 
adequately  protected,  is  by  constantly 
enforcing  upon  school  managers  that 
the  real  responsibility  lies  with  them. 
It  is  they  who  can,  and  it  is  they  who 
ought,  to  take  care  that  the  necessary 
precautions  are  rigorously  observed,  and 
who,  by  making  use  of  the  powers 
given  to  them  for  the  exemption  of 
weakly  children,  can  arrest  the  evil  at 
the  outset.  Hon.  Members  will  forgive 
me  if  I  mention  the  special  provisions 
which  deal  with  the  subject.  Under 
the  Code  the  managers  are  held  respon- 
sible for  the  health  of  children  who  may 
need  to  be  relieved  from  part  of  the 
school  work.  But  the  Inspectors  also 
are  specially  enjoined  to  satisfy  them- 
selves that  the  children  are  not  unduly 
pressed.  In  the  time-table  of  infant 
schools  a  due  proportion  of  the  tim^ 
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must  bo  assigned  to  manual  exercises 
and  to  recreative  employment.  Where 
overtime  is  improperly  made  use  of,  the 
managers  should  forbid  it,  or  report  the 
matter  to  the  Inspector.  And,  lastly, 
the  Instructions  to  the  Inspectors  them- 
selves distinctly  lay  down  the  limits 
within  which  home  lessons  are  justified, 
pointing  out  that  for  delicate  or  very 
young  children  they  are  plainly  unsuit- 
able, and  that,  in  cJl  cases,  they  should 
be  used  only  as  a  means  of  keeping  up 
and  illustrating  lessons  which  have  been 
explained  and  mastered  at  school.  I 
hope,  Sir,  for  my  part,  that  these  pre- 
cautions laid  down  by  the  Education 
Department,  if  continually  enforced  by 
the  managers,  may  do  much  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  the  evil.  But,  cer- 
tainly, the  action  of  these  provisions 
ought  to  be  very  carefully  watched,  and 
be  supplemented,  if  a  necessity  is  proved. 
I  cannot  depart  altogether  from  this 
subject  without  adding  that  the  result  of 
our  investigation  has  been  to  bring  to 
light  the  fact  that  whatever  may  have 
been  the  case  among  little  children,  the 
new  requirements  of  the  Code  have 
caused  a  severe  strain  among  female 
teachers ;  and  it  is  due  to  them,  and, 
indeed,  to  teachers  of  both  sexes,  to  ex- 
press how  largely  the  satisfactory  pro- 
gress which  I  have  endeavoured  to  ex- 
plain to  the  Committee  has  been  due  to 
the  efforts  made  by  them  to  grapple 
with  the  difficulties  presented  to  them. 
I  come  now  to  two  or  three  special  ques- 
tions as  to  which  I  ought  to  say  a  word. 
The  first  is  that  of  cookery,  as  to  which 
so  much  interest  was  manifested  the 
other  day  by  the  House  that  I  am 
tempted  to  say  that  it  is  now  taught  in 
121  more  schools  than  in  1883.  Grants 
were  made  to  7,597  girls ;  and  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  success  attained 
has  been  sufficient  to  cause  school  boards 
and  voluntary  associations  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  to  take  every  means 
in  their  power  for  including  cookery  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  school  instruction. 
I  hope  to  see  a  very  large  development 
of  the  scheme,  especially  in  the  agri- 
cultural districts,  where  it  is,  perhaps, 
more  wanted  than  in  the  towns.  For- 
merly, this  teaching  of  cookery  in  schools 
was  in  many  cases  of  a  merely  theo- 
retical character.  Now,  the  Code  has 
been  so  amended  as  to  assist  in  making 
this  instruction  not  only  demonstrative, 
but  of  a  practical  character,   and  it  is 
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hoped  that  the  change  will  be  most 
advantageous.  Then  there  is  draw- 
ing, which  has  been  added  to  the 
list  of  class  or  optional  subjects.  The 
Royal  Commission  on  Technical  Edu- 
cation called  attention  in  its  Report 
to  the  prominence  given  to  instruction 
in  drawing  in  the  Continental  schools 
visited  by  them,  and  they  contrasted  it 
with  the  infinitesimal  attention  paid  to 
it  in  the  English  schools.  They  pointed 
out  that  the  study  of  drawing  was  the 
most  essential  step,  if  not  the  founda- 
tion, for  technical  education  of  any 
kind.  So  again  the  matter  has  been 
pressed  upon  the  Department  by  the 
authorities  of  South  Kensington,  who 
have  undertaken  to  conduct  the  exami- 
nations for  the  next  two  years,  the  re- 
sults being  forwarded  to  them  by  local 
Superintendents.  The  managers  have 
full  liberty  to  classify  children  in  the 
Standards  suitable  to  their  drawing 
capacity,  and  as  only  a  certain  propor- 
tion need  pass  to  earn  the  test  grant, 
there  will  be  no  question  of  putting  un- 
due pressure  upon  children  who  are 
hopelessly  incapable,  or  indisposed  to 
learn  drawing.  It  is  hoped  that  the 
change  now  made  in  the  Code  will 
stimulate  the  teaching  of  drawing 
throughout  the  schools  of  the  country. 
One  other  change  ought  to  be  recorded. 
Efforts  have  been  made  to  make  inspec- 
tion more  uniform,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  give  a  more  complete  account  of 
the  state  of  education  in  the  country. 
Reports  will  no  longer  be  required  from 
all  the  Inspectors  in  rotation,  but  half 
of  the  Chief  Inspectors  will  each  year 
present  a  Report  upon  their  division, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  other  Inspec- 
tors working  in  it.  There  are  other 
burning  questions  on  which  I  might  be 
expected  to  touch ;  but  the  Committee 
will  probably  think  that  I  only  exercise 
a  wise  discretion  if  I  ask  to  be  allowed 
to  defer  any  opinion  upon  them  until  I 
have  had  more  time  for  examining  them 
in  detail.  Certainly,  anyone  who  enters 
upon  the  work  of  administering  the 
Education  Department  must  do  so  with 
a  humbling  sense  of  the  magnitude  of 
the  great  problem  before  him.  Much, 
indeed,  has  been  done.  Our  great 
educational  system,  founded  on  the 
legacy  of  1870,  is  a  compromise  which 
solved  many  difficulties,  and  is  still 
full  of  life  and  vigour.  We  have 
enlisted  in  our  work  a  body  of  school 
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managers  full  of  zeal  and  devotion.  We 
hare  created  an  army  of  school  teachers 
of  great  and  exceptional  ability ;  but 
how  much  yet  remains  to  be  done? 
Thmk  of  the  hundreds  of  little  children 
who,  in  spite  of  all  your  machinery,  and 
all  your  fine  speeches,  yon  do  not  get 
into  your  schools.  Think  of  the  hun- 
dreds who  go  away  from  them  with 
a  smattering  of  knowledge  which  will 
not  stand  the  test  of  a  life  solely  devoted 
to  manual  labour.  Personally,  I  am 
very  hopeful  of  the  future,  because  it 
has  fallen  to  my  lot  to  have  special  op- 
portunities of  observing  the  change  that 
has  already  taken  place,  and  the  pro- 
gress whiob  has  been  made.  It  was  my 
duty,  during  two  years  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Education  Act  of  1870,  to 
fitody  in  the  agricultural  districts  the 
conditions  under  which  village  schools 
were  then  carrying  on  their  work,  and 
the  enormous  difficulties  under  which 
school  managers  were  then  struggling 
to  bring  home  education  to  the  people. 
And  in  the  towns  the  difficulties  were 
even  greater — far  greater.  But  anyone 
who  makes  that  survey  now  will  see 
with  rejoicing  the  growing  success  of 
those  struggles,  and  the  daily-increasing 
results  that  are  obtained.  But  how  has 
this  progress  been  attained  ?  Well,  in 
my  judgment,  mainly  because,  in  spite 
of  many  mistakes,  you  have,  on  the 
whole,  succeeded  in  csurrying  the  opinion 
of  the  people  with  your  work.  Take 
care  not  to  lose  that  advantage.  The 
zeal  of  educational  progress  must  be 
tempered  with  discretion.  It  is  a  time 
when  educational  theories  of  the  wildest 
and  most  subversive  character  are  afloat, 
when  the  true  measure  of  parental  obli- 
gation and  the  limits  of  the  duties  of 
the  State  are  subjected  to  fierce  discus- 
sion. There  are  some  inclined  to  place 
hardly  any  limit  to  the  amount  of  the 
education,  or  to  the  variety  of  the  sub- 
jects which  you  are  to  pour  into  a  little 
child's  head.  There  are  others  who 
would  indefinitely  extend  the  amount  of 
public  money  devoted  to  education.  But 
if  we  want  really  to  carry  public  opinion 
with  us,  we  must  have  a  little  patience, 
and  some  regard  to  the  feelings,  the 
prejudices,  and  the  purses  of  others. 
We  cannot  yet  solve,  we  do  not  yet  half 
understand,  the  new  and  great  educa- 
tional problems  which  the  complexity  of 
our  social  life  will  present  to  us.  All 
we  can  do  at  present  is  to  go  steadily  on 
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with  the  work,  without  faltering,  upon 
the  lines  already  laid  down,  and  not  to 
rest  content  until  we  are  giving  to  all 
the  children  of  the  country  an  education 
in  all  resipects  calculated  to  increase 
their  usefulness  as  citizens  of  the  coun  - 
try.  I  will  now,  with  the  permission 
of  the  Committee,  pass  from  these  gene- 
ral considerations  to  a  few  questions 
specially  aflFeoting  Scotland  ;  and  there 
are  several  questions  of  great  import- 
ance in  the  various  grades  of  Scotch 
education,  which,  I  think,  ought  not  to 
be  passed  over  on  the  present  occasion 
without  comment.  And,  first,  it  is  im- 
possible to  omit  mention  of  the  energetic 
work  now  being  done  by  the  Educational 
Endowments  Commission.  My  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh)  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbell)  and  their  Colleagues  cer- 
tainly afi'ord  an  example  to  similar 
bodies  of  the  way  in  which  work  can  be 
got  through.  I  believe  that  more  than 
100  schemes  have  already  been  sub- 
mitted, of  which  the  most  important — 
the  Heriot's  Hospital  scheme — ^now  lies 
on  the  Table.  I  may  also  refer  for  a 
moment  to  the  recent  Circular  issued  by 
the  Education  Department  as  to  the  in- 
spection of  higher  class  schools.  Under 
the  Act  of  1872  that  inspection  was  to 
have  been  carried  out  by  Inspectors 
named  by  the  school  boards.  But  this 
was  not  found  to  be  satisfactory,  and  it 
certainly  was  incomplete.  Now,  by 
the  Act  of  1882,  all  endowed  schools 
are  to  be  inspected  as  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  may  direct, 
and  the  cost  is  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
funds  of  the  endowment.  In  order 
to  carry  out  this  inspection  in  the  best 
manner,  full  representations  have  been 
invited  from  all  those  who  are  inte- 
rested in  the  matter.  Some  have  been 
received ;  and  if  I  now  venture  to  sketch 
out  a  proposal  which  satisfies  some,  at 
least,  of  the  necessary  conditions,  it  is 
not  because  it  has  been  adopted,  or  that 
our  minds  are  made  up  upon  it,  but  in 
order  to  put  it  forward  solely  for  con- 
sideration and  criticism  in  Scotland.  It 
seems  obvious  that  in  order  to  combine 
efficiency  with  economy  and  uniformity 
there  should  be  a  body  of  examiners 
appointed  to  undertake  the  examination 
of  all  the  higher  schools,  whether  sub- 
ject by  statute  or  by  choice.  These 
examiners  might  be  selected  by  a  Oen- 
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tral  Board  in  Scotland,   consisting  of 
Hepresentatives — first,  of  the  Universi- 
ties ;  secondly,  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department ;  thirdly,  of  the  teachers  of 
the  higher  schools;  and  perhaps,  also, 
of  the  governors  of  those  schools.     It 
might  be  appointed  triennially,  and  in 
addition  to  selecting  the  examiners  it 
might  issue  instructions  as  to  their  duty 
in  detail.     Then  there  is  the  question  of 
paying  the  examiners.    The  Treasury  is 
ready  to  contribute  £300  a-year.     This 
might  be  thrown  into  a  common  exami- 
nation fund,  to  which  the  various  Go- 
verning Bodies  might  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  according  to  a  scheme  to  be 
arranged  by  the  Board,  and  which  might 
be  varied  when  necessary.     As  I  have 
said,  I  throw  out  the  scheme  for  the 
consideration  of  all  those  who  are  spe- 
cially interested  in  the  subject.     I  come 
now  to  the  case  of  the  ordinary  State- 
aided  schools  in  Scotland.     The  Vote 
which  is  now  asked,  for  shows  an  in- 
crease over  the  sum  voted  last  year  of 
£24,761.     It  is,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
English  Vote,  almost  entirely  caused  by 
the  increase  of  the  average  attendance 
in  schools.     The  Estimate  provides  for 
the  additional  number  of  11,000  chil- 
dren, or  an  increased  average  of  2J  per 
cent.    The  rate  of  grant  has  similarly 
risen  from  17 s.  ll^d.  to  an  estimated 
rate  of  1 8#.  1  d.    The  scholars  on  the  re- 
gister have  increased  by  3*3  per  cent, 
and  those  in  average  attendance  by  3*49 
per  cent.     In  the  results  attained  the 
schools  of  Scotland  still  have  a  very  great 
advantage  over  those  of  England  and 
Wales.    The  proportion  of  scholars  exa- 
mined in  Standard  IV.   and   upwards 
last  year  was,  in  England  and  Wales, 
31 J  per  cent ;  while,  in  Scotland,  the  pro- 
portion  examined  in  those   Standards 
was  37  per  cent.     During  the  past  year 
the  Department  has  had  under  careful 
consideration  that  portion  of  the  Heport 
of  the  Crofters*  Commission  which  re- 
lates to  education  in  Highland  schools. 
The  Committee  will  probably  recollect 
that  that  Committee  pointed  out  that 
the  benefits  of  the  Education   Act  of 
1872  did  not  fairly  come  into  operation 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land for  some  years  after  it  had  begun 
to  operate  in  the  Lowlands.     And  it  in- 
dicated certain  special  difficulties,  such 
as  the  extreme  costliness  of  education  in 
some  of  the  poorest  districts,  owing  es- 
pecially to  the  large  niimber  of  school 

i/f.  K  Stanhope 


buildings  necessary  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  a  very  scattered  population, 
and  the  loss  of  income  caused  by  great 
irregularity  of  attendance.  Since  then, 
one  of  the  examiners  in  the  Scotch  De- 
partment, Mr.  Henry  Craik,  was  sent  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Mundella)  to  make  special  inquiry  into 
this  subject ;  and  his  Beport  has  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  to- 
gether with  a  Minute  setting  forth  the 
special  conditious  which  will  in  future 
regulate  the  grants  to  schools  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  there  is  much  excuse  for 
irregularity  of  attendance,  especially 
among  infants.  My  hon.  Friends  from 
Scotland  will,  I  am  sure,  forgive  me  if  I 
mention  the  climate  first.  But  the  ab- 
sence of  good  roads,  and  the  great  dis- 
tances often  to  be  traversed,  are  also 
serious  obstacles  And  yet,  in  spite  of 
all  these  drawbacks,  I  find  in  the  Beport 
of  Mr.  Craik,  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
this  passage — 

**  After  seeing  the  parts  of  the  country  where 
the  conditions  are  most  unfavourable,  I  do  not 
think,  on  the  whole,  that  the  difficulties  are 
greater  than  are  to  be  found  in  several  main- 
land districts  where  a  good  attendance  is  ob- 
tained." 

But  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  result  is 
that,  out  of  298,000  children  between 
four  and  seven  years  of  age,  only 
121,000  are  on  the  school  registers, 
and  only  86,000,  or  less  than  one-third 
of  the  total  number,  are  in  average  at- 
tendance. Even  of  these,  only  28,700 
are  in  proper  infant  schools.  Many 
others  are  under  the  male  teachers  of 
mixed  schools,  who  are  not  altogether 
the  best  fitted  for  the  task  of  teaching 
them.  In  other  other  parts  of  the 
Highlands  the  defective  attendance  is 
often  due  to  the  fact  that  the  compul- 
sory clauses  of  the  Acts  are  not  suffi- 
ciently put  into  operation.  But  although 
I  am  still  obliged  to  speak  in  these 
terms  of  the  attendance,  it  is  only  fair 
to  admit  that  of  late  years  the  improve- 
ment has  been  very  rapid.  The  cost  of 
maintaining  a  Scotch  school  is  rather 
larger  in  Scotland  than  in  England, 
owing  in  part  to  the  wider  rang^  of 
subjects  taught  in  them,  and  partly 
owing  to  the  higher  salaries  commanded 
by  Scotch  teachers.  I  notice  that  in  all 
the  Scotch  schools  thd  cost  of  mainten- 
ance per  child  in  average  attendance 
was  £2   Is.   6dr      !3ut  in  the  special 
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counties  to  which  I  have  just  alluded 
it  was  far  higher.     In  Arjcyllshire  it 
was  £2  13«. ;  in  Buteshire,  £2  Us.  3d. ; 
and  in  Inverness- shire,  £2  6s,  2d.  There- 
fore, I  think  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
the  burden  laid    upon  many  of   these 
localities,    in    respect    of    keeping   up 
schools,  is  certainly  very  heavy.     The 
Committee  will  remember  that  it  was 
proposed  by  the  67th  section  of  the  Act 
of    1872  —  commonly  known    as    the 
Lochiel  Clause— to  empower  the  Depart- 
ment  to  supplement  the  rates  in  the 
Highland    and    Island    districts   by  a 
grant  making  up  the  Sd.  rate  to  Is.  6d. 
per  child.     The  Crofters'  Commission, 
recognizing  the  extreme  poverty  of  some 
of  these  districts,  recommended  that  the 
grant  should  be  increased  to  lOs.    This 
proposal  contained  manifest  advantages. 
It  would  have  been  a  direct  encourage- 
ment to  increased  attendance,  and  would 
apply  only  to  cases  where  a  large  popu- 
lation   is    foimd    along  with   a  small 
rateable  value.     This  could  only,  how- 
ever,   have    been   effected  by  legisla- 
tion,  and  the  scheme  adopted  by  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    opposite   (Mr. 
Mundella)  was  to  hold  out  encourage- 
ment to  improved  attendance  by  a  gra- 
dually increasing  payment,  as  the  at- 
tendance approaches  the  number  on  the 
register.  This  will  also  have  the  effect  of 
stimulating  the  exertions  of  the  teachers, 
which  is  a  matter  of  great  importance. 
Another  financial  point  was  also  brought 
before    the    Department — ^namely,   the 
loans  raised  by  school  boards  upon  the 
security  of   the  rates.     The  Crofters' 
Commission    recommended    that   these 
should  be  cancelled.     But  as  it  was  ob- 
vious that  those  boards  which  have  been 
extravagant  would   have  benefited  un- 
duly, while  those  which  have  been  eco- 
nomical, or  had  done  all  they  could  to 
discharge  their  liabilities,  would  have 
obtained  little  advantage,  this  proposal 
was  on  this  and  other  grounds,  not  ac- 
cepted by  the  Department.    There  are 
two  other  points  in  the  recent  Minutes 
which  ought  not  to  be  omitted.     The 
first  is  the  teaching  of  Gaelic,  which  has 
long  been  under  consideration ;  and  is 
now  to  be  paid  for  as  a  specific  subject. 
Payment  will  also  be  made  to  encourage 
the  employment  of  Gaelic  pupil  teachers, 
in  the  hope  of  eventually  providing  a 
body  of  certified  teachers  specially  fitted 
for  employment  in  the  Highlands.     The 
second  point  is  the  specif  grant  offered 


for  the  encouragement  of  higher  instruc- 
tion. One  reads  with  satisfaction,  in 
Mr.  Croik's  Report,  of  the  keen  interest 
which  this  subject  excites  even  in  the 
Hebrides ;  and  it  may  be  noted  that 
while  in  England  only  67  children  passed 
in  Latin  and  none  in  Greek,  in  the  State- 
aided  Scotch  schools  no  less  than  6,263 
were  quali6ed  in  Latin,  and  330  in 
Greek.  I  have  thought  it  right  to  put 
before  the  Committee,  as  concisely  as  I 
can,  the  object  of  the  recent  Minute. 
But  I  wish  completely  to  reserve  my 
own  opinion  upon  the  sufficiency  of 
the  changes  which  have  been  made. 
If  I  should  continue  responsible  for 
education  in  Scotland,  there-  is  no 
part  of  the  subject  which  I  should 
wish  to  investigate  with  more  care 
and  with  more  hopefulness,  because 
of  the  keen  desire  for  education  which 
exists  in  Scotland,  than  the  best  means 
of  overcoming  the  difficulties  with  which 
these  poor  Highland  schools  have  to 
contend.  There  is  only  one  other  sub- 
ject which  I  need  mention  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  is  that  the  Scotch  Code  in 
general  undoubtedly  requires  careful  re- 
examination in  light  of  the  changes  re- 
cently made  in  the  English  Code ;  but 
this  has  been  naturally  postponed  until 
the  future  of  Scotch  education  has  been 
decided.  I  have  now  to  thank  the  Com- 
mittee most  cordially  for  the  attention 
with  which  they  have  listened  to  me  on 
this  somewhat  dry  subject,  and  I  will 
only  add  that  I  shall  be  happy  to  answer 
any  questions  that  may  be  put  to  me. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said,  he 
thought  the  Committee  was  to  be  con- 
gratulated on  the  clear  and  satisfactory 
statement  which  they  bad  just  heard, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  be 
congratulated  upon  the  ability  with 
which  he  had  addressed  himself  to  the 
subject.  If  they  were  to  have  a  Con- 
servative Gt)vemment  in  Office,  and  to 
suffer  the  loss  of  the  services  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella),  who  had  certainly  placed 
his  mark  on  the  national  education  of 
the  country,  it  was  an  advantage  to  have 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  occupying  the 
position  of  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
who  was  untrammelled  by  pledges,  and 
who  would  be  f  o^ind,  as  was  evident  from 
the  statement  to  which  they  had  just 
listened,  ready  and  anxious  to  carry  out 
the  education  of  the  country  in  the 
progressive  way  in  which  it  had  been 
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conducted  by  hie  Predecossors,  both 
Conservative  and  Liberal.  It  seemed 
to  be  thought  by  some  that,  because 
they  had  an  ardent  friend  of  the 
voluntary  system  in  Office,  there  would 
be  a  feelinj^  of  antagonism  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
on  the  part  of  his  supporters  to  the 
board  system.  For  his  part,  he  (Mr. 
Buxton)  could  not  see  why  there  should 
be  any  such  feeling  of  antagonism  at  all. 
There  was,  and  ought  to  be,  plenty  of 
room  for  both  systems;  and  they  could, 
if  properly  dealt  with,  be  worked  side 
by  side.  Each  had  advantages  which 
were  not  possessed  by  the  other ;  and  he 
believed  himself  that  the  existence  of 
the  two  systems  side  by  side  con- 
duced to  efficiency  and  gave  variety  to 
education,  instead  of  producing  a  dull 
uniformity.  By  the  competition  and 
friendly  rivalry  which  existed,  both  sys- 
tems would  be  kept  up  to  the  mark. 
He  differed  entirely  from  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  who  sat  on  the  Benches 
near  him,  who  thought  that  the  volun- 
tary system  ought  to  be  smitten  hip  and 
thigh  from  Dan  to  Beersheba.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  ought  to  be  clearly 
understood  that  the  voluntary  system 
must  not  be  unduly  bolstered  up.  The 
reason  for  the  existence  of  the  voluntary 
system  was  that  its  supporters  considered 
that,  in  combining  education  with  dogma, 
they  were  carrying  out  the  proper  sys- 
tem, and  they  were  willing  to  make 
sacrifices  in  order  to  promote  that  object. 
If  they  were  not  willing  to  make  sacri- 
fices for  their  zeal  by  putting  their  hands 
in  their  pockets,  he,  for  one,  thought 
the  voluntary  system  ought  to  come  to 
an  end.  It  would  not  be  right,  he 
thought,  for  the  State  to  increase  the 

frant  now  made  to  voluntary  schools, 
t  would  be  altogether  improper  to  hand 
over  a  sufficient  income  from  the  public 
money  to  irresponsible  persons,  so  that 
it  would  require  no  further  effort  on  their 
part  to  keep  up  the  system  in  which  they 
were  specially  interested.  They  were 
told  that  the  voluntary  system  at  pre- 
sent was  suffering  under  heavy  and 
grievous  burdens.  No  doubt,  since  1870, 
not  only  the  supporters  of  voluntary 
schools,  but  all  persons  in  the  country, 
had  had  to  make  sacrifices  and  bear 
heavy  burdens  in  consequence  of  the 
passing  of  the  Education  Act  of  that 
year ;  but  he  thought  the  supporters  of 
the  voluntary  system  had  been  benefited 
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almost  more  largely   than  any   other 
portion    of   the  community ;    and   the 
fact  that  the  supporters  of  voluntary 
schools  had  been  able  from  year  to  year 
to  increase  the  number  of  their  schools 
showed  that  the  system  was  not,  at  all 
events,  at  death's  door.  He  would  make 
an  attempt  to  analyze  the  complaint  that 
of  late  years,  and  especially  last  year, 
had  been  made  on  the  part  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  voluntary  system — namely, 
that  the  burden  had  become  so  heavy  that 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  carry  on  the 
voluntary  schools.    Taking  the  Church 
of  England  as  one  of  the  loudest  in 
making  that  complaint,  and  as  one  which, 
after  all,  was  only  typical  of  the  others, 
he  would  compare  the  state  of  their  case 
in  the  last  four  years,  during  the  time 
the  Education  Department   had   been 
under  the  auspices  of  hip  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella),  from  1880  to  1884.     He  had 
not  got  later  figures.     He  thought  he 
could  show  that,  instead  of  suffering  as 
heavily  as  had  been  supposed,  on  the 
whole  the  voluntaiy  system  was  in  a  very 
satisfactory  and  nourishing  condition. 
During  the  four  years  of  which  he  had 
spoken,  he  found  that  ^he  attendance 
in  the  Church  of  England  voluntary 
schools  in  England  and  Wales  had  in« 
creased   from    1,492,800  to   1,617,800. 
That  was  an  increase  of  125,000  chil- 
dren.   He  wished  to  endorse  the  satis- 
faction felt  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  great  efforts  which  the  supporters 
of  the  voluntary  system,  and  especially 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
had  made  by  means  of  their  expenditure 
on  buildings,  and  the  valuable  result  of 
their  labours  towards   increasing    the 
amount  of  national  education.     Chi  the 
other  hand,  while  they  had  increased 
the    average    attendance    by    125,000 
children,  the  income  of  voluntary  schools, 
from  sources  other  than  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions, had  increased  from  £  1 ,  994,000 
to  £2, 253, 000,  or  an  increase  of  £260, 000; 
and  the   right  hon.  Gentleman  antici- 
pated that  that  increase  would  be  still 
further  enlarged  this  year.    But  it  had 
been  said  that  the  expenditure  for  edu- 
cation had  largely  increased  also,  and 
therefore  the  burden  upon  the  volun- 
tary system  was  much  greater  than  it 
had  been.    No  doubt  the  expense  had 
increased,   and  he  believed  the  Com- 
mittee   generally    would    congratulate 
themselves  on  that  fact.    But  what  was 
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the  amount  that  tho  voluntary  sub- 
scribers of  the  Church  of  England  were 
called  upon  to  pay  in  order  to  meet  the 
balance  of  the  annual  cost  left  over,  after 
taking  this  amount  of  income  into  ac- 
count ?  Would  the  Committee  believe 
that,  after  four  years,  tho  schools  were 
costing  no  more  at  all,  but  that  there 
had  been  an  actual  saving  of  £2,000 
a-year  ?  While  in  1880  the  subscribers 
paid  £587,270,  they  were  now  paying 
£585,072,  or  a  diminution  of  £2,200 
a-year.  Therefore,  instead  of  being 
pitied,  they  ought  to  be  envied  and 
congratulated,  because,  with  an  increase 
of  125,000  children,  they  were  receiving 
£260,000  more  in  subscriptions,  and  the 
entire  cost  of  the  schools  was  £2,200 
lees  than  it  was  four  years  ago.  Of 
course,  it  would  be  said  that,  in  ad- 
dition to  their  voluntary  contributions, 
the  subscribers  had  had  to  pay  largely 
in  the  shape  of  rates.  He  found  that 
the  rate  had  increased  from  1880  to 
1884  by  £189,000;  but  as  the  number 
of  subscribers  to  the  Church  of  England 
voluntary  system  was  221,000 — that 
was,  not  one  in  100  of  the  whole  popu- 
lation— the  total  amount  that  they  had 
to  pay  towards  this  increased  rate  could 
not  be  very  large.  The  complaints  were 
made  by  those  who  did  not  inquire  into 
the  facts,  and  there  was  a  certain  amount 
of  apathy  on  the  part  of  some,  so  far 
as  the  general  advancement  of  national 
education  was  concerned,  because  they 
were  subscribers  to  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem. He  had  laid  these  figures  before 
the  Committee  in  order  to  show  that  the 
cry  was  greatly  exaggerated,  and  that 
the  ground  for  complaint  on  the  part  of 
the  voluntary  schools  was  nothing  like 
so  great  as  they  tried  to  make  out.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Yice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Mr.  Stanhope)  had 
said  something  upon  the  question  of 
over-pressure.  He  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  it  was 
sufficiently  proved  that  such  cases  did 
exist.  He  ^Mr.  Buxton)  had  no  desire 
to  enter  into  that  question  again.  They 
had  already  debated  the  whole  question 
of  over-pressure ;  but  the  more  the 
matter  was  inquired  into  the  more  it 
would  be  found  that  the  over-pressuro 
supposed  to  exist  had  been  vastly  ex- 
aggerated. Those  who  cried  out  loudest 
ignored  the  fact,  which  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow,  that 
under  any  system  of  education  carried 


out  under  any  plan — even  a  plan  they 
would  most  approve  of — it  must  lead  to 
a  certain  amount  of  discomfort  and 
over-straining  in  the  case  of  a  certain 
number  of  children,  who  were  in  reality 
suffering  from  other  causes  which 
affected  their  health  and  happiness. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  outcry  which  had 
been  raised  had  done  much  good.  It 
had  directed  public  attention  to  the 
question,  and  had — if  it  werenot  heresy 
to  say  so — woke  up  the  Department ;  it 
had  certainly  woke  up  the  managers^ 
teachers,  and  Inspectors,  and  it  had  re- 
sulted in  an  attempt  being  made  to 
secure  the  relaxation  of  the  stringency 
of  the  Code,  and  to  give  a  greater  lati- 
tude to  local  bodies  and  individuals. 
This,  together  with  the  steps  contem- 
plated by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
would  have  the  effect  of  reducing  the 
pressure  upon  children  to  a  minimum. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that,  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  intended  to  see  that  the  new 
system  of  withdrawal  should  be  fully 
carried  out ;  that  he  was  impressed  with 
the  necessity  of  diminishing  the  home 
lessons,  and  that  he  intended  to  pro- 
hibit the  keeping  in  of  the  children  as  a 
punishment.  He  (Mr.  Buxton)  thought 
the  new  Code  was  intended  to  meet  the 
cry  of  over-pressure ;  but,  as  it  had  not 
yet  had  a  fair  time  lor  working,  it  was 
too  early  to  judge  how  far  the  relaxa- 
tions given  by  it  would  operate.  The 
principle  of  decentralization  established 
by  tho  Code  had  only  been  established 
within  the  last  two  years ;  but  as  soon 
as  a  sufficient  time  had  been  given  to 
allow  of  the  results  being  worked  out  he 
believed  they  would  be  found  to  be 
satisfactory.  He  had  been  glad  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject,  mention  the 
question  of  under-feeding,  and  the  at- 
tempts which  had  been  made  by  some  of 
the  managers  to  provide  self-supporting 
penny  dinners  for  the  children.  He  was 
glad  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  giving  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  that  he  had  taken  sufficient  interest 
in  it  to  induce  him  to  join  the  Council 
which  had  been  formed  for  providing 
these  self-supporting  penny  dinners.  It 
was  certainly  most  discouraging,  at  pre- 
sent, at  all  events,  to  find  that  while 
the  system  had  been  successful  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  it  had  been  by  no 
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means  successful  in  London.  Perhaps 
it  was  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  system 
had  not  been  sufficiently  long  in  work- 
ing order ;  but  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  encouragement 
to  those  who  were  engaged  in  the  work 
to  continue  their  efforts.  Such  en- 
couragement might  give  renewed  stimu- 
lus and  prevent  future  failure.  There 
was  much  in  the  system  itself  which 
ought  to  insure  its  ultimate  success. 
The  reasons  of  the  hitherto  partial 
failure  were  many  and  manifold  ;  but 
he  need  not  trouble  the  Committee 
with  entering  into  them.  A  reason 
often  put  forward  by  some  was  the  lack 
of  funds  on  the  part  of  the  parents ; 
but  he  confessed  that  he  did  not  see 
how  that  could  be  urged  as  a  reason 
for  the  apparent  failure.  The  fact  that 
the  number  of  children  who  attended 
these  dinners  varied  so  largely  from 
day  to  day  and  from  week  to  week  was 
due  rather  to  the  caprice  of  the  parents 
than  to  any  variation  in  the  wages 
which  they  earned.  The  philanthropists 
who  distributed  free  tickets  broadcaist 
were,  perhaps,  in  a  measure,  largely 
responsible  for  the  partial  failure  of  the 
system.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  officially— for  the  Depart- 
ment could  only  exercise  a  benevolent 
neutrality  in  the  matter — but  if  he 
would  unofficially  encourage  the  efforts 
of  those  who  were  promoting  the  move- 
ment, he  might  do  a  great  deal  to  im- 
prove the  cause  of  national  education. 

Sir  FEEDERICK  MILNER  re- 
marked  that  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  presided  over  this  Department 
had  promised  to  issue  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  condition  of  the  blind, 
he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
that  subject,  and  also  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  deaf  and  dumb,  and  to  bring  it 
formally  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
He  believed  that  every  hon.  Member 
of  that  House  would  admit  that  the  edu- 
cation of  deaf,  dumb,  and  blind  children 
was  a  question  of  the  greatest  national 
importance ;  and  he  did  not  think  that 
it  was  to  the  credit  of  the  country  that 
they  should  be  alone  among  nearly  all 
the  civilized  nations  of  the  world  in  doing 
next  to  nothing  towards  the  discharge 
of  this  important  duty.  In  these  days 
of  civilization  it  was  hardly  less  cruel 
to  neglect  the  education  of  these  unfor- 
tunate children  than  it  was  in  the  old 
days  of  superstition  to  expose  children 

Mr,  Sydiiey  Buxton 


on  the  mountains  as  was  done  by  the 
Greeks,  or  to  throw  them  into  the  Tiber, 
as  was  done  by  the  Romans.  He  would 
read  to  the  Committee  the  opinion  of 
two  very  eminent  men  who  were  much 
more  qualified  to  speak  on  the  subject 
than  he  was  himself.  Dr.  Buxton,  in 
his  Notes  of  Frogress^  said — 

"  It  ia  certainly  not  to  our  credit  to  know 
that  in  every  country  but  our  own,  wherever  the 
deaf  are  educated  at  all,  they  are  educated  with 
State  aid.  Even  our  fellow- subjects,  when  they 
live  under  a  Colonial  Government,  freely  tax 
themselves  for  the  education  of  their  deaf  chil- 
dren. The  British  taxpayer  alone,  among  all 
civilized  Christian  men,  enjoys  immunity  &om 
taxation  for  the  instruction  of  those  who  under 
the  name  of  the  abnormal  classes — those  with- 
out heariog,  without  sight,  without  mental 
power — are  the  special  care  of  even  such  a  poor 
nation  as  Norway,  that  country  having,  as  re- 
cently as  1881,  consolidated  and  developed  fdl 
its  previous  beneficent  legislation  for  the  com- 
pulsory education  of  the  classes  named.*-* 

Monsignor  de  Haeme  said — 

'*  It  is  a  great  honour  for  England  .to  have 
abolished  the  Slave  Trade.  But  there  are 
thousands  of  slaves  in  the  British  Empire — 
namely,  the  deaf  mutes,  who  are  the  true 
slaves  of  the  ignorance  or  carelessness  either  of 
their  parents  or  the  Government.  If  England 
is  justly  proud  of  having,  to  a  great  extent,  ex- 
tirpated slavery  in  the  world,  ought  she  to  fail 
in  finding  the  necessary  means  for  the  deliver- 
ance of  her  national  slaves  at  home  ?  " 

He  would  not  detain  the  Committee  by 
going  into  too  many  details  upon  the 
question,  important  as  it  was ;  but  he 
hoped  that  it  might  be  his  privilege  on 
some  future  day  to  enter  more  fully  into 
it.  He  had  taken  great  pains  to  ascer- 
tain the  opinion  of  men  who  were  well 
qualified  to  speak  upon  the  subject,  and 
he  had  received  most  valuable  assistance 
from  Mr.  Buckle,  of  the  Blind  School, 
York,  from  Captain  de  Bisson,  author 
of  Our  Schools  and  Colleges,  and  others. 
It  was  a  fact  that  in  America,  Germany, 
Belgium,  Holland.  France,  Russia, 
Norway,  Sweden,  Denmark,  and  other 
countries,  direct  aid  was  given  by  the 
State  towards  the  persons  suffering  from 
these  maladies,  and  our  Colonies — 
Canada,  Australia,  and  New  Zealand — 
were  following  the  good  example  so  set. 
He  purposely  avoided  going  into  the 
methods  adopted  by  these  different 
countries  in  granting  aid,  because  he 
did  not  wish  unnecessarily  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  Committee  ;  but,  in  op- 
position to  the  example  set  by  foreign 
nations  and  our  own  Colonies,  it  was 
well  known  that  we  continued  to  go  on 


Digitized  by 


Google 


685 


Supply —  Cttil 


{July  14,  1885} 


Service  Estimates, 


686 


neglecting  this  most  important  work, 
and  practically  giving  little  or  no  help 
to  the  education  of  these  unfortunate 
children.    It  was  true  that  in  England 
Boards  of  Guardians  might  send  a  child 
afflicted  with  dumbness  or  blindness  to 
school,  and  pay,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  £20  for 
his  maintenance ;  but  it  was  entirely  a 
question  for  the  discretion  of  the  Guar- 
dians whether  the  child  should  be  sent 
or  not.      No  provision  existed  for  the 
supply  by  the  State  of  special  scTiools ; 
and  the  education  of  the  deaf,  dumb, 
and  blind  was  not  recognized  as  part  of 
our  general  educational  system.     In  the 
inquiries  he  bad  made  into  the  matter 
he    had    only    heard    two    arguments 
against  the  giving  of  State  aid.     One 
was  that   the   deaf,  dumb,  and    blind 
never  became  capable  citizens,  and  the 
other  that  they  were  fit  objects  of  public 
charity,  and  ought  to  be  supported  by 
the  charity  of  the  country.     With  the 
first   of    these    objections   he    entirely 
joined  issue.     It  was  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  deaf  and  blind  children  could 
not  be  made  capable  citizens.     Science 
had  conclusively  proved  that  the  deaf, 
dumb,   and  blind  were  as  capable   of 
being   taught  and  of  attaining  to  as 
high  a  pitch  of  culture  as  hearing  and 
seeing  persons ;   but,   of  coarse,    they 
must  be  taught  by  special  methods  and 
appliances.     No  one  could  go  round  a 
blind  school  without  being  struck  by 
the  marrellous  skill  displayed  by  the 
pupils  there  in  basket  making,  brush 
making,  mat  making,    and  other  em- 
ployments;   and  they  were  capable  of 
studying  and  practising  music,  needle- 
work, and  in  some  cases  drawing.     In 
the  schools  for  the  deaf  and  dumb,  also, 
the  most  marvellous  results  were  ob- 
tained.    To  such  a  pitch  of  perfection 
were  these  unfortunate  children  brought 
by  skilled  methods  of  education,  that  it 
might  almost  be  thought  that  they  could 
see  with  their  eyes,  and  they  literally 
could  speak  with  their  mouths.   He  only 
mentioned  these  facts  in  order  to  refute 
the  statement  that  these  children  were 
not  as  capable  as  other  children ;  and  if 
any  hon.  Member  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  question  would  only  visit  the  in- 
.  Btitutions  set  apart  for  the  education  of 
the  deaf,  dumb,  and  blind,  he  would  be 
unable  to  deny  that  if  properly  taught 
they  could  be  made  just  as  capable  citi- 
zens as  any  other  person  in  the  country ; 


and  few  would  deny  that  it  was   the 
bounden  duty  of  the  State  to   do  its 
utmost  to  make  them  capable  citizens. 
As  to    the   other    argument — that    of 
charity — ^no  doubt  it  must  be  admitted 
that  these  unfortunate  sufferers  were  fit 
objects  of  charity ;  and  as  their  education 
was    more  than   usually   expensive,  it 
might  be  right  that  a  certain  portion  of 
the  cost  should  be  provided  by  charity 
and  the  rest  by  the  State.     He  certainly 
thought  that  substantial  aid  ou^ht  to  be 
given  by  the  State  to  these  institutions, 
and   that  would  free   a  great  deal  of 
the  money  now  given  in  charity  for  a 
work  hardly  less  important  than  that  of 
the  education  of  the  children — namely, 
establishing    institutions    for    helping 
those  who  had  the  misfortune  to  lose 
their  sight,  and  in  a  few  cases  their 
hearing  and  speech,  after  they  had  at- 
tained an  age  beyond  that  at  which  they 
could  be  educated.     There  was  no  doubt 
that  a  vast  amount  of  terrible  suffering 
existed  among  such  persons  who  lost 
their  sight  after  the  age  of  education 
was  passed.     They  were  certainly  fitting 
objects  of  charity,  and  some  of  the  money 
now  given  in  the  shape  of  charity  for 
the  support  of  schools  might  be  applied 
to  their  relief  and  assistance.    It  might 
be  asked  how  it  was  that  so  important  a 
work  had  been  so  long  neglected  in  this 
country.     It  was  understood  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Shefiield  (Mr.  Mundella)  had  remained 
in  Office  he  had  some  scheme  which  he 
had  intended  at  an  early  date  to  pro- 
pound.    But,  like  a  great  many  other 
Government  schemes  which  were  noto- 
riously slow  in  seeing  the  daylight,  the 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
although  it  had  been  some  years  in  his 
head,  had  never  been  presented,  pro- 
bably because  the  Government  had  been 
frightened  at  the  propect  of  the  expense 
which  might  be  incurred  in  carrying  it 
out.     Personally,  he  thought  it  would 
have  been   better    to    have    expended 
less    in  the    education  of   those    who 
were    in  the  full  possession   of   their 
senses  than  utterly  to  neglect  the  edu- 
cation of  these  unfortunate  children.  He 
maintained  that  every  child  in  the  coun- 
try, whether  in  full  possession  of  his 
faculties  or  afflicted  with  these  terrible 
misfortunes,  ought,  at  any  rate,  to  re- 
ceive a  minimum  amount  of  education. 
He  had    himself   prepared    a    schento 
which  he  intended  to  submit  to    the 
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House,  and  whicli  had  been  suggested 
to  him  by  persons  who  were  thoroughly 
competent  to  give  advice  ;  but  he  would 
defer  it  for  the  present,  as  he  did  not 
think  it  would  serve  any  good  purpose 
to  place  it  before  the  House  at  this  mo- 
ment. He  understood  that  a  Royal 
Commission  was  shortly  to  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  education  of  the 
blind ;  and  although  it  might  be  right 
that  a  separate  Commission  should  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  education 
of  the  deaf  and  dumb,  still  he  thought 
that  the  one  question  was  just  as  im- 
portant as  the  other.  There  ought  to 
be  no  further  delay  in  investigating 
these  questions ;  and  he  earnestly  hoped 
that  hon.  Members  would  consider  it  the 
duty  of  the  State  as  well  as  of  the  indi- 
vidual to  do  the  very  utmost,  and  not  to 
shrink  from  expense  in  relieving  the 
Bufferings  of  those  afflicted  with  these 
terrible  misfortunes.  He  was  sorry  that 
he  had  been  compelled  to  detain  the 
Committee  at  such  great  length ;  but  he 
trusted  that  the  remarks  he  had  made 
would  succeed,  to  some  extent,  in 
awakening  the  interest  of  hon.  Members 
in  a  question  which  he  and  many  others 
had  deeply  at  heart.  It  was  impossible 
to  exaggerate  the  extent  of  the  calamity 
which  befell  those  who  were  smitten 
with  blindness  or  deprived  of  the  senses 
of  hearing  and  speaking.  Those  who 
were  even  partially  deprived  of  those 
precious  senses  knew  only  too  well  how 
it  took  away  half  the  brightness ;  and 
they  could,  perhaps,  realize  more  fully 
the  extent  of  the  calamity  to  those  who 
were  totally  blind,  or  entirely  deprived 
of  the  sense  of  heariug. 

The  YICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  :  I  think 
it  may  save  time  if  I  answer  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Sir  Frederick  Milner) 
at  once.  I  can  only  say,  after  hearing 
his  interesting  speech,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  fully  impressed 
with  the  importance  of  the  questions  he 
has  brought  before  the  Committee.  As 
regards  the  blind,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  G^ovemment  to  cause  a  Commission 
to  be  issued  immediately  to  inquire  into 
their  condition,  and  the  means  by  which 
they  may  be  educated  and  made  self- 
supporting.  I  believe  it  is  the  intention 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
oretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  shortly 
to  issue  a  Commission.  As  regards  the 
deaf  and  dumb,  I  do  not  think  the  same 
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Commission  could  investigate  their  case ; 
but  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  time  has 
come  when  some  inquiry  should  also  be 
made  with  regard  to  tiiem.  I,  there- 
fore, propose  to  instruct  the  Inspectors, 
in  certain  districts,  to  report  to  me  how 
far  the  Education  Acts  have  failed  to 
meet  the  case  of  the  deaf  and  dumb.  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  be  satisfied 
with  that  statement. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  there 
were  one  or  two  points  in  the  Code  to 
which  he  would  l^e  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella), 
and  also  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
on  Education  (Mr.  St.anhope).  The 
first  provision  of  the  Code  to  which  he 
asked  their  attention  was  that  which 
required  that  if  only  one  class  subject 
be  taken  it  must  be  English;  if  two, 
one  must  be  English;  and  if  three, 
one  must  be  English  and  one.  draw- 
ing. The  other  class  subjects,  as  the 
Committee  knew,  were  history,  geo- 
graphy, and  elementary  science.  Now, 
as  three  class  subjects  only  could  be 
taken,  it  followed  that  if  history  were 
selected  neither  geography  nor  elemen- 
tary science  could  be  taken.  If  geo- 
graphy were  chosen,  history  and  ele- 
mentary science  must  be  omitted,  while, 
if  elementary  science  were  taken,  his- 
tory and  geography  were  excluded.  He 
did  not  deny  that  English  grammar  was 
an  important  subject;  on  the  other 
hand,  many  of  those  who  had  obtained 
the  greatest  mastery  over  our  language 
never  studied  it,  and  it  was  certainly 
a  subject  by  no  means  popular  with 
children.  He  would  not,  however,  ex- 
clude it  from  the  list  of  class  subjects, 
and  all  that  he  objected  to  with  regard 
to  it  was  its  being  made  obligatory. 
It  seemed  to  him,  for  several  reasons, 
undesirable  to  lay  down  stringent  regu- 
lations ;  and  as  between  the  six  class 
subjects  they  might  surely  leave  the 
selection  to  the  schoolmaster  and  the 
School  Board.  In  the  first  place,  sohool- 
masters  were  not  all  alike;  and  one  man 
would  make  a  subject  interesting  and 
instructive  which  in  the  hands  of  another 
would  be  dull  and  unprofitable.  He 
was  far  from  saying  that  history,  geo- , 
graphy,  and  elementary  science  should 
be  obligatory ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  did  say  that  their  aim  should  be  that 
children  who  had  passed  through  school 
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should  learn  something  of  the  laws  of 
nature,  something  of  the  history  of 
their  country,  and  something  of  the 
geography  of  the  world  in  which  they 
lived.  That  question  had  been  pressed 
on  the  Education  Department  by  the 
National  Society ;  and  so  strongly 
was  it  felt  by  many,  that  some  of  the 
geography  text  books,  including  those 
used  by  the  Liverpool  board,  contained 
as  much  elementary  science  as  geo- 
graphy, strictly  so  called,  and  they  were 
^us  enabled  practically  to  teach  the 
two  subjects,  to  a  certain  extent,  simul- 
taneously. The  lessons  in  elementary 
science  were  so  delightful  to  the  chil- 
dren, did  so  much  to  quicken  their  in- 
telligencie,  and  in  that  way  to  help, 
rather  than  to  hinder,  the  other  sub- 
jects, that  he  had  no  doubt  this  subject 
would  slowly  force  its  way  into  the 
schools  whatever  the  Department  might 
do ;  but  the  action  of  the  Department 
tended  greatly  to  obstruct  this  desirable 
result ;  and  although  he  did  not  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  force  it  on  the 
managers  of  schools,  he  did  ask  them  to 
allow  it  to  have  a  fair  chance.  In  the 
interesting  debate,  so  ably  initiated  last 
Friday  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Samuel  Smith), 
several  hon.  Members  expressed  the 
opinion — which,  indeed,  seemed  to  com- 
mand general  assent — that  their  sys- 
tem of  education  was  too  bookish.  It 
was  that  drawback  which  lessons  in 
elementary  science  would  tend  to  ob- 
viate.    Elementary    science    cultivated 

•  the  powers  of  observation,  while  the 
other  subjects  strained,  and  he  might  say 
even  overstrained,  the  memory.  More- 
over, if  they  were  to  maintain  their 
rapidly  increasing  population  in  any- 
thing approaching  to  comfort,  it  could 
only  be  by  carefully  utilizing  the  gifts 
and  resources  of  science.  They  had 
heard  many  eloquent  speeches  in  favour 
of  local  self-government,  and  were  pro- 
mised a  wide  and  generous  measure  of 
that  character  in  the  next  Parliament. 
But  side  by  side  with  those  vague  pro- 
fessions they  found  in  practice  more  and 
more  centralization,  an  ever-increasing 
army  of  Inspectors,  the  control  of  local 
affairs,  the  management  of  prisons,  the 

.  very  conduct  of  business  more  and  more 
absorbed  by  Government  Departments 
and  Government  officials.  The  very 
Government  which  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
give  London  increased  powers  of  self- 


government  dictated  to  the  London 
School  Board,  and  would  not  allow  them 
to  say  whether  a  given  school  should 
teach  geography  or  English  grammar. 
He  did  not  ask  the  Committee  to  pro- 
nounce  an  opinion  as  between  the  sub- 
jects ;  but  let  them  not  proclaim  them- 
selves in  favour  of  a  large  and  generous 
measure  of  local  self-government  on  the 
one  hand,  and  then  lay  down  stringent 
rules  of  this  character  on  the  other. 
It  might  be  said  that  a  class  subject 
might  possibly  be  taken  as  a  special 
subject;  but  that  was  surrounded  by  so 
many  difficulties  that  it  was  really  no 
answer  to  his  contention.  He  was 
grateful  for  the  concession  made  in 
allowing  the  school  boards  to  determine 
for  themselves  whether  the  Fourth  Stan- 
dard should  be  placed  in  the  first  or 
second  category ;  and  he  would  earnestly 
beg  that  school  boards  and  committees 
should  be  allowed  to  determine  for 
themselves  in  which  and  how  many  of 
the  five  class  subjects  they  would  pre- 
sent their  children  for  examination.  If 
this  question  were  to  be  determined  by 
the  children  themselves  there  would  be 
an  overwhelming  vote  in  favour  of  ele- 
mentary science,  and  they  would  do  well 
to  consider  the  wishes  and  instincts 
of  the  children  themselves.  Education 
was  better  than  instruction ;  it  did  not 
so  much  matter  what  they  knew  when 
they  left  school  as  what  they  wished  to 
know.  The  love  of  knowledge  was  even 
more  important  than  knowledge  itself. 
However  much  children  might  have 
learnt  they  would  soon  forget  what  they 
did  not  care  for,  and  however  little  they 
might  know  they  would  soon  teach 
themselves  if  they  had  the  wish  to 
learn. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  that  the 
Committee  were  asked  to  agree  in  voting 
a  considerable  sum  of  money  for  educa- 
tional purposes ;  but  it  was  to  be  re- 
membered that  this  sum  did  not  include 
the  whole  of  the  cost  of  education  in 
the  country.  Independently  of  the  large 
sura  voted  by  that  House,  a  sum  of  no 
less  than  £1,800,000  was  collected  by 
rates  for  the  support  mainly  of  board 
schools.  But  there  was  another  clfiiss  of 
schools ;  the  State  was  not  the  sole  edu- 
cator of  the  country.  It  was  true  that 
there  were  about  1,000,000  children  in 
average  attendance  in  the  board  schools; 
but  there  were  more  than  2,000,000 
children  in  the  volimtary  schools  of  the 
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country.  He  was  obliged  at  the  be- 
ginning of  his  remarks  to  refer  to  the 
analysis  of  the  position  of  the  volun- 
tary schools  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton).  His  hon.  Friend  had 
said  they  had  prospered  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  which  they  complained. 
He  (Mr.  Hubbard)  would  not  argue  this 
question  on  the  part  of  the  Church  of 
England  alone ;  he  treated  it  as  a  reli- 
gious question,  affecting  equally  Church 
of  England  Schools,  Boman  Catholic 
Schools,  Wesleyan  or  Jewish  Schools, 
and  in  that  light  he  claimed  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government's  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. The  State  said — **  We  require 
every  child  to  be  educated,  and  we  re- 
quire that  education  be  tested  as  to  effi- 
ciency." The  voluntary  schools  com- 
plied with  those  stipulations,  and  they 
received  a  certain  capitation  grant  for 
the  education  of  the  children ;  that 
grant,  on  the  part  of  the  State,  amounted 
to  about  16*.  per  head.  What  was  the 
cost  to  the  country  of  the  children 
in  the  board  schools?  It  was  £2  14«. 
per  head ;  and,  therefore,  his  conclusion 
was  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough need  not  be  afraid  of  destroy- 
ing the  voluntary  character  of  voluntary 
schools  by  slightly  enlarging  the  grant. 
It  was  true  that  a  religious  feeling  sup- 
ported voluntary  schools.  Those  who 
supported  them  believed  that  religion 
ought  to  be  the  basis  of  all  education ; 
and  they  believed  that  religious  teach- 
ing, unless  it  was  given  by  teachers 
who  were  thoroughly  in  earnest,  would 
be  ineffective.  They  asked  that  there 
should  be  liberty  of  teaching  in  religious 
matters,  and  that  the  managers  of  re- 
ligious schools  should  not  be  placed  at  a 
disadvantage.  As  he  had  pointed  out, 
the  voluntary  schools  cost  the  country, 
in  the  Government  grant,  16«.  per 
head ;  whereas  the  country  had  to  pay 
£2  14«.  for  every  school  board  pupil. 
He  was  not  going  to  ask  assistance  for 
those  schools  which  did  not  want  it; 
where  voluntary  schools  could  keep  up 
their  establishments  with  their  present 
means  he  was  quite  satisfied  that  they 
should  be  left  alone.  Seeing  the  large 
number  of  schools  where  the  fees  must 
be  low,  and  where  the  contributors  must 
be  few  and  poor  also,  he  said  it  was 
cruel  to  deprive  them  of  any  portion  of 
any  portion  of  the  grant  earned  upon 
examination   and  proof  of  excellence, 

Mr.  J.  a,  Hubbard 


because  they  could  not  comply  with  the 
condition  of  raising  17«.  6d,  by  fees  and 
voluntary  contributions,  defining  volun- 
tary contributions  as  annual  money 
subscriptions.  Schools  that  were  ex- 
cellent in  every  respect  had  been  sliom 
of  their  right  by  that  rule.  Bearing  in 
mind  that  the  17«.  6d.  limit  operated 
most  unfairly,  though  unintentionally, 
as  so  construed,  he  suggested  that,  where 
needful  to  protect  a  school  against  the 
curtailment  of  the  grant  it  had  earned, 
the  managers  might  count  rent  to  the 
extent  of  4«.  per  child  as  a  portion  of 
the  stipulated  voluntary  contributions  of 
their  school.  That  was  a  definite  pro- 
posal, which  he  was  sure  would  not 
interfere  with  the  economiccd  rule  of  the 
late  Vice  President  of  the  Education 
Board. 

Mr.  PICTON  said,  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  schools  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  were  far  more  voluntary  in  their 
management  then  they  were  with  re- 
spect to  their  maintenance.  The  theory 
generally  adopted  was,  he  believed,  that 
if  people  wished  to  have  the  manage- 
ment within  their  own  hands,  and  were 
not  in  a  representative  position,  they 
ought  to  pay  for  it.  So  long,  therefore, 
as  the  managers  raised  a  reasonable  pro* 
portion  of  the  expense  of  the  schools,  it 
had  been  held  that  they  had  a  right  to 
exercise  their  powers  with  regard  to 
them.  That  had  been  the  general  opi- 
nion, although  he  did  not  entirely  sub- 
scribe to  it  himself.  But  it  was  not  held 
that  managers  had  a  right  to  unburden 
themselves  of  all  expense  whatever  in 
the  management  of  schools,  and  still 
have  the  right  to  manage  public  funds, 
for  that  was,  in  fact,  what  their  argu- 
ments came  to.  He  did  not  think  that 
that  argument  would  be  generally  en- 
tertained by  the  country ;  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
would  not  take  the  advice  that  had  been 
given  him,  notwithstanding  the  respect 
which  he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  all  in  that  House  had  for 
the  source  from  which  it  came.  He 
ventured  to  assure  him  that  if  he  did  go 
in  that  direction  at  all  he  would  en- 
counter a  very  considerable  amount  of 
opposition.  But  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  allude  to  any  disputable  topics  on  th^ 
occasion.  He  wished  to  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
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to  a  particular  point  in  the  Code ;  the 
iostructions  to  Inspectors  on  a  subject 
that  he  had  not  alluded  to  in  his  com- 
prehensive and  interesting  speech — that 
was  to  say,  the  application  of  the  Kinder- 
garten system  of  instruction  in  infant 
schools.  It  had  been  repeated  over  and 
o?er  again  by  many  Members  of  that 
House  that  in  all  educational  systems 
physical  development  ought  to  form  part 
of  the  curriculum  of  mental  training. 
That  principle  had  been  urged  to-day 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock), 
who  had  inveighed  against  making  edu- 
cation too  bookish.  But  if  that  was  a 
fair  argument  with  regard  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  elder  children,  much  more  so 
was  it  applicable  to  the  education  of 
little  children,  who,  in  a  fair  sense,  might 
be  reg^ded  as  having  more  body  than 
mind,  and  the  greater  part  of  whose 
education  must  be  conveyed  through 
the  medium  of  their  senses  rather 
than  through  their  mind.  A  great  Ger- 
man educational  reformer,  Friederich 
Froebel,  had  laid  it  down  that  children 
should  be  educated  by  means  of  play 
— that  play  was  intended  by  the  Al- 
mighty Creator  as  an  instrument  of 
education.  But  he  did  not  think  that 
the  time  devoted  to  play  should  be 
lost;  he  thought  that  it  might  be  so 
managed  as  to  prepare  the  faculties  for 
higher  instruction.  The  Kindergarten 
had  been  adopted  in  many  private 
schools  in  the  country.  It  was  sufficient 
to  say,  without  entering  into  minute 
description,  that  by  means  of  variously 
coloured  balls,  boxes  of  objects  of 
various  forms,  and  other  similar  things, 
the  children  were  exercised  in  useful 
ways,  such  as  moulding  in  clay,  while, 
at  the  same  time,  they  were  taught  to 
calculate.  It  would  be  seen  that  in  this 
way  the  youngest  children  might  be  in- 
terested, and  even  delighted,  while  their 
bodily  strength  and  mental  faculties 
were  exercised.  Now,  his  point  was  that 
the  Code  did  not  give  the  full  scope  which 
might  be  given  for  the  exercise  and  ap- 
plication of  these  sound  principles.  Ho 
admitted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  (Mr.  Mundella) 
during  his  term  of  Office  had  done  very 
much  to  facilitate  the  system  which  he 
(Mr.  Picton)  was  desirous  of  pressing 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  his  Suc- 
cessor (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  Of  course 
they  all  knew  that  the  present  Vice  Pre- 


sident had  no  part  in  framing  the  Code  ; 
and,  much  as  his  Predecessor  had  done 
when  in  Office,  he  had  left  much  still  to 
be  done  by  his  Successor,  who  he  hoped 
would  give  his  serious  attention  to  this 
subject.  He  wished  especially  to  call 
attention  to  the  instructions  given  to 
Inspectors  in  regard  to  the  Code  of  1885, 
paragraph  6,  which  had  reference  to 
infant  schools.  There  was  a  good  deal 
of  intelligent  advice  given  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspectors ;  but,  still,  what  was 
laid  down  tended  to  prevent  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Kindergarten  system  to 
those  schools.     For  instance — 

**  Toar  attention  is  specially  directed  to  the 
results  of  instruction  in  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic." 

It  should  be  remembered  that  these 
were  not  supposed  to  be  subjects  of  in- 
dividual examination,  and  that  the  ad- 
herents of  the  Kindergarten  system  fol- 
lowed a  different  plan  in  teaching  chil- 
dren to  read,  write,  and  calculate,  to 
that  which  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Government  in  previous  years.  Inspec- 
tors would  ask  children  of  three  and 
four  years  of  age  to  read  very  short 
syllables,  and  even  to  write  a  few  letters 
of  the  alphabet ;  but  the  children  in  the 
Kindergarten  were  not  taught  in  that 
way.  They  were  taught  the  sounds  and 
powers  of  letters,  but  not  the  names ; 
and  they  would  often  read  syllables 
without  knowing  the  names  of  the  letters 
at  all.  It  was  found  that  in  this  way 
they  could  associate  sound  and  sense 
better  than  when,  for  instance,  they  were 
told,  under  the  old  system,  that  C,  A, 
and  T,  as  usually  pronounced,  made 
the  sound  **cat.*'  If  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  would  allow  the  fullest 
liberty  to  the  managers  of  schools 
who  used  this  system,  he  prophesied 
that  it  would  be  found,  when  the  chil- 
dren had  reached  the  age  of  seven  years, 
to  have  worked  a  very  groat  improve- 
ment. He  must  again  make  his  ac- 
knowledgments to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella)  for  the  facilities  he  had 
offered,  and  for  what  he  had  done  in 
this  direction  ;  but  until  the  paragraphs 
in  the  Code  to  which  he  had  referred 
were  somewhat  altered,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  desired  result  would  be  ob- 
tained. For  instance,  the  Kindergarten 
system  in  paragraph  10  was  only  men- 
tioned by  way  of  limitation.  He  there- 
fore  hoped   that  the    proper    facilities 
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would  be  given  to  the  managers  of 
ecbiools  who  desired  to  take  up  the  Kin- 
dergarten system  in  its  entirety. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  there  was 
one  subject  referred  to  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  on  which  he  entirely  concurred 
with  him.  He  was  not  sure  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  the  House  on  the  occa- 
sion of  his  calliog  attention  to  the  evils  re- 
sulting from  the  system  of  payment  by 
results ;  but  he  thought  he  might  call 
upon  him  to  support  the  doctrine  which 
he  had  then  endeavoured  to  advance. 
When  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
House  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice  President  to  give  as  much 
liberty  as  possible  to  managers  to  con- 
duct their  schools  in  the  way  that  seemed 
best  to  them,  although  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  infant  schools  in  parti- 
cular, he  (Mr.  Talbot)  went  a  little 
higher,  and  said  that  this  was  a  prin- 
ciple on  which  he  thought  they  ought 
to  act  with  regard  to  education  in 
general.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  (Mr  E.  Stanhope) 
would  go  into  this  question  in  the  same 
spirit  as  he  had  gone  into  the  other  mat- 
ters relating  to  education,  he  believed  he 
would  find  that  the  system  of  payment 
by  results  was  one  which,  at  no  distant 
date,  must  engage  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  there  was 
to  be  a  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  condition,  from  an  educational 
point  of  view,  of  the  blind ;  and  they  were 
also  told  that  specicd  instructions  were 
to  be  given  to  Inspectors  to  look  into  the 
condition  of  the  deaf  and  dumb.  But 
he  (Mr.  Talbot)  thought  that,  at  the 
present  time,  a  little  more  courage  was 
necessary.  He  wanted  to  see  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Hoyal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Educa- 
tion Acts  generally,  because  he  was  cer- 
tain that  a  great  deal  of  information  was 
required  on  that  subject.  They  were 
constantly  hearing  complaints  from  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House — 
certainly  on  that  side — with  regard  to 
the  unfairness  with  which  the  voluntary 
schools  were  treated.  Then,  again,  they 
heard  complaints  about  over- pressure  in 
elementary  schools;  and  on  that  point  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  made  an  important 
admission  in  saying  that  there  was  some 
ground  for  believing  in  the  existence  of 

Mr,  Picton 


over-pressure,  not  only  of  children,  but 
of  teachers,  which  he  thought  was  the 
greater  evil  of  the  two.  Now,  these  were 
amongst  the  matters  which  he  thought 
well  deserved  the  attention  of  a  Koyal 
Commission  ;  but  he  thought  he  might 
go  on  broader  ground  than  that,  and 
say  that  when  a  system  of  this  kind  had 
operated  for  15  years  it  was  not  going 
too  far  to  ask  that  inquiry  should  be 
made  as  to  how  it  was  working.  He 
did  not  ask  that  any  special  modifica- 
tion should  be  introduced  because  his 
own  political  Friends  were  now  in  power; 
he  asked  for  the  appointment  of  a  Royal 
Commission  to  go  into  all  these  subjects, 
so  that  they  might  have  solid  ground  to 
go  upon  for  what  had  so  often  been 
urged — that  was  to  say,  if  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Commission  showed 
that  reform  was  necessary.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  if  ma- 
nagers would  look  into  the  conduct  of 
their  schools  there  would  not  be  so  much 
over-pressure  as  was  stated  to  exist.  But 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  managers 
were,  to  a  great  extent,  under  compul- 
sion. They  were  under  the  pressure 
of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors,  and  they 
were,  of  course,  under  the  pressure  of 
the  Education  Oflfice.  It  might  be  the 
duty  of  managers  to  see,  as  far  as  they 
could,  that  neither  the  children  nor  the 
teachers  were  over-pressed ;  but  they 
knew  that  the  very  existence  of  their 
schools  depended  on  the  result  of  the 
Inspector's  visit.  If,  then,  the  whole 
pecuniary  fortune  of  the  school  de- 
pended on  the  result  of  one  single  visit 
by  the  Inspector  in  the  course  of  a  year, 
it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  a  cer- 
tain amoimt  of  over-pressure  should  take 
place  which  would  not  otherwise  exist. 
Therefore,  he  said  that  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  ought  to  be  instructed  not  to 
press  the  managers  to  over-press,  but 
to  discourage  the  practice  as  much  as 
possible;  and  then  the  Department  of 
the  Government  which  had  to  deal  with 
the  subject  of  education  should  impress 
on  the  Inspectors  themselves  the  de- 
sirability of  refraining  from  anything  of 
the  kind.  He  was  glad  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  the  admission — which  coming 
from  him  was  very  valuable — ^that  edu- 
cation in  their  schools  ought  not  to  be 
too  bookish.  Had  he  (Mr.  Talbot)  said 
that  he  might  have  been  regarded  as 
an    Obstructionist    to    education ;    bat 
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as  comiDg  from  the  hon.  Baronet  lie 
trusted  the  remark  would  be  received 
in  a  different  light.  No  one,  ho 
thought,  could  doubt  that  it  was  quite 
as  honourable  for  a  man  or  woman  to 
learn  at  the  outset  of  life  the  manual 
work  which  they  would  have  to  do  in 
their  after  career  as  it  was  for  those  in- 
tended for  the  position  of  clerk  or  lawyer 
to  learn  something  of  the  work  they 
would  afterwards  be  called  upon  to  per- 
form. There  was  only  one  other  subject 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  attention, 
and  that  was  to  the  enormous  burdens 
which  were  now  being  laid,  not  merely  on 
those  who  contributed  to  the  support  of 
the  voluntary  schools,  a  subject  on  which 
something  had  been  said  by  previous 
speakers,  but  also  on  the  municipal 
bodies.  He  believed  he  was  correct  in 
quoting  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  as  having 
stated  that  the  School  Board  loans  had 
amounted  to  £  1 6,000,000.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers know  anything,  as  he  had  had  oc- 
casion to  know,  of  the  expenditure  in- 
curred by  the  municipal  bodies  through- 
out the  country  in  other  directions,  they 
would  be  somewhat  startled  at  the  enor- 
mous total  of  the  figures  that  might  bo 
given.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
these  School  Board  loans  were  only  one 
part  of  the  municipal  burdens  borne  by 
the  people  of  this  country ;  and  he  could 
not  but  think  that  something  ought  to  be 
done  to  put  some  kind  of  check  on  their 
municipal  expenditure.  He  did  not  say 
that  he  considered  his  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Mundella)  chargeable  with 
extravagance  in  connection  with  School 
Board  expenditure  ;  but  still,  in  regard 
to  municipal  expenditure  generally,  they 
were  all  aware  of  the  great  temptation 
there  was  to  expend  freely  the  money  of 
other  people,  and  he  regarded  it  as  one 
of  the  functions  of  Parliament  to  put  a 
check  on  the  extravagant  expenditure 
of  municipal  bodies.  Until  Parliament 
had  grappled  with  this  question,  which 
had  now  become  a  national  one,  of  the 
enormous  local  expenditure  incurred  by 
municipal  bodies,  it  never  would  be 
able  to  impose  that  restriction  on  the 
extravagance  of  those  bodies,  without 
which  the  evil  would  never  be  stopped. 
One  point  that  ought  to  be  borne  in 
mind  was  that,  however  extravagant 
municipal  bodies  were,  the  expenditure 
they  incurred  never  seemed  to  make  the 
fihgfhtest  difference  to  their  constituents. 


The  members  who  sanctioned  the  ex- 
penditure were  re-elected  all  the  same ; 
and  although  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
might  say — *'  If  the  ratepayers  do  not 
object,  you  ought  not  to  do  so,"  he  felt 
boimd  to  urge  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  object,  and  that  if  it  were 
the  case  that  Parliament  had  a  little 
more  wisdom  than  other  people — and  he 
supposed  it  was  generally  conceded  that 
it  had,  otherwise  they  would  not  be  there 
at  all — it  must  either  check  these  enor- 
mous local  expenditures,  or  be  prepared 
to  see  the  day  when  it  would  be  found 
that  the  burden  they  created  h6d  be- 
come almost  unknowingly  so  great  an 
incubus  on  the  population  that  a  strong 
reaction  would  set  in  and  produce  re- 
sults which,  whatever  they  might  be, 
would  be  due  to  the  simple  fact  that 
Parliament  had  not  opened  its  eyes  to  the 
extravagance  of  the  municipal  bodies, 
and  had,  consequently,  failed  to  impose 
any  wholesome  restraint.  He  congratu- 
lated his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  on  the  very 
able  and,  on  the  whole,  satisfactory 
Budget  he  had  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  night.  He  was  sure  they 
could  all  rely  on  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  holding  the  balance  fairly 
between  the  board  schools  and  the 
voluntary  schools,  which  had  already 
accomplished,  and  were  still  doing,  a 
vast  work  for  the  education  of  the  whole 
community ;  and  he  would  conclude  by 
repeating  that  with  which  he  had  begun 
— namely,  that  he  thought  he  had  made 
out  a  strong  case  for  the -issue  of  a  Boyal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Elementary  Education  Acts. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Although  I  did 
not  rise  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  de- 
bate, I  think  the  Committee  is  now  de- 
sirous of  getting  through  the  discussion 
as  rapidly  as  possible;  and  as  I  am 
anxious  to  correct  what  I  deem  to  be 
one  or  two  mistakes  into  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  (Mr.  Talbot)  has  fallen, 
I  take  the  present  opportunity  of  offer- 
ing what  remarks  I  have  to  make  to  the 
Committee.  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  my  Successor  in 
the  Office  of  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil on  the  clear  and  interesting  state- 
ment he  has  this  evening  placed  before 
the  Committee.  I  feel  with  the  last 
speaker  the  utmost  oonfidouQe  that  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  will  do  as  all  his 
Predecessors  have  done,  hold  the  balance 
fairly  between  all  Parties,  and  adminis- 
ter the  Education  Acts  in  the  spirit  in 
which  they  were  enacted  by  this  House. 
The  year  that  has  just  passed  has  un- 
doubtedly been  a  year  of  the  greatest 
progress  we  have  ever  had  in  regard  to 
the  Education  Acts.  It  is  really  mar- 
vellous to  note  the  strides  education  has 
made  in  this  country,  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  has  pointed  out,  the 
supply  of  school  accommodation — that 
is  to  say,  the  seats  provided  for  the  chil- 
dren of  this  country — if  properly  distri- 
buted would  meet  all  the  wants  of  the 
country  at  the  present  moment.  But, 
unhappily,  this  accommodation  is  not 
properly  distributed.  An  excess  of  seats 
in  the  City  of  London,  for  example,  will 
not  meet  the  demand  at  Greenwich ;  and 
the  same  remark  applies  to  Scotland 
and  the  rural  districts,  for  it  will  be 
found  that  while  there  is  an  excess 
which  tells  up  very  largely  in  the  tale  of 
the  whole  supply  of  places,  yet  when  you 
want  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  in- 
creasing populations  of  the  large  towns 
throughout  the  country  that  excess  is 
of  no  service  whatever.  There  is,  I  be- 
lieve, still  the  greatest  deficiency  to  be 
found  within  the  Metropolitan  area — I 
allude  especially  to  the  growing  suburbs 
of  London ;  and  on  this  point  I  may 
state  that  Mr.  Hughes,  a  member  of  the 
London  School  Board,  when  he  accom- 
panied a  deputation  last  year,  stated 
that  in  the  Metropolitan  suburbs  we 
can  hardly  build  too  many  schools.  Li 
the  great  and  increasing  district  of 
Lambeth,  for  instance,  the  population 
is  extending  so  rapidly  that  soniething 
like  four  or  five  new  board  schools 
a-year  are  required  to  supply  the  de- 
mands of  the  increased  growth  of  that 
part  of  the  Metropolis  alone.  If,  there- 
fore, we  are  to  keep  pace  with  the  actual 
wants  of  London  we  must  erect  a  new 
board  school  for  the  accommodation  of 
1 ,000  children  every  month.  This  sounds 
like  a  prodigious  demand  as  being  merely 
what  is  necessary  to  meet  the  wants  of 
a  single  population.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil has  made  a  very  interesting  state- 
ment as  to  the  cost  of  the  schplars  in 
the  board  schools  and  voluntary  schools. 
I  should  be  the  last  man  to  deny  that 
there  may  be  extravagance  in  the  ma- 
nagement both  of  the  voluntary  and  of 
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the  board  schools;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  must  be  admitted  that 
there  has  been  an  interested  and  a  very 
unfair  outcry  against  the  expenditure 
of  the  school  boards,  not  only  in  London, 
but  throughout  the  country.  I  believe 
that  the  School  Board  of  the  Metropolis 
has  done  a  work  the  importance  of 
which  the  public  hardly  appreciate,  and 
that  the  influence  which  that  work  is 
having  and  will  continue  to  have  in  the 
solution  of  those  social  problems  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
reference  at  the  close  of  his  speech  is 
likely  to  be  greater  almost  than  it  is 
possible  for  the  Committee  to  conceive. 
I  have  watched  this  work  for  the  last 
five  years — ^I  might  almost  say  for  the 
last  25  years — and  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  convey  to  the  Committee  my  con- 
viction of  the  excellence  of  the  work 
that  is  now  being  done  in  raising  up  a 
population  that  will  strengthen  the 
national  character  and  tend  to  check 
the  evils  of  intemperance,  pauperism, 
and  vice,  and  in  bringing  the  influence 
of  education  to  bear  in  the  solution  of 
the  most  difficult  problems  of  the  day. 
And  in  saying  this  I  am  not  speaking 
without  actual  knowledge.  I  hear  a 
great  deal  said  against  board  schools 
and  the  way  in  which  they  fulfil  their 
purpose ;  but  it  is  far  from  my  intention 
to  say  anything  against  voluntary 
schools.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  if  I 
Bay  anything  in  favour  of  board  schools, 
it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  I  am 
thereby  depreciating  the  voluntary 
schools.  It  is  a  common  error  to  sup- 
pose that  when  we  speak  well  of  the  one 
we  necessarily  speak  ill  of  the  other. 
On  the  contrary,  as  has  been  well  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough 
(Mr.  Sydney  Buxton),  there  is  ample 
work  for  both  of  them  to  do  —aye,  and 
even  more  than  they  can  do ;  and  I  can 
bear  testimony,  from  what  I  have  seen 
during  the  five  years  I  have  been  in 
Office,  to  the  excellent  influence  which 
the  managers  of  the  voluntary  schools 
exert  upon  the  condition  of  the  schools, 
and  the  teachers  and  the  children  who 
come  under  their  care.  There  is  nothing 
more  valuable  to  the  cause  of  education 
than  the  influence  of  good  managers, 
while  there  can  be  nothing  more  per- 
nicious than  the  influence  of  voluntary 
managers  who  neglect  the  duties  of 
management  in  connection  with  the 
schools  over  which  they  have  control. 
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Before  I  turn  to  the  figures  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  before 
the  Committee,  and  in  which  there  is  a 
great  deal  that  must  have  been  of  much 
interest  to  us  all,  I  should  like  to  tell 
the  Committee  something  of  the  work 
that  has  been  done,  not  only  during  the 
last  five  years,  but  during  the  period 
that  has  elapsed  since  the  Education 
Acts  were  passed.  There  were  two  or 
three  subjects  touched  upon  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  by  other  speakers 
who  have  followed  him,  to  which,  in  the 
first  instance,  I  wish  to  allude.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the 
educational  progress  made  last  year  in 
England  and  Wales  as  having  been 
fCr eater  than  that  attained  by  Scotland. 
I  am  quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  intend  it  to  be  supposed 
that  education  in  England  had  over- 
taken Scotch  education.  The  progress 
made  in  England  and  Wales  has  been 
great  because  the  scope  for  it  has 
been  great.  The  deficiency  has  been 
60  large,  and  we  have  been  and 
are  so  much  in  arrear  of  Scotland, 
that  there  has  been  more  ground  to 
make  up  here.  We  have  not  yet,  as 
has  truly  been  said,  overtaken  Scot- 
land either,  in  the  matter  of  average 
attendance  at  school  or  in  the  attain- 
ments of  the  scholars ;  and  I  am  afraid 
it  will  be  some  time  before  we  do  so, 
especially  as  Scotland  is  continually 
making  splendid  progress,  and  may  be 
expected  in  the  future  to  make  even 
greater  advances  than  she  has  achieved 
during  the  past  few  years.  Look  at 
what  was  the  case  last  year.  I  believe 
the  progress  then  made  by  that  country 
was  greater  than  it  had  been  for  several 

Srevipus  years,  and  that  the  18«.  Id.  per 
ead  to  which  the  grant  has  risen  from 
17«.  lljrf.,  and  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  provided  in  his  Estimate 
for  next  year,  will  be  found  too  small, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
find  himself  at  the  end  of  the  financial 
year  out  of  his  calculation,  owing  to  the 
progress  Scotland  is  making  being 
greater  than  he  anticipates.  This  was 
the  case  last  year ;  and  we  had  to  come 
down  to  this  House  and  ask  for  a 
large  Supplementary  Estimate  both  for 
England  and  Scotland.  And  Here  I 
must  say,  with  regard  to  aU  these  Edu- 
cational Estimates,  it  is  impossible  to 
forecast  precisely  what  will  be  the  ex- 
penditure for  a  particular  year,  because 


it  depends  yery  much,  not  only  on  the 
zeal  of  the  Local  Bodies,  on  the  action  of 
the  school  boards,  managers,  and  magis- 
trates, but  very  much  even  on  what  may 
be  the  state  of  the  weather.  In  a  wet  sea- 
son the  attendance  is  lower  than  it  is  in  a 
dry  season ;  and  it  is  found  that  when 
there  is  a  fine  open  winter  in  Scotland 
there  is  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
average  attendance,  and  consequently 
in  the  amount  of  the  grant  for  that 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated,  as  we  all  admit,  that  there  have 
probably  been  some  cases  of  over- 
pressure. I  have  never  denied  that 
there  might  be  some  cases ;  but  my  be- 
lief is  that  the  physical  advantages  of 
attending  school  are  all  on  the  side  of 
the  good  of  the  population ;  that  the 
school  attendance  improves  the  health 
of  the  poor  children,  although  not,  per- 
haps, in  the  same  degree  as  it  improves 
their  morals.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Algernon  Percy),  who  knows 
something  of  the  London  board  schools, 
can  testify  how  splendidly  the  children 
go  through  their  exercises ;  how  those 
exercises  strengthens  them  and  smartens 
them  up,  giving  them  habits  of  accuracy 
and  discipline  which  are  of  the  greatest 
possible  advantage  to  them.  I  hope  we 
shall  do  all  we  can  to  encourage  the 
school  boards  in  the  development  of  this 
physiccd  training.  But  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  all  these  things  cost 
money.  I  say,  however,  that  we  ought 
to  have  drilling  places  and  drill  masters, 
and  we  ought  also  to  introduce,  as  I 
hope  we  shall  do,  gymnasiums  and  gym- 
nastic exercises,  providing  the  necessary 
apparatus,  which,  of  course,  will  be  the 
source  of  further  outlay,  for  which,  also, 
we  must  be  prepared.  I  join  with  those 
who  deprecate  extravagance;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  that  parsimony 
in  education  is  the  worst  economy  in  the 
world.  It  is  an  old  story,  but  it  was 
said  by  one  of  the  Presidents  of  the 
American  Republic — ^I  believe  by  Pre- 
sident Garfield — that  all  to  be  saved 
which  depreciates  the  character  of  the 
education  is  lost  twice  over  if  it  be  saved 
at  the  sacrifice  of  advantage  to  the  chil- 
dren. I  say,  therefore,  that  we  ought 
to  encourage  these  physical  exercises ; 
and  I  say  further  that  not  only  are  they 
beneficial  to  the  children  generally,  but 
if  we  take  the  case  of  the  poor  children 
who  are  sent  from  the  one  room  in  which 
the  whole  family  reside — and  in  some  o| 
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the  London  board  schools  from  60  to  80 
per  cent  of  the  children  are  those  of 
families  living  in  a  single  room — we  find 
that  those  children  are  brought  from  the 
wretched  streets  and  alleys,  and  the 
miserable  staircases  on  which  they  are 
in  the  habit  of  playing,  and  placed  in 
large  rooms  and  good  play  grounds, 
where  they  can  breathe  a  pure  atmo- 
sphere, and  where  their  lives  are  bright- 
ened, as  indeed  the  children  show  them- 
selves ;  f er  those  poor  little  things,  after 
all,  love  the  school  a  great  deal  more 
than  the  children  of  the  well-to-do  work- 
ing class.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  that  there  are  two  things  which 
we  ought  to  beware  of — home  lessons 
and  overtime.  I  admit  that  excessive 
home  lessons  must  be  a  great  disadvan- 
tage ;  but  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  see 
the  Education  Department  prohibit  home 
lessons.  If  you  attempt  this,  either  in 
England  or  Scotland,  but  especially  in 
Scotland,  you  will  have  an  outcry  on 
the  part  of  the  parents  such  as  wonld 
very  soon  have  the  effect  of  reversing 
any  decision  you  may  come  to  in  that 
direction.  With  respect  to  the  question 
of  overtime  I  am  entirely  in  agreement 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think 
the  teachers  have  no  right  to  keep  the 
children  for  a  month,  or  even  two  or 
three  months,  before  the  examination 
in  order  to  give  them  a  long  training  for 
the  purpose  of  covering  the  results  of 
past  neglect.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
support  the  Inspectors  in  preventing 
this,  for  I  know  that  they  are  all  in- 
structed to  take  care  that  overtime  is 
not  excessively  resorted  to ;  and  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  support 
them  in  the  endeavour  to  put  an  end  to 
it.  There  is  one  point  in  connection  with 
the  subject  to  which  I  wish  to  allude. 
I  refer  to  the  over-pressure  imposed 
on  the  teachers,  and  especially  on  the 
female  teachers.  If  there  is  one  thing 
more  than  another  of  which  I  have 
been  thoroughly  convinced  for  years 
past,  it  is  that  the  whole  method 
of  training  and  working  female  teachers 
is  unreasonable  almost  to  the  point  of 
being  absolutely  cruel.  Take  the  life 
of  a  female  teacher.  She  begins,  per- 
haps, as  a  monitor  at  the  age  of  13  and 
becomes  a  pupil  teacher  at  14,  when  she 
is  made  not  only  to  teach  all  day  long, but 
to  do  a  great  deal  of  drudgery  both  be- 
fore and  after  school  hours.  She  has  to 
be  up  early  in  the  morning,  and  late  in 
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the  evening ;  she  has  to  get  up  her  les- 
sons, so  that  she  may  be  able  to  pass 
her  annual  examination,  all  this  being 
in  addition  to  her  school  work.  At  the 
age  of  18  or  19,  if  she  does  not  suoceed 
at  the  Training  College,  she  has  again 
to  go  into  school  and  work  the  whole  of 
her  time  as  an  assistant,  while  she  has 
also  to  work  hard  at  her  own  education, 
in  order  that  she  may  pass  the  examina- 
tion at  the  end  of  the  year  and  obtain  a 
certificate,  after  which  she  ultimately 
becomes  a  schooimistress.  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  more  laborious  than 
the  life  of  such  a  teacher,  who  has  to 
work  hard  in  the  school  five  days 
a-week,  not  only  in  the  school  itself, 
but  before  the  school  opens  in  the 
morning  and  after  it  is  closed  in  the 
evening,  cramming  up  to  obtain  her 
own  education.  This  comes  from  the 
bad  side  of  our  pupil  teacher  system, 
which  is  the  real  outcome  of  the  x>aT8i- 
mony  of  the  English  people  in  regard  to 
education.  It  came,  in  the  first  instance, 
from  a  desire  to  conduct  education  very 
cheaply.  Still,  it  has  its  advantages ;  for 
the  English  pupil  teacher  who  spends 
part  of  her  day  in  school  and  the  other 
part  of  the  day  in  acquiring  the  educa- 
tion necessary  for  her  future  career  be- 
comes a  better  teacher  and  better  able 
to  manage  a  school  than  does  the  young 
woman  who,  after  a  training  such  as 
can  be  got  in  France  or  Germany,  does 
not  enter  an  English  school  until  she  is 
20  or  21  years  of  age.  There  is,  how- 
ever, another  thing  I  should  like  to 
point  out  to  hon.  Members.  I  have  re- 
cently been  visiting  some  rural  schools, 
and  I  have  been  quite  shocked  to  see 
the  amount  of  work  imposed  upon  the 
female  teachers.  In  one  case  I  saw  a 
female  teacher  with  68  children  under 
her. 

Me.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Was  that 
a  board  school  ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA:  No;  it  was  a 
voluntary  school.  That  teacher  had  to 
go  through  the  whole  of  the  six  Stan- 
dards, and  had  also  to  look  after  a  pupil 
teacher  with  her  infant  class.  Her 
work,  as  she  told  me,  was  not  done  when 
she  closed  the  school  doors  at  the  end 
of  the  week.  She  had  to  train  her  pupil 
teacher,  of  course ;  but  she  had  to  do 
more  than  that.  She  had  been  engaged 
on  the  condition  that  she  was  to  teach 
in  the  Sunday  school  twice  a- day,  take 
the  children  to  choroh,  and   play  the 
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harmoniam.  The  result  of  all  this  was 
that,  week  ia  and  week  out,  that  poor 
girl  never  had  a  day's  rest.  Now,  there 
is  no  one  in  this  House  who  has  a 
higher  opinion  of  the  value  of  Sunday 
school  work  than  I  have ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  do  wish  school  managers  would 
arrange  that  this  Sunday  school  work 
should  be  done  rather  by  non-profes- 
sional teachers,  so  that  the  ordinary 
teacher  should  have  a  day  of  leisure  on 
the  Sunday,  in  order  that  she  might  ob- 
tain a  little  needed  rest.  To  keep  the 
teacher  at  work  every  day  in  the  week, 
Sunday  included,  is  really  cruel  and  un- 
just ;  and  if  any  hon.  Member  will  only 
take  up  the  educational  newspapers  and 
look  through  them — say,  The  School- 
nuuUr  or  2%$  Guardian — he  will  find 
advertisements  for  teachers  who,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  ordinary  work  of  teaching 
in  school  and  training  the  pupil  teacher, 
are  also  required  to  do  a  great  deal  of 
^wMf-paroohial  work.  I  think  the  time 
has  now  arrived  when  a  considerable 
demand  will  be  made  by  these  persons 
for,  at  any  rate,  the  Sunday's  rest. 
With  respect  to  this  over-pressure  on 
the  teachers,  there  is  no  doubt  that  very 
much  of  it  arises  from  the  insufficiency 
of  the  staff ;  and  wherever  there  is  in- 
sufficiency of  staff  the  teachers  are 
overworked,  the  children  are  worried, 
and  the  school  is  not  conducted  with 
that  system  and  order  and  regularity 
which  ought  to  exist.  The  result  is 
that  there  must  be  a  push  eiven  first  to 
one  class  and  then  to  another,  in  order 
to  bring  the  children  up  to  a  condition 
in  which  they  may  be  able  to  pass  the 
examination.  What  is  really  wanted 
IB  more  staff ;  and  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  and  those  on  this  side  of  the 
douse  also  contrast,  as  they  frequently 
do,  the  cheapness  of  the  voluntary  schools 
with  the  cost  of  the  board  schools,  I  would 
beg  them  to  bear  in  mind  that  by  far 
too  many  of  the  voluntary  schools  have 
been  and  are  being  conducted  with  an 
altogether  insufficient  staff,  and  that 
that  is  one  of  the  chief  reasons  why 
they  are  carried  on  at  a  cheaper  rate 
than  the  board  schools.  When  we  come 
to  look  at  the  cost  of  many  of  the  volun- 
tary schools  of  London,  we  find  that 
they  eiLpend  as  much,  if  not  more,  than 
the  board  schools  in  the  country  by  1». 
or  2«.  per  head,  and  I  know  some  of 
these  that  are  spending  even  more  than 
the  board  schocHs  in  London,  and  are  at 
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the  same  time  conducting  their  educa- 
tion with  great  success.  There  are  seve- 
ral of  these  volimtary  schools  which  I 
could  name  that  are  doing  their  work 
quite  as  well,  or  even  better,  than  any 
other  schools  in  the  country ;  but  then 
they  are  doing  it  with  an  adequate  staff. 
The  hon.  Member  for  York  (Sir  Frede- 
rick Milner)  has  spoken  about  the  edu- 
cation of  the  blind  and  the  deaf  and 
dumb.  I  have  listened  with  great  sym- 
pathy to  his  remarks,  and  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  say  that  the  late  Government 
decided  on  asking  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Eoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  and  education  of  the 
blind ;  and  I  may  add  that  I  urged 
upon  my  Colleagues  that  they  should 
add  to  that  investigation  an  inquiry 
into  the  condition  of  the  deaf  and  dumb, 
because  I  considered  that  both  these 
classes  have  been  greatly  neglected,  and 
that  a  great  deal  of  misery  and  pau- 
perism are  the  result  of  their  slighted 
education.  I  believe  that  the  result 
woidd  well  repay  a  fair  outlay  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  if  they  would 
take  care  to  have  the  blind  and  deaf 
and  dumb  properly  trained.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Hubbard)  has  put 
forward  a  plea  for  an  increased  grant  of 
48.  per  head  all  round.  That  demand,  if 
assented  to,  would  really  mean  an  increase 
in  the  annual  grant  to  the  extent  of 
£1,000,000,  because  it  could  not  be  sup- 
posed that  the  grant  should  be  increased 
to  the  extent  of  48,  per  head  in  Eng- 
land without  a  similar  addition  being 
made  to  the  grant  for  Scotland.  If  it 
is  given  in  the  one  case,  we  cannot 
withhold  it  in  the  other.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  there  are  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  more  than  5,000,000  chil- 
dren on  the  rolls  of  the  English  and 
Scotch  schools,  and  that,  consequently, 
if  48.  per  head  be  added  to  the  present 
grant,  there  is  another  £1,000,000  gone 
at  once.  Having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  voluntary  schools  are  costing  less 
and  less  for  their  management  every 
year,  and  that  there  is  a  steady  decline 
in  the  cost  of  education  in  those  volun- 
tary schools,  while  at  the  same  time  the 
grant  is  increasing,  the  fees  are  increas- 
ing, and  the  voluntary  subscriptions  are 
diminishing,  I  think  it  is  unreasonable 
to  make  such  a  demand,  and  I  do  not 
suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
made  it  is  likely  to  find  the  Treasury 
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glvinp^  encouragement  to  any  suoli  olaim. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Talbot) 
has  urged  the  appointment  of  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  general 
question  of  what  has  been  done  under 
the  Education  Acts.     What  I  haye  to 
say  upon  that  proposal  is,  that  a  great 
deal  must  depend,  in  the  first  place,  on 
what  are  the  objects  of  that  Royal  Com- 
mission, and,  in  the.  next  place,  on  how 
the  Commission  is  to  be  constituted.  All 
I  can  say  is,  that  if  we  are  to  have  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
character  and  quality  of  English  edu- 
cation, and  into  our  existing  methods, 
and  if  the  Educationalists  are  to  be  as 
fairly  represented  upon  it  as  was  the 
case  in  the  Duke  of  Newcastle's  Com- 
mission, I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  it 
appointed.     I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
result  will  be  an  increased  demand  for 
a  better  class  of  education.     An  inquiry 
will  certainly  not  result  in  cheapening 
the  education  of  the  country,  or  in  lower- 
ing the  quality  of  its  tone.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Talbot)  complained  also 
of  the  system  of  inspection.     It  has  be- 
come rather  the  fashion  of  late  to  com- 
plain of  the  Inspectors.     I  am  sure  that, 
80  far  as  I  was  concerned,  I  did  my  ut- 
most to  re- organize  the  staff  of  Inspec- 
tors, and  put  all  the  machinery  in  such  a 
condition  that  with  proper  supervision  it 
would  work  smoothly.    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Talbot)  complains  of  the 
Inspector  going  but  once  a-year.     I 
should  have  liked  to  ask  him,  if  he  had 
been  in  his  place,  how  it  is  that  the  Na- 
tional Society,  of  which  he  is  a  member, 
adopt  the  very  system  of  inspection  for 
religious  education  which  is  adopted  for 
secular  education  ?    Diocesan  inspection 
is  urged  upon  every  school  in  the  country, 
and  the  Diocesan  Inspector  goes  round  to 
every  school  once  a-year.  The  results  are 
found,  I  was  going  to  say  as  important, 
but  I  think  they  are  found  more  import- 
ant, to  the  teachers  of  the  schools  than  the 
results  in  the  case  of  secular  instruction. 
The  National  Society  adopted  just  the 
same  means  of  inspection ;  they  classed 
the  schools  as  fair,  good,  and  excellent ; 
and  the  teachers  tell  me  that  if  they  do 
not  succeed  in  attaining  a  high  standard 
in  religious  instruction  they  are  more 
severely  reproved  by  the  Diocesan  In- 
spectors than  they  are  imder  similar  cir- 
cumstances by  the  Secular  iQspectors. 
So  if  you  are  to  abolish  inspection  for 
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secular  subjects  you  must  do  very  much 
the  same  thing  in  the  case  of  religious 
subjects.     Well,  now,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  spoke  of  the  enormous  bardens 
placed  on  the  ratepayers,  and  said  the 
time  had  come  to  check  the  extrava- 
gances of  the  school  boards.     We  are 
constantly  hearing  of  the  extravagance! 
of  the  school  boards.     I  should  like  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  Commit- 
tee a  few  figures,  which  will  illustrate 
what  is  the  cost  of  education   in  this 
country  as  compared  with  other  conn- 
tries.    Let  us  take  our  own  Colonies. 
I  have  here  a  Return  which  has  just 
been  issued  relating  to  the  year  1883. 
It  contains  a  Report  from  the  Govern- 
ment Statist  of  Victoria,  and  a  most 
interesting  Report  it  is.     Now,  what  is 
the  cost  of  education  in  our  Australian 
Colonies?  The  population  was  3,000,000 
and  some  thousands.    The  total  expen- 
diture of    the  Australian   Colonies  in 
1883  for  education  was  £2,104,599;  in 
round  figures  there  was  £2,000,000  of 
expenditure  for  3,000,000  of  population. 
If  you  were  to  apply  that  rule  to  the 
English  population  the  cost  of  education 
in  this  country  would  be  £20,000,000 
a-year.     NoWj  the  whole  cost  of  edu- 
cation in  this  country,    including  the 
Science  and  Art  instruction,  is  imder 
£12,000,000  a-year— I  put  it  roughly 
at    £12,000,000.     £2,000,000  must  be 
taken    off   that    sum    as    the   amount 
paid    by    children    in    fees,     so    the 
cost    of   educati6n — Science    and  Art, 
Board     Schools,    Voluntary     Schools, 
&c.  —  is      £10,000,000.      There    are 
35,000,000  of  population,  so  that  gives 
you  about  6«.  per  head  per  annum  for 
the  whole  population.    Now,  what  is 
the  cost  per  head  per  annum  in  Austra- 
lia ?    It  is  14«.    And  the  cost  in  Massa- 
chusetts is   19«.  per  head  per  annum; 
and  in  the  City  of  Paris  it  is  12«.  6i/. 
per  head  per  annum.    We  spend  on 
education  about  one-third  what  is  spent 
in  Massachusetts ;  we  spend  considerably 
less  than  one-half  what  is  spent  by  our 
Australian  Colonies ;  and  we  spend  less 
than  one-half  of  what  is  spent  in  the 
City  of  Paris.    Now,  there  are  two  or 
three  figures  with  respect  to  the  remark- 
able progress  of  the  last  few  years  which 
I  think  will  interest  the  Committee.    I 
have  taken  the  results  for  1869,  1879, 
and  1884  as  to  the  number  on  the  school 
registers  and  as  to  the  average  attend- 
ance.    Well,  in  1869  the  number  of 
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children  on  the  sohool  registers  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  was  1,569,000,  in  1879 
3,711,000,  and  in  1884  4,337,000.  The 
average  attendance  in  1 869 was  1 ,  063, 000, 
in  1879  2,595,000,and in  1884  3,273,000; 
or, to  put  it  another  way,  the  average  per- 
centage of  attendance  was  67*78  in  1869, 
69-93  in  1879,  and  7646  in  1884.  If 
we  take  into  consideration  the  number 
of  half-timers,  the  average  attendance 
in  England  and  Wales  was  last  year 
brought  up  for  the  first  time  to  some- 
thing over  80  per  cent.  Now,  the  most 
remarkable  of  all  statements  was  the 
one  that  affects  the  educational  progress. 
In  1869  the  number  of  children  in  Stan- 
dards V.  to  Vn.  was  91,400,  in  1879  it 
had  risen  to  163,300,  and  in  1884 — a 
lapse  of  five  years — it  had  risen  to 
325,200.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the 
numbers  in  the  upper  Standards  have 
nearly  doubled  in  the  last  five  years. 
These  results  I  am  quite  sure  are  satis- 
factory. I  am  also  quite  sure  of  another 
thing,  and  that  is  that  the  outlay  on 
education  is  the  best  outlay  the  Govern- 
ment has  ever  made  or  is  likely  to  make. 
There  is  in  existence  a  very  remarkable 
Paper  which  I  hope  will  shortly  be  pub- 
lished. It  has  not  yet  come  to  the  no- 
tice of  the  House ;  but  I  am  enabled  by 
the  favour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  to  make  a  quotation  from  it. 
The  Paper  relates  to  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law,  and  contains  a 
eorrespondence  between  the  late  Home 
Secretary  and  the  late  Lord  Chancellor 
(Earl  Selbome)  upon  the  subject.  Now, 
the  facts  set  forth  are  most  remarkable. 
They  show  that  the  decline  in  the  crimi- 
nal populationis  exoeedinglyrapid — that, 
indeed,  it  becomes  more  and  more  rapid 
every  year. 

Thk  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  E. 
Staithofe)  :  Has  the  Paper  been  laid 
before  Parliament? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  a  confiden- 
tial document  I  am  quoting  from ;  but 
I  have  no  doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  wiU  lay  it  on 
the  Table  if  he  were  asked  to  do  so.  I 
can  g^Te  some  quotations,  at  any  rate, 
from  official  Correspondence.  The  Pri- 
son Commissioners  in  their  Report  for 
1 883  say  that  the  decrease  in  the  number 
of  persons  in  the  prisons  in  1881-2  and 
in  1883  occurred  ohiefiy  amongst  the 
younger  oriminalB,  the  decrease  amongst 
fhgse  under  30  years  of  age  foraging 


55-1  per  cent  of  the  whole,  and  amongst 
those  over  30  forming  44*9  per  cent. 
The  number  in  prison  under  16  years  of 
age  in  March,  1880,  was  429  ;  it  fell  in 
1883  to  268,  and  since  then  it  has  fallen 
much  lower.  The  total  number  of  pri- 
soners under  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
fell  from  1 1,660  in  1869  to  under  9,600  in 
1884.  But  the  great  reduction  is  in  the 
number  of  prisoners  under  30  years  of 
age,  it  having  fallen  nearly  one-half. 
The  Paper  I  have  here  attributes  the 
decrease  mainly  to  two  things  —  the 
Education  Act,  and  the  working  of  our 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools.  I 
hope  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  is  in  Office  next  year, 
he  will  see  his  way  to  extend  the  indus- 
trial school  system.  There  is  nothing 
more  important  than  that  we  should 
have  a  thoroughly  good  system  of  day 
industrial  and  truant  schools.  There  is 
no  Royal  road  for  solving  the  great 
social  question  which  affects  our  large 
towns  ;  but  I  believe  that,  by  patiently 
persevering  in  this  line,  we  shall  do 
much  to  get  rid  of  the  misery  and 
the  depravity  which  is  too  common 
amongst  our  population.  In  conclu- 
sion, I  must  again  congratulate  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ux>on  his  statement, 
which  he  made  with  so  much  ability  and 
ol  earn  ess 

Lord  ALGERNON  PERCY  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee 
many  minutes ;  but  as  allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  expenditure  of  the  London 
School  Board,  he  desired  to  say  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  question  d^d  require 
the  closest  attention  on  the  part  of  the 
Education  Department.  He  was  rather 
surprised  at  one  figure  that  was  quoted 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope). If  he  was  not  mistaken,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  ex- 
penditure or  maintenance  per  head  in 
the  London  School  Board  had  somewhat 
decreased.  That  certainly  did  not  ap- 
pear to  agree  with  the  figures  in 
the  Estimate  of  Expenditure  issued  by 
the  School  Board,  for  the  year  1885-6, 
commencing  the  25th  of  March,  1885. 
There  he  saw  that,  for  the  current 
year,  the  maintenance  of  day  schools 
provided  by  the  Board  amounted  to 
32«.  Sd.  per  child ;  for  the  year  ending 
the  25th  of  March,  1886,  it  was  esti 
mated  that  the  net  cost  of  mainte- 
nance would  be  35«.  lid,  per  child, 
or  an  increase  of   3«.   Sd,   per  chil4«, 
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Again,  if  they  took  the  total  expendi- 
ture of  the  London  School  Board^  they 
found  it  had  p^one  up  in  the  year  from 
£950,804  to  £1,045,365.  He  did  not 
wish  to  use  the  word  extravagance  in 
reference  to  the  London  School  Board, 
as  the  hon  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Talbot) 
did,  because  he  thought  it  was  a  great 
mistake  to  prejudge  the  case.  If  the 
present  expenditure  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary, nothing  more  was  to  be  said  ; 
but  there  was  a  very  general  feeling 
amongst  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metro- 
polis that  the  expenditure  was  not  ne- 
cessary, and  that  feeling  was  likely 
to  increase  unless  some  good  explana- 
tion was  given.  He  therefore  thought 
it  was  most  desirable,  in  the  interest  of 
education,  that  an  inquiry  into  the  mat- 
ter should  be  instituted,  and  a  clear 
explanation  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case 
given.  The  more  one  examined  the  ac- 
counts and  compared  the  expenditure  of 
the  London  School  Board  with  the  ex- 
penditure on  education  in  the  large 
towns  of  the  country,  the  more  it  ap- 
peared necessary  that  some  further  light 
should  be  thrown  upon  the  subject.  The 
total  expenditure  of  the  London  School 
Board  for  the  next  year  was  estimated 
at  £1,090,000,  and  of  that  simi  no  less 
than  75  per  cent  was  defrayed  by  the 
rates,  15  per  cent  was  defrayed  by  the 
Government  grant,  and  the  remaining 
10  per  cent  was  defrayed  by  the  school 
pence.  The  Committee  would  see,  there- 
fore, that  the  expenditure  of  the  School 
Board  was  a  matter  which  did  aflPect 
very  vitally  the  interests  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Metropolis.  Were  hon. 
Gentlemen  acquainted  with  the  amount 
of  income  derived  from  the  rates  by  the 
school  boards  in  London  and  in  the 
following  large  towns  : — Sheffield,  Bir- 
mingham, Manchester,  Bradford,  Hull, 
Leeds,  and  Liverpool?  In  the  Pro- 
vinces, the  highest  income  ever  reached, 
from  1880  to  1883-4,  was  in  Bradford 
in  1881,  and  that  was  a  little  over  18«. 
per  child ;  whereas,  in  London,  the  in- 
come had  never  been  lower  than  in 
1883-4,  when  it  was  £1  IOj?.  7Jrf.,  while 
in  the  Estimate  just  issued  it  would 
amount  to  £1  15«.  lid.  Again,  the 
average  total  expenditure  per  scholar 
had  always  been  much  lower  in  the 
Provinces  than  in  London.  The  highest 
was  in  Bradford  in  1883-4,  when  it  was 
£2  7f .  7d.,  whereas  it  had  always  bQ^Q 
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over  £2  15«.  in  London,  and  it  was  now, 
he  believed,  a  little  over  £2 17*.  There- 
fore, it  could  not  be  said  that  the  ex- 
penditure had  decreased.     He  was  far 
from  saying  that  the  work  of  the  Lon- 
don School  Board  had  not  been  exceed- 
ingly valuable ;  but  that  was  not  quite 
the  point.     The  question  was  whether 
the  work  done  could  have  been  done  as 
well  with  a  less  expenditure.     It  was 
also  a  question  whether  the  work  done 
was  really  of  an  elementary  descrip- 
tion,  for    which    the    London     School 
Board  was  originally  instituted.     Now, 
if  it  could  be  proved  that  large  towns 
in  the  country,  having  school  boards, 
did  good  work  and  better  work  than  the 
London  School  Board  at  less  expendi- 
ture, then  he  thought  the  question  arose, 
what  were  the  different  conditions  which 
caused  such  an  enormous  discrepancy  ? 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   the  Member  for  Sheffi^d 
(Mr.  Mundella)  to  talk  about  building 
a  school  every  month   to  accommodate 
1 ,000  scholars,  gymnasiums,  and  the  like. 
These  were  all  very  excellent  institutions ; 
but  the  question  was,  where  were  they 
going  to  stop  ?    Was  all  this  to  be  de- 
frayed from  the  rates  ?    The  rates  had 
gone  up  steadily  every  year,  and  now 
for  school  board  purposes  they  were 
9(f.  in  the  pound.     It  must  be  remem- 
bered, too,  that  this  increase  had  taken 
place  at  a  time  when  the  average  at- 
tendance had  increased,  and  the  amount 
gained  by  Government  gprant  had  very 
largely  increased,  which  would  have  led 
one  to  expect  a  decrease  rather  than  an 
increase  on  the  rates.     The  chief  item 
of  increase  was    under   the    kead  of 
"  Salaries."    The  salaries  for  the  year 
ending  29th  September,  1873,  amounted 
to  £1  4:8.  Sd,  per  scholar;  but  in  the 
School  Board  Estimates  for  1885  they 
amounted  to  no  less  than  £2  6f.  Id, 
per  scholar.     The  number  provided  for 
was  312,671,   so  that  the  increase  of 
the  rate  under  this  head  alone  amounted 
to  £342,832,   or  to  more  than  2J<f.  in 
the  pound.    In  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Oounoil  on    Education,   the 
board  schools  in  England  and  Wales, 
who  did  their  work  exceedingly  well, 
obtained    their    salaried    teachers    at 
the  rate  of  £1  12«.  0}^^.   per  scholar. 
Some    explanation    was    certainly  re- 
quired why    such  extraordinary    high 
salaries  should  be  necessary  in  London. 
It  appeared  also  that  the  London  School 
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Board  found  it  necesAary  to  give  a  salary 
of  about  £100  a-year  more  than  was 
given  by  voluntary  schools  in  London 
for  masters  and  mistresses  respectively. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  voluntary 
schools  were,  to  a  certain  extent,  starved ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  could  be  said 
truly  of  voluntary  schools  as  a  rule. 
The  Eetum  which  had  been  granted  on 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Somerset  (Mr.  R.  H.  Paget) 
showed  how  many  voluntary  schools  suf- 
fered under  Article  114.  At  any  rate, 
if  it  could  be  said  of  certain  voluntary 
schools,  it  could  not  be  said  of  the  board 
schools  of  Manchester,  because  in  1883-4 
the  grants  earned  by  the  board  schools 
of  Manchester  amounted  to  ll^d,  per 
head  more  than  those  earned  by  the 
board  schools  of  London,  whereas  the 
salaries  paid  in  the  board  schools  of 
London  were  I2t,  lid,  per  head  higher 
than  those  paid  in  the  board  schools  in 
Manchester.  It  therefore  appeared  that 
in  the  Manchester  board  schools  better 
work  could  be  done  for  13«.  per  head 
less  cost  than  could  be  done  by  the 
London  board  schools.  He  had  hitherto 
carefully  avoided  saying  anything  about 
the  cost  of  building  or  of  sites ;  but  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  a  certain 
amount  of  extravagance,  or,  he  should 
say,  undue  expenditure,  took  place  under 
these  heads  because  of  the  undue  com- 
petition which  was  created  between 
board  schools  and  voluntary  schools. 
This  competition  took  place  in  two  ways. 
In  the  first  place,  by  the  board  schools 
lowering  the  fees  to  such  an  extent  that 
the  voluntary  schools  suffered  in  conse- 
quence ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  by 
putting  up  board  schools  in  immediate 
proximity  to  voluntary  schools,  where 
they  were  not  required,  and  where  the 
result  was  to  destroy  the  voluntary 
schools.  A  remarkable  instance  of  this 
oocurred  in  St.  James^  Westminter. 
The  Pulteney  Street  Board  School  was 
built  to  accommodate  1,000  scholars  at 
a  cost  of  £33  per  head.  The  result  was 
that  two  national  schools  instantly  lost 
611  scholars. 

Me.  LYULPH  STANLEY :  Can  the 
noble  Lord  give  the  names  of  the 
schools? 

LoED  ALGERNON  PERCY  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee 
on  this  point ;  but  he  could  give  the 
names  of  the  schools  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  deaired  them. 


Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY:  I  may 
want  to  say  something  about  them. 

Lord  ALGERNON  PERCY  said,  the 
two  schools  were  the  National  School, 
in  Marshall  Street,  and  St.,  Peter's 
National  School,  in  Great  Windmill 
Street.  There  were  also  three  schools 
under  Government  grant  and  one  school 
under  Trustees,  which  were  closed.  The 
total  number  of  places  now  vacant 
amounted  to  1,711.  All  of  those  places 
could  have  been  occupied  by  children 
receiving  education  free  of  any  expense 
to  the  rates.  But  the  most  curious  fact 
was,  that  in  the  parish  at  the  present 
moment  there  were  fewer  children  re- 
ceiving elementary  education  than  there 
were  at  the  time  the  Pulteney  Street 
School  was  built.  He  thought  he  had 
adduced  figures  to  justify  the  very 
strong  suspicion  entertained  by  many 
that  the  expenditure  of  the  London 
School  Board  was  scarcely  warranted. 
He  considered  that  on  all  grounds  it 
was  most  important  that  some  inquiry 
should  be  made,  with  the  view  of  secur- 
ing some  check,  if  there  really  was 
need  for  it,  upon  the  present  expendi- 
ture of  the  Board. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  right  he  should  de- 
tain the  Committee  long  by  going  into 
the  allegations  against  Uie  London 
School  Board,  because  they  were  now 
engaged  in  considering  the  general 
Education  Estimates  for  the  country. 
He  would  like,  however,  to  refer  to  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy).  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  misled  by  a  docu- 
ment circulated  by  the  St.  James' 
Vestry,  and  from  which  he  had  quoted 
some  of  his  jOigures.  The  noble  Lord, 
who,  he  was  sure,  would  not  inten- 
tionally make  a  mistake,  said  that  when 
the  Pulteney  Street  School  was  built 
the  schools  in  Great  Windmill  Street 
and  Marshall  Street  were  emptied. 

Lord  ALGERNON  PERCY  said,  he 
never  used  the   word   emptied.    What   . 
he  did  say  was,  that  those  schools  lost 
611  scholars. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
had  not  the  figures  with  him ;  but  his 
impression  was  that  both  the  school  in 
Marshall  Street  and  that  in  Great  Wind- 
mill Street  had  substantially  as  many 
children  now,  or  until  six  months  ago, 
as  they  had  before  the  Pulteney  Streoi 
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School  was  built.    The  noble  Lord  must 
know  that  for  some  time  past  West- 
minster had  been  greatly  disturbed  by 
street   improvements,   and  that  might 
possibly .  have  recently  diminished  the 
number  of  scholars  in  those  two  schools. 
The  noble  Lord  had  been  misled  very 
much,  because  he  gave  the  Committee 
to  understand  that  three  schools  had 
been  closed  in  consequence  of  the  erec- 
tion   of   the  Pulteney   Street   School. 
That  statement  was  made  in  the  docu- 
ment from  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
quoted.     It  was  a  curious  fact,  that  the 
schools  mentioned  were  schools  trans- 
ferred to  the  London    School  Board. 
The  premises  were  quite  unsuitable  for 
schools,  and  it  was  to  replace  them  that 
the  Pulteney  Street  School  was  built. 
One  of  them  was  the  Craven  School, 
very  near  to  Marshall  Street ;  one  was 
attached  to  St.  Luke's,  and  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  Board  because  the  manager 
was  unable  to  carry  it  on,  as  the  lease 
was   expiring;    and  the    third  was   a 
school  under  a  chapel  in  an  adjoining 
street,    and  was  hired  by  the  Board 
while  the  Pulteney  Street  School  was 
being  built,  and  while  the  old  school, 
on  the  site,  was  pulled  down.     He  was 
satisfied  the  noble  Lord  would  not  again 
allude  to  Pulteney  Street  School  as  a 
school  built  so  as  to  close  three  voluntary 
schools  and    to  partially  destroy   two 
others.    There  were  one  or  two  matters 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  in  regard  to  which  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  observations.    He 
admitted  that  the  cost  in  London  was 
very  high,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated,  and  he  did  not  think  he 
could  hold  out  any  grsat  hope  to  hon. 
Members  that,  so  far  as  London  was 
concerned,  it  would  be  diminished.     It 
had  been  mentioned  that    the  cost  of 
education  in  the  schools  was  12».  4rf.  per 
head  higher  than  in  the  voluntary  schools. 
No  doubt  that  was  substantially  correct ; 
but  he  thought  that  one  or  two  items 
would  show  that  that  was  not  very  sur- 
prising.    In  the  first  place,  the  Vestries 
were  not  very  friendly  to  the  London 
School  Board,   and   they  had    always 
taken  the  opportunity  of  putting   the 
rating  of  the  London  board  schools  at 
as  high  a  figure  as  possible;  and  the 
result  was  that  the  London  School  Board 
payments  for  rates  amounted  to  about  3$, 
for  each  child.   Again,  whenever  a  volun- 
tary school  was  transferred  to  the  Board, 

Mr,  Lyulph  Stanley 


the  Yestries  always  took  the  opportunity 
of  raising  the  rating.  Voluntary  schools, 
as  a  rule,  were  rated  at  a  very  low  and 
nominal  value  ;  but  they  had  had  oases 
of  schools  which,  although  rated  at  £50 
a-year  as  voluntary  schools,  were,  on 
transfer  to  the  School  Board,  rated  at 
£500  a-year.     That,  he  said,  was  very 
unjust,  and,  as  he  had  pointed  out,  it 
had  contributed  to  bringing  up  the  rate 
to  about  3«.  per  scholar.      It  should  be 
remembered  also  that  the  teachers  in 
the  voluntary  schools  were  largely  paid 
by  items  which  did  not  appear  in  the 
accounts  of  the  cost  of  those  schools.    It 
was  no  imcommon  thing  for  the  head 
teachers  to  have  residences  given  to  them 
as  part  of  their  pay,  and  that  could  not 
be  put  at  less  than  £25  a-year ;  but  it 
was  an  item  which  did  not  appear  in 
the  balance  sheet,  and  a  larger  salary 
must,   of  course,  be  given  where  the 
teacher  did  not  have  a  house  given  to 
him.     He  found  that  in  one  school  the 
master  was  allowed  to  sell  books  to  the 
children  at   the   ordinary  retail    prioe, 
which  gave  him  a  profit  of  £10  or  £15 
a-year.    That  was  regarded  as  a  private 
transaction  between  the  master  and  the 
child.     It  might,  as  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  said,  be  an  exceptional  case; 
but  he  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  was  stating 
the  fact  as  it  came  within  Ms  knowledge, 
and  he  said  that  such  a  practice  was 
clearly  mischievous,  because  it  was  the 
interest   of  the  master  to   force  more 
books  on  the  children  than  they  required 
in  order  that  he  might  make  a  profit. 
He  admitted   that  the    rate  was  very 
high,  and  it  had  been  properly  pointed 
out  that  the  chief  item  of  expense  was 
that  of  salaries.  It  was  there  that  heavy 
expenses  were  incurred.      He  did  not 
wish  to  trouble  the  Committee  more  than 
he  could  help  with  regard  to  the  London 
School  Board;  but  he  thought  he  had 
a  right  to  ask  the  Committee  whether 
they  did  not  think  that  the  salaries  of 
teachers  ought  to  be  such  as  to  attract 
the  educated  men  and  women  in  the 
profession  of  teachers  ?    As  they  oould 
get  a  jerry  builder  to  run  up  a  house  at 
almost  any  figure,  so,  in  the  matter  of 
education,  they  could  get  some  wretched 
starveling  to  teach  children   somehow 
or  other,  and  if  they  liked  to  pay  the 
bottom  price  instead  of  the  top  price  in 
the  market,   no  doubt  it  was  possible 
to  cut  down  the  expenses  of  the  Board 
by  many  thousands  of  pounds  in  the 
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jear.  But  lie  asked,  whether  it  would 
have  been  a  wise  policy  to  try  to 
grapple  with  the  mass  of  ignorance  in 
the  country  with  the  cheapest  teachers 
that  could  be  got  ?  He  said  that,  under 
no  oiroumstances,  would  it  be  a  wise 
economy  to  try  to  cheapen  their  teachers, 
e?en  if  teachers  were  to  be  had  at 
low  salaries.  If  they  had  to  go  into 
the  highways  and  byeways  for  the  chil- 
dren they  had  to  instruct,  he  held  that 
teachers  of  the  highest  morals,  charac- 
ter, and  ability,  were  not  too  good  for 
their  purpose.  Those  children  were  not 
to  be  taught  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic  only ;  they  had  to  be  civilized 
and  humanized  as  well,  and  for  that 
purpose  the  high  moral  qualities  of 
patience,  forbearance,  and  kindness  were 
neceesary.  He  said,  considering  the 
work  that  had  to  be  done  in  London  and 
in  the  great  towns  of  the  country,  the 
best  policy  was  to  pay  the  best  price  in 
order  to  get  teachers  who  could  properly 
perform  the  difficult  work  that  had  to  be 
done.  He  admitted  that  the  cost  of 
toition  was  high  ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Education  Department  and  of  every 
liberal  man  and  woman  in  the  country 
to  see  that  this  work  was  done  well. 
With  regard  to  over-pressure,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  over-pressure  which  did 
exist  had  been  greatly  over-estimated. 
There  was  a  certain  amount  of  over- 
pressure, and  he  was  certain  there  would 
be  more  of  it,  if  stupid  teachers  were 
employed.  But  he  agreed  that  there 
was  great  danger  of  over-pressure  in 
respect  of  teachers,  especially  woman 
teachers  and  pupil  teachers,  and  a  great 
part  of  the  responsibility  for  that  rested 
with  tho  Education  Department,  which 
had  allowed  for  years  a  miserably  in- 
adequate staff  to  supply  the  requirements 
of  the  Department.  The  Education  De- 
partment year  after  year  had  said  that 
a  certificated  teacher  should  reckon  on 
the  staff  for  80  children  in  average  at- 
tendance. When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella)  laid  that  down  as  a  minimum, 
did  he  not  know  that  he  was  holding  up 
a  standard  which  many  poor  managers 
both  of  voluntary  and  of  school  boards 
would  treat  as  a  maximum  ?  He  said 
that  the  result  of  that  was  a  scandal  and 
a  reproach  to  their  system ;  and  that 
when  it  was  known  that  managers  were 
working  on  that  minimum,  which  the 
Segolatioas  of  the  Department  allowed, 


it  was  for  those  on  the  Front  Bench 
so  to  alter  the  Code  that  over-pressure 
as  the  result  of  an  insufficient  staff 
could  not  possibly  arise.  They  must 
make  up  their  minds,  that  if  they  were 
to  have  education  worthy  of  the  country, 
it  would  cost  a  great  deal  more  than 
it  had  cost  up  to  the  present  time.  He 
would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Vice  President  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  to  the 
danger  of  over-centralization.  He  re- 
membered having  mentioned  before  in 
that  House  a  remarkable  speech  of  the 
late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  which  he  made 
in  the  memorable  debate  of  1839,  when 
the  £rst  proposal  was  made  for  forming 
the  Committee  of  Council.  The  Earl 
of  Beaconsfield,  then  Mr.  Disraeli,  even 
at  the  beginning  of  the  creation  of  the 
Education  Department,  raised  the  voice 
of  warning  against  creating  a  Central 
Department  which  should  interfere  with 
the  individual  character  of  self-govern- 
ment in  localities.  He  (Mr.  Lyulph 
Stanley)  acknowledged  that  where  a  Go- 
vernment grant  was  made  there  must  be 
supervision,  and  that  when  efficiency  was 
the  basis  of  payment  there  must  be  a  test 
of  efficiency ;  but  he  objected  to  obstacles 
being  placed  in  the  way  of  people  who 
wanted  to  teach  something  sensible 
and  intelligible  that  did  not  happen  to 
appear  in  the  Code.  He  wished  at  this 
point  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to 
the  growing  interference  with  the  mana- 
gers of  elementary  schools.  It  was  true 
that  the  Code  itself  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  but  the  Instructions  to  Inspec- 
tors were  more  in  the  nature  of  a  De* 
partmental  document.  It  was,  of  course, 
very  proper  that  Instructions  should  be 
issued  to  Inspectors ;  but  his  contention 
was  that  those  Instructions  contained 
many  things  which  were  practically  ad- 
ditions to  the  Code,  and  that  some  of 
them  were  very  material  additions. 
There  was  one  innovation  with  regard 
to  the  registers.  It  was  necessary  that 
registers  should  be  kept,  and  the  De- 
partment must  make  reasonable  regula- 
tions as  to  the  mode  of  keeping  them  ; 
but  he  said  it  was  a  usurpation  for  the 
Department  to  proceed  to  extend  by 
their  authority  to  an  enormous  extent 
the  time  for  which  names  should  be  kept 
on  the  registers.  Those  were  matters 
which  ought  to  be  very  much  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  managers  and  teachers.  He 
did  not  complain  that  names  were  kept 
on  the  register  a  clear  fortnight;  but 
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the  Department  had  ordered  that  names 
should  be  kept  on  it  for  six  weeks ;  and 
this  year  they  had  gone  further,  and  said 
that  names  were  not  to  be  removed  from 
the  register  unless  it  could  be  proved  that 
the  children  had  left  the  neighbourhood, 
or  something  of  that  kind.  He  always 
regretted  very  much  to  hear  the  Code 
discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons,  be- 
cause the  House  was  not  competent  to 
discuss  these  technical  details  ;  but  the 
more  they  were  obliged  to  refrain  from 
discussing  it,  the  more  they  must  appeal  to 
the  forbearance  of  the  Department  not  to 
make  year  by  year  fresh  encroachments 
on  the  independence  of  schools.  He  was 
Borry  there  nad  been  so  little  said  in  the 
course  of  that  discussion  of  the  efficiency, 
and  so  much  about  the  cost  of  educa- 
tion—  so  little  about  the  progress  of 
education,  and  bo  much  about  the  poor 
ratepayers,  who,  however,  he  believed, 
were  quite  satisfied  with  the  results 
which  their  money  was  producing. 

Mr.  ackers  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
would  be  astonished  when  he  spoke  on 
behalf  of  the  dumb  of  this  country,  and 
said  that  he  could  not  be  satisfied  with 
the  answer  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  night.  A  Royal  Commission 
had  been  promised  for  the  blind,  but  not 
for  the  deaf.  It  was,  he  regretted  to 
say,  another  instance  of  the  indifference 
to  the  subject  of  the  education  of  the 
deaf,  that  during  the  remarks  of  his  hon. 
Priend  (Sir  Frederick  Milner)  there  was 
a  general  buzz  of  conversation  in  the 
House.  The  Act  of  1870  declared  that 
the  whole  of  the  children  of  the  country 
should  be  educated.  But  hitherto  the 
Education  Department  had  neglected  to 
imdertake  the  education  of  the  deaf  and 
blind.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  MundellaJ 
was  Vice  President  of  the  Council  he 
had  the  honour  of  waiting  on  him  on 
two  separate  occasions — one  in  the  year 
1877,  and  the  other  in  March  last — with 
deputations  on  the  subject,  who  were 
told  that  the  State  took  no  cognizance 
of  the  deaf  and  blind  in  this  matter; 
that  there  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Department  to  deny  that  they  were 
included  within  the  Act  of  1870,  but 
the  Department  were  not  going  to  en- 
force that  compulsory  power  of  educa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  deaf  and  blind 
which  applied  to  other  children. 

Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley 


Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  was  not  Vice 

President  of  the  Council  in  1877.  The 
hon.  Member  only  came  to  me  this 
year. 

Mb.  ackers  said,  he  found  that, 
although  wix)ng  in  his  dates,  he  was  cor- 
rect in  his  facts,  and  that  he  was  with  the 
deputation  which  waited  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  1882— not  1877 — when  he 
was  Vice  President,  and  which  was  in- 
troduced by  General  Cotton.  He  believed 
they  had  had  the  sympathy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this  matter  all  along; 
but,  notwithstanding  that,  and  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  the  State  required  that 
every  child  should  be  educated,  nothing 
whatever  had  been  done.  He  rejoiced 
that  universal  education  was  now  the 
law  of  the  land ;  but  that  law  was  not 
really  carried  out,  and  he  maintained 
that  it  should  apply  to  all  children,  and 
not  be  confined  merely  to  those  who 
could  see  and  hear.  The  blind  and  deaf 
should  have  the  same  advantages  in  re- 
spect of  education  as  their  more  fortu- 
nate fellow-creatures.  He  said  that  they 
ought  to  be  made  as  capable  citizens  as 
education  could  make  them;  and  that 
was  a  proposition  which  he  believed 
could  in  no  way  be  controverted.  Still 
there  was  this  general  want  of  interest 
in  the  subject.  He  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  had  asked  on  a  former 
occasion  for  a  Royal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject,  and  he  had  urged 
that,  not  because  he  had  any  doubt  as 
to  what  ought  to  be  done  in  the  matter, 
but  because  he  desired  to  bring  before 
the  House  and  the  country  sufficient 
evidence  by  means  of  that  Commission. 
But  the  Commission  was  not  granted, 
and  the  reply  was  that  the  Department 
had  under  consideration  an  inquiry  with 
reference  to  the  blind  and  deaf  and 
dumb.  Now,  it  had  been  very  well  said 
by  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Frederick  Mil- 
ner) that  the  circumstances  of  the  blind 
and  the  deaf  and  dumb  were  very  dif- 
ferent. Those  who  understood  one  of 
these  did  not  necessarily  understand  the 
other;  and  at  a  conference  of  teachers 
and  others  connected  with  the  education 
of  the  deaf  in  the  United  Kingdom,  held 
in  this  City  a  few  days  ago,  a  JReso- 
lution  had  been  unanimously  passed 
that  it  would  not  suffice  to  have  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  the  blind,  deaf,  and  dumb, 
but  that  a  separate  Commission  should 
be  granted  to  inquire  into  the  education 
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and  condition  of  the  deaf  and  4^^^* 
But  he  was  afraid  that  the  never 
failing  recurrence  of  the  axgument 
about  the  ratepayer  and  the  rates, 
would  prevent  the  subject  from  receiving 
the  attention  which  it  deserved.  He,  for 
one,  hoped  that  the  present  Government 
would  grapple  with  this  wretched  sys- 
tem of  rates.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  give  effect  to  this,  and  that  they 
would  make  a  public  announcement  in 
this  House,  that  one  of  the  first  things  that 
should  engage  their  attention,  if  returned 
to  power,  would  be  a  fair  re-arrange- 
ment of  local  burdens,  so  that  every  class 
of  property  might  bear  its  fair  share,  and 
then  he  ventured  to  say  there  would  not 
be  found  a  single  Member  to  come  for- 
ward and  say  that  this  or  that  useful 
measure  could  not  be  carried  into  effect, 
and  that  this  or  that  class  of  property  did 
not  bear  a  fair  share  of  taxation.  There 
was  no  one  thing,  supported  partly  by 
rates,  in  this  country  to  which  so  large 
an  amount  of  Imperial  assistance  was 
given  as  education,  and  if  hon.  Members 
would  take  the  figures  given  by  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  that  evening,  they 
would  see  that  the  amount  given  in  aid 
of  rates  was  larger  in  proportion  than 
was  the  case  in  any  other  matter  partly 
supported  by  local  rates.  In  his  opinion, 
hon.  Members  made  a  great  mistake  in 
not  taking  the  trouble  to  see  how  much 
was  given  from  Imperial  sources  towards 
the  relief  of  elementary  education. 
There  was  no  civilized  country  that  did 
not  take  care  of  its  deaf  by  giving  them 
State  aid  and  elementary  education. 
The  position  in  India  with  regard  to  the 
deaf  and  dumb  was  this.  There  was 
only  one  school  for  them,  in  which  there 
were  10  children,  and  that  was  started 
last  year  by  a  foreign  ecclesiastic.  There 
were  in  their  Indian  Empire  more  deaf 
and  dumb,  all  wholly  uneducated,  than 
the  educated  deaf  of  all  ages  in  the 
whole  world  beside,  and  if  it  were  not 
for  the  female  infanticide  practised  there 
the  number  would  be  very  much  larger 
still.  He  would  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee longer  on  a  subject  that,  as  a  rule, 
was  not  of  much  interest.  He  regretted 
that  the  debate  had  come  on  at  so  late  an 
hour,  when  the  attendance  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers interested  in  educational  matters 
was  very  small,  and  he  apologized  for 
having  taken  up  eo  much  time  in  ad- 
vocating the  claims  of  a  class  who,  un- 
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fortunately,  did  not  receive  the  attention 
which  they  deserved. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  it  had  been  sug- 
gested by  Members  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  dissatisfaction  existed  in  this 
country  on  the  subject  of  the  education 
of  the  people.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  University  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  had 
suggested  that  a  Eoyal  Commission 
should  be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of 
examining  into  the  whole  question  of 
elementary  education  in  the  country. 
And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Shef^eld  (Mr.  Mundella),  when 
he  rose  to  speak  on  his  own  Estimate 
which  had  been  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Successor,  remarked 
that  so  far  as  he  was  concerned  he  would 
be  willing  to  support  the  nomination  of 
such  Eoyal  Commission.  Now,  a  very 
large  amount  of  dissatisfaction  did  un- 
doubtedly exist  at  the  present  time  on 
the  subject  of  elementary  education. 
The  Committee  has  listened  that  even- 
ing to  the  speeches  of  three  or  four  hon. 
Members,  all  of  whom  represented  one 
single  idea  which  ruled  in  the  country 
with  regard  to  education.  They  were  a 
body  of  Gentlemen  joined  together  in 
that  House,  having  the  same  sympathies 
and  the  same  ideas  with  regard  to  edu- 
cation ;  but  outside  them  there  was  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  people  of 
the  country,  who  were  thoroughly  dis- 
satisfied with  the  present  system.  In 
regard  to  the  number  of  children  attend- 
ing the  elementary  schools,  he  pointed 
out  that  the  voluntary  schools  educated 
two-thirds  of  the  whole  number,  and  that 
the  board  schools  educated  only  one- 
third.  As  between  the  voluntary  schools 
and  the  board  schools  the  whole  ques- 
tion was  one  of  religious  teaching.  He 
and  his  hon.  Friends  maintained  that 
there  was  no  system  of  religious  educa- 
tion in  the  board  schools,  and  also  that 
all  education  should  be  based  on  re- 
ligious instruction.  Their  plan  was  a 
simple  one.  There  were  two  sources 
from  which  money  flowed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  education  in  this  country — one 
was  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  the 
other  the  rates.  Both  the  voluntary 
schools  and  the  board  schools  had  their 
share  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  but 
the  proportion  of  the  grant  which  the 
voluntary  schools  received  was  not  suf- 
ficient for  the  purpose  of  education ;  it 
did  not  pay  more  than  one-third  of  their 
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maintenanoe.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
board  schools  had  not  only  their 
share  of  the  grant,  but  thej  had  also 
the  rate  which  they  collected  under 
the  powers  vested  in  them  by  Act 
of  Parliament;  so  that  they  had  the 
managers  ol  voluntary  schools  handi- 
capped to  this  extent — that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  small  portion  which 
they  got  from  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
they  were  bound  to  find  two-thirds  of 
the  whole  amount  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  them.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  had 
said  in  his  remarks — '*  Whatever  you 
do,  use  this  Act  in  accordance  with  the 
intentions  of  the  promoters  of  the  Act." 
The  promoters  of  the  Act  never  intended 
it  to  be  used  in  the  way  in  which  it  had 
been  used,  and  was  now  being  used.  It 
was  intended  as  a  supplement  to  the 
voluntary  system,  and  it  was  intended 
that  a  proportion  of  the  money  collected 
under  the  powers  of  the  Act  of  1870 
should  go  to  the  support  of  the  volun- 
tary schools;  but  they  knew  that  the 
money  had  not  gone  in  that  direction, 
and  that  practically  it  had  been  ab- 
sorbed for  the  purposes  of  the  board 
schools.  The  point  he  was  putting  to 
the  Committee  was,  in  his  opinion,  suf- 
ficient to  show  that  the  complaint  made 
by  the  supporters  of  the  voluntary 
schools  of  the  country  was  legitimate, 
and  at  least  deserved  consideration.  It 
was  for  that  reason  that  he  was  pleased 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
say  that  he  was  willing  to  support  the 
appointment  of  a  Boyal  Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  examining  into  the  whole 
question  of  elementary  education.  There 
were  other  reasons  which  he  could  name 
why  such  a  Commission  would  be  of  ad- 
vantage, both  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  board  schools  and  that  of  the  volun* 
tary  system.  He  might  refer  to  a  Mo- 
tion introduced  and  almost  carried,  in 
reference  to  the  board  schools,  by  Mr. 
Taylor,  under  which  it  was  proposed 
that  the  board  schools  should  be  opened 
free  to  all  children — that  was  to  say, 
that  the  school  fees  now  paid  should  be 
remitted,  and  that  the  children  should 
attend  the  schools  without  any  payment 
on  their  part  at  all.  He  looked  upon 
that  as  nothing  more  or  less  than  the 
pauperising  of  education  with  regard  to 

Mr,  Molloy 


the  class  who  would  avail  themselves 
of  the  advantages  of  the  schools,  and 
who  were  well  able  to  pay  for  education 
under  the  old  system.  He  thought  there 
was  more  in  this  point  than  might  ap- 
pear at  first  sight.  A  large  number  of 
those  who  attended  the  sohools  would 
be  children  of  tradesmen,  and  if  they 
were  to  offer  them  education  without 
any  effort  being  made  on  the  part  of 
their  parents,  he  repeated  that  it  would 
be  pauperizing  them  and  a  class  of  per- 
sons who  could  pay.  He  was  not,  how- 
ever, going  to  discuss  the  point  on  that 
occasion ;  he  simply  put  it  forward  as  a 
subject  which  might  properly  engage 
the  attention  of  the  BoyaT  Commissi9n 
which  had  been  suggested.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  the  rate,,  which 
went  on  increasing  year  by  year,  and 
the  gross  amount  of  which,  according  to 
those  competent  to  form  a  judgment, 
was  2«.  6^.  in  the  pound.  That  was 
certainly  a  subject  worthy  of  examina- 
tion at  the  hands  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion. The  fact  was,  that  ^'q  whole  of 
their  system  of  elementary  education 
had  been  built  up  piecemeal,  and  not 
on  any  consistent  plan — it  had  not  been 
a  single  consolidated  idea  brought  for- 
ward at  once.  The  Education  Act  of 
1870  was  introduced  by  its  authors 
avowedly  as  a  supplement  to  the  volun- 
tary schools  ;  and  the  Prime  Minister  of 
the  day,  when  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
had  stated  in  the  clearest  terms  that  it 
was  not  intended  in  any  sense  to  inter- 
fere with  or  lessen  the  power,  or  lessen 
the  revenues  of  the  voluntary  schools, 
and  he  said  also  that  the  rates  raised 
under  the  powers  vested  in  the  schools 
should  also  be  devoted  to  purposes  ne- 
cessary to  the  voluntary  schools.  But 
that  had  not  been  done.  He  had  in- 
tended to  make  a  strong  complaint  as  to 
the  treatment  of  voluntary  schools,  to 
show  how  great  was  the  injustice  under 
which  they  suffered,  and  how  great  the 
difficulties  they  had  to  contend  against. 
Notwithstanding  that  injustice,  and  not- 
withstanding those  difficulties,  the  volun- 
tary schools  had  held  their  own  with 
the  board  schools;  and  except  as  re- 
garded decimal  points — the  difference 
being  as  between  88*10  and  88*  17— 
there  was  no  difference  between  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  board  schools  and  the 
voluntary  schools.  To  be  frank  about 
it,  he  thought  there  was  a  slight  increase 
in  favour  of  the  board  sohools;   but| 
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practioally,  the  roluntary  Bohools  had 
held  their  own  ground,  and  that  under 
conditions  that  were  somewhat  startling, 
for  if  they  took  the  cost  per  head  in  the 
Toluntary  schools  and  in  the  board 
schools  last  year  for  education — ^which 
it  could  not  be  denied,  in  fact,  which  it 
was  admitted,  was  equal  in  efficiency  in 
the  one  as  in  the  other — they  found  the 
difference  was  as  follows :  — In  the  Church 
of  England  schools  the  cost  per  head 
was  £1  15«.  2i. ;  in  the  Catholic  schools, 
£1  \2b.  6d. ;  and  in  the  board  schools, 
£2  14*.  6d.  Well,  on  the  face  of  it, 
there  was  something  wrong.  There 
must  be  some  extravagance  and  unne- 
cessary expense  somewhere  to  make  the 
difference  between  the  board  schools 
and  the  voluntary  schools  so  great  as 
that.  With  regard  to  efficiency,  he  had 
said  that  this  year  it  was  rather  in 
favour  of  the  board  schools ;  but  that 
could  be  easily  accounted  for  by  the  fact 
that  the  board  schools  were  lighter, 
healthier,  pleasanter,  and  altogether 
more  comfortable  schools  than  the 
voluntary  schools.  Their  maps  and  books 
were  much  better;  the  teachers  were 
much  better  paid,  the  difference  being 
£100  a-year,  he  believed— £250  in  the 
board  schools,  and  £150  in  the  voluntary 
schools.  There  was  a  growing  discon* 
tent  in  the  country  with  regard  to  the 
elementary  schools.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
around  him  who  belonged  to  the  Eadical 
Party  would  maintain  that  that  discon- 
tent was  all  in  one  direction  ;  whilst  he 
and  his  Friends  were  prepared,  on  be- 
half of  the  parents  of  two-thirds  of  the 
children  educated  in  the  country  at  the 
present  time,  to  maintain  that  it  was  in 
exactly  the  opposite  direction.  What 
was  the  dispute  and  difference  between 
them — between  the  two  schools?  Why,  it 
was  this — the  difference  between  Chris- 
tianity and  no  Christianity.  This  point 
was  a  very  important  one,  and  one  that 
would  command  greater  attention  before 
long.  Whatever  the  opinion  of  this  coun- 
try was,  he  and  his  Friends  maintained 
— and  in  these  matters  it  was  always 
best  to  state  what  they  meant — that  the 
board  schools  were  really  being  used 
for  the  extinction  of  Christianity.  He 
did  not  allege  that  that  was  done  pur- 
posely, but  such  was  certainly  the  fact. 
["  No,  no! "J  That  was  the  statement  he 
and  his  Friends  made  in  all  seriousness. 
Their  allegation  was  this— there  was  no 
KeligiouB  education  in  the  board  schools. 


Mb.  MTTNDELLA  :  Quite  a  mistake. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  Allow  me  to  finish 
my  sentence.  I  say  you  have  no  reli- 
gious education  in  the  board  schools,  as 
we  understand  it. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allow  him  to  finish.  What  he  main- 
tained was  that  in  the  board  schools 
they  had  no  religious  education  such  as 
they  —  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
liked  to  call  them  so— Religionists — ^be- 
lieved religious  education  ought  to  be. 
The  school  boards  had  no  formulas; 
they  had  no  catechisms ;  no  explanation 
was  given  even  of  the  Bible.  There 
was  no  explanation  of  the  Scriptures 
except  such  as  the  teacher  chose  to  give ; 
and  who  were  the  teachers  in  the  board 
schools  ?  They  might  be  anything.  A 
man  was  not  excluded  on  account  of 
any  particular  creed.  The  School  Board 
Authorities  could  not  exclude  even  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  if  he  obtained  a  school. 
Take  the  two  extremes — ^take  himself, 
for  instance,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  hold- 
ing views  as  diametrically  opposite  as 
it  was  possible  to  conceive.  If  they 
were  both  appointed  teachers  in  board 
schools  they  would  both  be  expounders 
of  the  Bible,  and  that  was  called  ''reli- 
gious education."  Could  any  man  in 
his  senses  call  it  "religious  education?" 
A  teacher  might  be  a  believer  in  the 
Bible  ;  he  might,  on  the  other  hand,  be 
no  believer  in  it,  and  a  denier  of  its 
truth— -a  man  might  be  a  strong  Reli- 
gionist or  an  Atheist,  and  yet  it  was 
called  "  religious  education "  when  a 
teacher,  whatever  his  qualification,  was 
made  an  expounder  of  the  Bible.  He 
was  only  stating  the  fact.  Children  of 
from  five  to  13  were  instructed  in  reli- 
gion in  this  way  by  teachers  appointed 
for  their  experience  and  knowledge  in 
teaching,  and  without  reference  to  creed 
— by  teachers  appointed  no  matter  what 
religion  they  belonged  to,  and  no  mat- 
ter whether  or  not  they  had  any  religion 
at  all.  They  who  did  profess  creeds — 
and  he  was  not  speaking  of  his  own  co- 
religionists, the  Roman  Catholics,  in 
particular,  but  of  all  creeds.  Catholic, 
Church  of  England,  Wesleyan,  Presby- 
terian— did  not  believe  that  this  ex- 
pounding of  the  Bible  by  secular  teachers 
was  religious  education.  It  certainly 
was  not  Christian  education.  Well,  on 
the  other  hand,  in  their  own  volimtary 


uigiiizea  by 


Google 


fat 


Swpply^  Civil 


{COMMONS} 


8$rviM  EiiimaU%. 


728 


schools  the  J  had  Christian  education, 
a  fact  which  nobody  would  deny.  If  the 
schools  were  Church  of  England  they  had 
Church  of  England  teaching;  if  Catholic, 
Catholic  teaching.  There  was,  then,  an 
enormous  difference  between  the  two 
systems.  [-4  laugh,'^  His  hon.  Friend 
might  laugh — he  might  laugh  because 
they  differed,  but  he  could  not  deny  the 
facts.  No  one  could  deny  these  facts. 
They  were  true  and  were  not  to  be  denied, 
although,  of  course,  a  different  inter- 
pretation might  be  put  upon  them. 
Hon.  Members  might  hold  a  different 
opinion  to  him,  but  he  had  put  the  two 
different  opinions  before  the  Committee, 
one  of  which  would  have  to  prevail 
either  now  or  before  long.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella)  and 
those  who  thought  with  him  were  in 
favour  of  the  present  school  board  sys- 
tem, whereas  he  (Mr.  Molloy)  and  his 
Friends  were  opposed  to  it.  He  was  no 
opponent  of  the  board  schools,  nor,  that 
he  was  aware  of,  were  any  of  his  Friends 
who  took  the  same  view  as  himself  on 
this  question.  They  demanded  the  ful- 
filment of  the  Act  as  it  was  brought 
into  the  House  and  passed  into  law. 
They  also  demanded  justice  for  the 
voluntary  schools,  which,  up  to  the  year 
1870,  were  all  that  existed  for  the  edu- 
cation of  the  people.  He  would  im- 
press that  fact  upon  those  who  were  now 
so  keen  about  education  and  the  exten- 
sion of  the  board  system.  He  did  not, 
however,  wish  to  enter  upon  a  length- 
ened discussion  on  these  points  with 
hon.  Gentlemen.  All  he  desired  to  do 
was  to  place  before  the  Committee  the 
reasons  why  he  advocated  the  conces- 
sion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
said  he  had  no  objection  to,  and  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Peterborough  (Mr.  Sydney  Buxton)  was 
also  in  favour  of.  Another  thing  he 
wished  to  press  upon  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee  was  this — that  they 
had  chaos  now  existing  in  their  diffe- 
rent systems  of  education  in  the  coun- 
try. He  and  his  Friends  were  not  satis- 
fied ;  others  were  not  satisfied.  It  was  a 
piecemeal  system — a  system  which  had 
been  pieced.  It  was  a  disjointed  system 
altogether.  Whatever  the  result  of  such 
a  Boyal  Commission  as  that  asked  for 
might  be,  it  would  have  this  satisfaction 
— that  it  would  be  the  decision  of  the 
country;  and  ho  maintained  that  the  de- 
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cision  of  the  country  had  never  been 
taken  on  this  grave  question  of  volun- 
tary education  in  the  country.  In  1870 
the  Act  was  not  understood  by  the 
people  outside,  and  from  that  time  to 
the  present  it  had  been  changing  from 
its  original  intention  to  its  present  form 
in  such  a  manner  that  he  held  that  the 
people  of  the  country  did  not  now  under- 
stand it.  The  Act  had  never  had  the 
sanction  of  the  great  body  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  It  might  be  that  the 
result  of  such  an  inquiry  might  be  en- 
tirely against  the  voluntary  schools.  If 
inquiry  were  held,  and  proper  examina- 
tion were  made  into  the  subject,  he  ad- 
mitted that  they  would  have  to  abide  by 
the  result ;  but  there  was  one  thing  they 
were  not  prepared  to  abide  by — they 
were  not  prepared  to  abide  by  tiie  pre- 
sent system  without  some  examination 
of  it  being  made  to  see  what  changes 
were  necessary.  It  would  be  all  the 
better  for  those  who  were  so  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  present  system  under  the 
school  boards — which  he  (Mr.  Molloy), 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  called  the 
non-examination  system — that  such  an 
examination  should  take  place,  as  it 
would  strengthen  their  hands  in  the 
future.  The  Religionists  were  willing 
to  abide  by  the  examination.  AU  sides, 
he  believed,  were  willing  that  this 
Royal  Commission  should  be  appointed, 
and  he  made  this  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment strengthened  by  high  authority, 
for  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
had  assented  to  the  proposal. 

Mr.  mundella  begged  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  He  had  certainly 
not  assented  to  the  proposal ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  had  looked  upon  the  proposal 
with  disfavour,  and  had  expressed  his 
objection. 

Mk.  molloy  said,  that  he  had  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
assent  to  the  proposal  in  his  opening 
observations,  and  he  must  confess  it  had 
astonished  him  very  much.  Of  course, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  op- 
pose such  inquiry ;  he  was  afraid  of  it. 

Mr.  mundella  :  No.  no. 

Mr.  MOLLOY :  Yes ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  afraid  of  the  subject 
being  examined  by  a  Royal  Commission, 
because  he  knew  that  two- thirds  of  the 
people  of  the  country  were  against  the 
gradual  extinction  of  the  Voluntai'y  sys- 
tem—they   were    not  opposed    to   the 
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School  Board  system,  but  were  opposed 
to  the  extinction  of  their  own  system, 
which,  at  great  cost  and  under  great 
difficulty,  they  were  still  keeping  up  in 
the  country.  Notwithstanding  any  thin  g 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mun- 
della)  might  say,  he  (Mr.  MoUoy)  would 
earnestly  urge  on  the  Government  to 
adopt  the  course  he  proposed.  What 
was  the  system  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  favour  of  ?  Did  the  Com- 
mittee wish  to  understand  it?  The 
mere  statement  of  it  would  be  sufficient 
to  give  the  C!ommittee  to  understand  the 
surprise  he  had  felt  when  he  had 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  -willing  to  assent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Royal  Commission.  Let  hon. 
Members  read  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
delivered  at  Birmingham  on  the  15th  of 
January,  1883 — at  a  meeting  at  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sheffield  was  present.  They  would 
find  in  that  speech  a  clear  indication  of 
the  tone  of  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  and  of  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade — their  tone  of  mind 
with  regard  to  the  system  of  education 
which  had  grown  up  under  their  thumbs 
in  the  country.  The  system  was  a  copy 
of  that  whidi  existed  in  France  —  he 
would  quote  two  or  three  words  from 
the  speech  to  which  he  referred  as  an 
illustration.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  said — 

"  It  is  interesting  to  observe  what  direction 
public  opinion  is  taking.  Mr.  Mtindella  has 
q>oken  of  the  gigantic  efforts  which  are  being 
znade  in  France  in  order  to  further  national 
education  in  that  country.  The  present  posi- 
tion of  this  question  owes  much  to  that  great 
Bepub]ican  who  is  just  dead,  the  premature 
teminataon  of  whose  illustrious  career  is  a  loss, 
not  to  France  only,  but  to  the  Liberal  cause 
throughout  the  world.  But,  in  France,  M. 
Gambetta  made  it  a  chief  point  in  his  policy  to 
draw  a  sharp  line  of  distinction  between  the 
Church  and  all  matters  of  education,  and  it  is 
in  that  direction,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that 
the  thoughts  of  men  and  the  acts  of  legislators 
are  constantly  tending.'' 

Here  they  had,  then,  a  tendency  on  the 
question  of  copying  what  had  happened 
in  France.  Let  them  consider  for  a 
moment  what  this  system  was  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Oham- 
berlain)  and  his  Oolleague  so  much  ad- 
mire4  ^ud  so  n^iich  desired  to  introduce 


into  this  country.  Well,  it  might  be 
summed  up  in  the  words  of  dne  tho- 
roughly well  acquainted  with  the  mat- 
ter, and  which  they  could  all  indorse, 
for  they  were  equally  well  acquainted 
with  it.  This  was  the  policy  of  the 
French  statesmen,  whose  policy  some  of 
our  own  leading  politicians  were  so 
anxious  to  copy — 

"  The  abolition  of  chaplains  in  the  Army ; 
the  abolition  of  the  judicial  oath  " — 

and  they  had  heard  something  about 
the  Oath  here  in  the  House  of  Commons 
only  the  other  day — 

''the  abolition  of  the  annals  of  religion 
from  schools  ;  attacks  on  grants  for  public 
worship ; " 

and  so  on.  That  was  the  French  system 
under  M.  Gambetta,  and  which,  as  he 
(Mr.  Molloy)  had  said,  was  to  be  intro- 
duced under  the  direction  of  those  who, 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Mundella),  said  they  would  not  consent 
to  any  examination  into  this  matter  by 
a  Boyal  Commission.  M.  Jules  Simon, 
speaking  on  this  very  system  he  (Mr. 
Molloy)  had  described,  and  which  was 
to  be  copied  in  this  country,  had  said — 

'<l1ie  Atheists  make  the  law ;  this  is  push- 
ing the  resp^t  for  minorities  a  little  too 
far." 

Well,  he  did  not  want  to  go  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  those  matters,  although  they 
were  of  vast  importance,  and  were  well 
worth  consideration.  All  he  had  wished 
to  do  had  been  to  give  just  the  headings 
of  their  objections.  He  admitted  that 
people  who  took  an  opposite  view  to 
them — that  was  to  say,  to  himself  and 
his  Friends— had  as  much  right  to  their 
opinions  as  he  had  to  his ;  but  he  de- 
sired to  show  the  divergence  of  opinion 
between  them.  He  spoke  of  the  diver- 
gence of  opinion  amongst  the  public, 
for  they  each  spoke  for  their  own  sec- 
tion of  the  public.  He  had  pointed  out 
that  the  whole  elementary  system  of 
education  in  the  country  had  been  made 
piecemeal — that  it  was  disjointed  from 
beginning  to  end.  He  had  pointed  out 
the  increase  in  the  rates,  an  increase 
which  many  said  was  undue,  unfair,  and 
extravagant  to  the  last  degree ;  and  he 
had  pointed  out  that  the  calls  were 
going  on  increasing,  and  that  no  one 
would  say  whether  this  time  two  years 
the  rate  would  not  be  2%,  6d,  in  the 
pound.  That,  if  it  occurred,  might  be 
the  best  thin^  that  ^ould  ha|»pen  to  tho 
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country,  or  it  might  be  the  worst— he 
would  not  pretend  to  say  whioh ;  but 
great  dissatisfaction  was  growing  up,  on 
the  ground  of  the  increase  of  this  rate, 
amongst  the  people  who  had  to  pay  it^ — 
not  amongst  those  who  had  the  manage- 
ment of  it,  but  amongst  those  out  of 
whose  pockets  it  was  taken.  He  had 
pointed  out,  also,  that  this  new  question 
of  the  opening  free  of  the  board  schools, 
under  the  Motion  of  Miss  Helen  Taylor, 
which  was  so  nearly  carried  by  the 
London  School  Board  the  other  day, 
and  which  was  to  come  before  hon. 
Members  in  the  form  of  a  Petition  to 
the  House,  was  opening  up  a  new 
channel,  not  only  of  discontent,  but  also 
of  danger  of  the  pauperization  of  edu- 
cation amongst  a  class  that  were  quite 
able  to  pay  for  it — he  meant  the  small 
tradesmen.  He  had  pointed  out,  also, 
the  great  injustice  whioh  this  gra- 
tuitous education  would  inflict  upon  the 
voluntary  schools.  In  point  of  fact, 
he  might  take  every  point  of  the  educa- 
tional system  of  the  country,  and  show 
how  much  discontent  existed  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other ;  and  he  contended  that 
in  order  to  put  an  end  to  this  discontent, 
and  to  obtain  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion— which  it  was  admitted  was  the 
most  important  question  which  could 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House,  not 
only  from  his  point  of  view,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  but  from  the  point  of 
view  in  which  many  would  agree  with 
him,  that  in  the  board  schools,  as  at 
present  conducted,  religious  teaching 
was  a  sham,  and  meant  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  the  extinction  of  Chris- 
tianity in  England— in  order  to  obtain  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted.  The  phrase  he 
used  in  regard  to  the  result  of  the  Board 
system  of  education  was  a  strong  one, 
no  doubt,  and  he  would  not  adopt  it 
unless  he  felt  bound  in  duty  and  con- 
science to  do  so.  If  they  took  the  chil- 
dren who  had  been  educated  in  the 
board  schools,  he  freely  admitted  that 
their  proficiency  in  secular  subjects  was 
very  high ;  but  in  regard  to  religious 
instruction,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  followed 
them,  as  they  had  been  followed  by 
those  whose  duty  it  was  to  examine  into 
this  question,  they  would  find  that  the 
state  of  mind  of  nine-tenths  of  them 
was  a  state  of  mind  represented  by  an 
absence  of  religious  feeling.  He  did 
not  mean  that  their  state  of  mind  was 
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an  absence  of  morality  or  an  absence  of 
honesty,  bnt  an  utter  absence  of  reH- 
giouB  feeling  and  liberality  of  thought 
on  questions  of  morality  that  would 
astound  the  House  if  it  were  to  go  into 
the  subject  and  study  it  as  it  ought  to 
study  it.  That  was  a  broad  statement, 
but  it  was  one  he  was  prepared  to  stand 
by.  Given  10  years  longer  of  the  pre- 
sent board  system  in  this  country,  and 
the  voluntary  schools  would  loose  every 
chance  of  continuance.  It  would  mean 
the  extinction  of  the  voluntary  schools 
by  the  board  schools  of  the  country. 
But  the  country  would  not  have  that. 
The  late  Qt>vemment  might  say — "You 
have  power  over  the  rates ;  we  will  have 
no  examination."  But,  whether  they 
wanted  an  examination  or  not,  that  exa- 
mination should  take  place.  The  dis- 
content was  so  great,  and  was  increasing 
so  much  from  day  to  day,  that  those  in 
authority  would  not  be  able  to  with- 
stand it.  He  saw  the  right  hon.  GFen- 
tleman  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  back  in  his 
place,  so  he  would  discontinue.  He  had 
made  his  remarks  in  good  faith;  but 
he  did  beseech  the  Government  to  use 
the  power  they  now  had  in  their  hands 
to  have  a  thorough  examination  made 
into  the  whole  system  of  elementary 
education  in  the  country — not  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  views  of 
rdmself ,  or  any  other  individual  or  sec- 
tion, but  in  order  that  they  might  un- 
derstand what  the  state  of  things  was, 
which  was  a  thing  they  did  not  dearly 
know  at  present.  He  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  that  in  all  sincerity ;  and  he 
declared  that  if  they  did  not  now  use 
the  power  which  had  been  placed  in 
their  hands  somewhat  unexpectedly,  and 
use  it  in  the  direction  he  had  pointed 
out,  honestly  and  fairly,  they  would,  he 
thought,  be  guilty  of  a  great  dereliction 
of  duty,  and  of  something  far  worse — 
that  was  to  say,  of  an  act  of  cowardice 
in  connection  with  a  matter  of  the 
gpreatest  and  most  vital  importance. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  permis- 
sion of  the  Oommittee  to  make  a  short 
explanation.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  imputed  to  him 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  French 
system  under  M.  Gambetta.  Now,  he 
begged  to  say  that  he  had  never  ex- 
pressed the  least  sympathy  with  such  a 
system,  and  that  he  had  always  ex- 
pressed himself  thoroughly  hostile  to  it 
^hat  wiM;  SQ  far  as  ;t  ejected  the  ei^- 
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dasion  of  all  religious  teadiing  from 
the  oountrj.  He  had  always  been 
opposed  to  that  system,  and  he  hoped 
he  always  should  be. 

Mb.  EANKIN  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
continue  the  discussion  on  the  relative 
merits  of  board  and  yoluntary  schools, 
although  he  might  be  allowed  to  give 
his  opinion,  in  passing,  that  as  far  as 
rural  districts  were  concerned,  the  more 
board  schools  were  kept  out,  and  volun- 
tary schools  encouraged,  the  better  it 
was  for  all  classes.  But  he  merely  rose 
to  throw  out  two  suggestions — one,  with 
regard  to  industrial  or  technical  educa- 
tion. His  suggestion  was  that  a  great 
many  more  subjects  might  be  intro- 
duced into  the  category  of  extra  sub- 
jects, and  that  it  should  be  within  the 
power  of  managers  of  schools  to  take 
any  of  those  subjects  which  they  thought 
fit  as  extra  subjects.  For  instance, 
gardening,  basket-making,  and  shoe- 
making  might  be  very  advantageously 
included  in  the  list  of  extra  subjects  as 
suitable  for  boys.  Amongst  the  subjects 
suitable  for  girls,  cooking  might  with 
advantage  be  included.  If  those  sub- 
jects were  taken  as  extra  subjects  in  lieu 
very  often  of  grammar  and  geometry — 
not  that  he  undervalued  grammar  or 
geometry — he  thought  the  alteration 
would  prove  very  valuable  to  the  ordi- 
nary children  of  their  rural  elementary 
iehools.  He  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  would  consider  whether 
that  might  not  be  done,  to  some  little 
extent,  at  all  events.  No  new  agency  need 
be  brought  into  play ;  it  would  be  left  to 
the  managers  themselves  to  devise  means 
for  the  introduction  of  the  extra  subjects ; 
and  all  the  Oovemment  would  have  to  do 
would  be  to  cause  an  inspection  to 
ascertain  whether  the  school  was,  in  re- 
spect of  the  subject,  worthy  of  a  grant. 
Cooking,  he  looked  upon  as  one  of  the 
most  important  subjects  which  oould  be 
taught  the  rural  poor,  who,  for  the 
most  part,  were  lamentably  deficient  in 
that  useful  art.  He  thought  that  a 
better  knowledge  of  gardening  combined 
with  a  better  knowledge  on  the  wife's 
part  of  how  to  cook  the  products  of  a 
garden,  would  go  a  long  way  towards 
the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  their 
people.  The  other  point  he  wished  to 
urge  on  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gendeman  was  the  method  of  stimu- 
lating what  was  sometimes  called  higher 


I  education.  He  had  been  an  Examiner 
under  the  Diocesan  Board  for  a  great 
many  years,  and  his  experience  had 
convinced  him  that,  upon  the  whole,  the 
education  of  their  rural  poor  was  about 
as  high  as  was  necessary  for  their  ordi- 
nary walk  in  life.  Occasionally,  how- 
ever, one  came  across  clever  children 
who  were  able  to  attain  a  much  higher 
standard  of  efficiency  than  their  brethren, 
and  if  for  those  children  a  system  of 
Scholarships  for  some  of  the  higher 
schools  could  be  established,  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case  might  be  met.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  possible  to  serew 
up  the  education  of  the  masses  of  the 
people  to  a  higher  point  than  it  had  at 
present  attained,  nor  did  he  think  it 
would  be  altogether  wise  to  have  the 
people  educated  in  a  higher  degree, 
having  regard  to  their  walk  of  life. 
When  a  clever  boy  or  girl  came  to  the 
front,  it  would  be  a  matter  of  great 
kindness  to  them  if  they  could  obtain 
some  Scholarship  which  would  enable 
them  to  go  to  a  school  of  higher  edu- 
cation, and,  if  clever  enough,  to  pass  on 
to  the  highest  rank  of  Scholarship  in 
the  country.  What  he  had  stated  had 
been  carried  out  to  a  large  extent  in 
Liverpool  by  volimtary  agency,  and  he 
thought  it  might  with  advantage  be 
drafted  on  to  their  system  of  elementary 
training.  He  agreed  with  a  good  deal 
that  hfMl  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Lyulph  Stanley)  with  regard  to  the 
autocratic  powers  which  Inspectors  very 
often  took  upon  themselves.  More  should 
be  left  to  the  genius  of  their  school 
managers.  He  would  not  detain  the 
Committee  further  than  to  express  the 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  turn  his  attention  to  the  two 
suggestions  he  had  made. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £311,573,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Science  and  Art  Department. 

(3.)  £280,174,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Education  (Scotland). 

Me.  COCHRAN-PATEICK  said,  he 
might,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  on  the  very  dear  and  able 
statement  he  had  made  to  the  Commit- 
tee with  regard  to  the  progress  of  edu- 
cation in  Gotland,  and  he  might  alsq 
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cong^ratulate  the  Committee  and  Scot- 
land on  the  very  eatbfaotory  statement 
it  had  been  in  the  power  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  make.  They  had 
been  told  that  the  progress  made  in 
Scotland  for  many  years  had  not  ceased. 
This  year,  in  spite  of  very  great  depres- 
sion in  agriculture,  in  trade,  in  com- 
merce, and  in  manufactures,  they  were 
able  to  record  a  very  sensible  increase 
both  in  numbers  and  in  the  quality  of 
the  education  imparted  to  the  children 
of  Scotland.  There  were,  however,  one 
or  two  points  which  he  would  like  to 
deal  with  very  briefly.  In  the  first 
place,  they  had  again  in  Scotland  to 
contend  with  an  evil  which  had  existed 
almost  from  the  very  first — an  evil  which 
paralyzed,  to  a  great  extent,  all  the 
the  best-intentioned  efforts  of  the  school 
boards  in  that  country — he  meant  the 
evil  of  irregular  attendance.  He  under- 
stood that  of  late  there  had  been  an 
improvement  in  the  attendance;  but 
the  improvement  was  very  slight,  and 
the  necessity  for  dealing  with  the 
evil  still  continued  to  be  as  urgent 
as  it  was  before.  He  impressed  on 
the  Department  very  strongly  the  ne- 
cessity of  urging  school  boards  to  use 
every  effort  in  their  power  to  deal  with 
the  matter.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  thought  it  would  be  possible  to  do 
away  altogether  with  irregular  attend- 
ance. There  were  always  causes — ill- 
ness, epidemics,  and  the  like — which 
would  make  a  sort  of  normal  irregular 
attendance ;  but,  apart  from  those  causes, 
there  was  in  Scotland  an  amount  of 
irregular  attendance  which  might  and 
ought  to  be  prevented.  There  was 
another  point  to  which  he  wished  to  ask 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
though  he  was  aware  that,  in  regard  to 
it,  he  held  opinions  adverse  to  those  of 
the  Department — it  was  the  question  of 
the  attendance  of  infants  at  the  board 
schools.  He  was  quite  prepared  to  ad- 
mit that  in  large  towns,  where  the 
schools  were  situated  at  no  great  dis- 
tance from  the  homes  of  the  parents, 
and  where  those  homes  were  on  sanitary 
grounds  very  imperfect,  it  might  be  of 
the  greatest  possible  advantage  to  the 
children,  both  physically,  morally,  and 
intellectually,  to  be  put  to  school  at  a 
very  early  period ;  but  when  they  had  to 
deal,  as  they  had  to  deal  in  Scotland, 
with  very  many  rural  parishes  in  which 
children  resided  oonsiderable  distances 
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from  school,  it  would  be  a  great  pity  if 
too  strict  a  line  of  compulsory  attendance, 
or  of  attendance  at  all,  were  to  be  drawn 
in  the  case  of  mere  infants.  He  was 
inclined  to  believe  that  one  of  the  chief 
reasons  why  in  Scotland  they  had  been 
free  from  the  evils  of  over-pressure  was 
that  hitherto  they  had  not  insisted  upon 
very  young  children  being  brought 
under  the  operation  of  the  Education 
Acts.  He  would  not  do  much  more  than 
mention  the  question  of  over-pressure, 
because  it  had  been  so  often  before  the 
Committee.  He  had  been  Chairman  of 
several  school  boards  in  Scotland,  and 
he  had  looked  into  the  question  with 
care  both  from  a  theoretical  and  a  prac- 
tical point  of  view.  He  was  satisfied 
from  the  evidence  before  him  that  while 
in  England  cases  of  over-pressure  did 
exist,  in  Scotland  they  existed  only  to 
the  number  that  would  be  found  in  every 
country  where  they  had  to  deal  with 
500,000  children  of  various  stages  of  in- 
tellectual capacity.  He  thought  one 
other  reason  of  the  absence  of  over- 
pressure in  Scotland  besides  that  he  had 
already  alleged — namely,  that  they  had 
not  insisted  so  much  upon  infants  being 
unduly  pressed  at  a  very  early  age — 
was  that  they  taught  a  much  greater 
variety  of  subjects  than  was  taught  in 
the  board  schools  in  England.  But  he 
entirely  agreed  with  what  had  been  said 
by  severed  hon.  Members  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  Committee  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  guarding  very  carefully  against 
over-pressure  in  the  case  of  the  teachers 
in  the  board  schools.  He  was  aware  of 
cases  of  that  kind.  He  believed  that  the 
real  remedy  for  over-pressure  in  the 
teaching  staff  was  for  the  School  Boards 
to  see  that  they  had  a  sufficiently  large 
staff,  and  that  they  had  teachers  who 
were  thoroughly  trained  to  their  work. 
He  could  not  help  alluding  to  one  mat- 
ter which  had  attracted  and  was  attract- 
ing very  growing  attention  in  Scotland 
in  connection  with  education.  There  was 
a  feeling,  and  he  thought  there  were 
good  grounds  for  it,  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  separate  the  two  De- 
partments in  Liondon.  He  was  sure  it 
was  not  beyond  the  scope  of  the  know- 
ledge of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  that  some  such  demand 
had  been  made,  and  the  ground  on 
which  the  demand  had  been  made  vras 
that  in  Scotland  the  conditions  of  educa- 
tion differed  not  only  in  degree>  but  iQ 
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kind  from  the  conditions  which  prevailed 
in  England,  and  that  it  was  difficult  to 
manage  satisfactorily  the  education  of 
two  countries,  the  conditions  of  which 
differed  in  essential  particulars.  Now, 
in  the  first  place,  they  had  in  Scotland 
a  system  of  education  which  was  not 
purely  elementary — the  State-aided  sys- 
tem was  not  purely  elementary  as  it  was 
in  England ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
they  had  not  to  contend  with  what  in 
England  was  called  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem. They  had  no  parish  or  educa- 
tional unit  in  Scotland  in  which  there 
was  not  a  school  hoard,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  some  of  the  adverse 
conditions  which  affected  education  in 
England  were  fortunately  absent  in 
Scotland.  And,  in  the  third  place,  they 
had  in  Scotland  in  educational  matters 
a  freedom  from  sectarian  questions 
which  he  ventured  to  think  was  greatly 
to  the  advantage  of  education,  and  it 
was  very  necessary  that  in  whatever 
changes  might  take  place  in  the  De- 
partment this  important  feature  should 
not  be  lost  sight  of.  He  would  not  dwell 
on  the  point,  because  he  understood  from 
what  had  occurred  in  ** another  place" 
the  House  would  before  long  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it;  he  only 
mentioned  it  here  for  the  purpose  of 
directing  attention  to  its  importance. 
Now,  he  thought  one  result  of  the 
mingling  of  the  two  educational  systems 
in  one  Department  was  practical  incon- 
venience, and  that  practical  inconveni- 
ence had  been  shown  in  a  very  marked 
manner  of  late.  The  Education  De- 
partment issued  a  Minute  in  June  last 
dealing  with  the  important  subjects  of 
drawing  and  cookery.  With  the  teach- 
ing of  those  subjects  he  was  entirely  in 
sympathy,  and  he  believed  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  provision  made  in  the 
Minute  should  apply  to  Scotland.  In 
consequence  of  the  mingling  of  the  two 
Departments  he  understood  it  was  quite 
impossible  that  the  Minute  could  apply 
to  Scotland.  If  that  was  so — he  hoped 
it  was  not — it  would  show  more  than 
anything  else  the  necessity  he  had  been 
urging  upon  the  Committee  of  having 
the  Departments  separated.  Now,  there 
was  one  other  suggestion  he  wished  to 
make  to  the  Department  in  consequence 
of  what  took  place  principally  at  the  last 
triennial  election  of  school  boards  in 
Scotland.  It  would  be  within  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Committee  that  Questions 
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had  been  asked  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  those  elections.  Without 
going  into  the  details  of  any  particular 
cases,  he  thought  it  would  be  very  de- 
sirable if  Parliament  could  see  its  way 
to  extend  to  school  board  elections  in 
Scotland  all  or  at  least  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices)  Act.  There 
was  only  one  other  matter  to  which  he 
should  like  to  draw  attention.  He  heard 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction  what  was 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  with  regard  to  the  inspection 
of  higher  class  schools  in  Scotland.  Last 
month  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
issued  a  very  important  Circular  on  the 
subject.  What  the  Department  expected 
to  obtain  was  a  trustworthy  estimate  of 
the  position  and  resources  of  higher 
education  in  Scotland,  in  order  to  enahle 
them  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  how  far 
the  functions  of  each,  educational  insti- 
tution, whether  elementary  schools, 
higher  schools,  or  Universities,  could 
be  dealt  with.  The  Minute  was  a  most 
important  one,  one  from  which  he  ex- 
pected the  most  satisfactory  results.  He 
was  not  going  to  give  any  opinion  on 
the  method  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  promotion  of  higher 
education,  because  he  had  not  had  the 
time  to  consider  fully  how  it  would  work. 
He  might  say,  however,  that  the  aid 
proposed  to  be  given  appeared  to  him  to 
be  very  inadequate.  He  hoped  that, 
before  the  scheme  was  brought  into 
operation,  the  Department  would  take 
an  opportunity  of  fully  considering  what 
its  results  were  likely  to  be.  He  was 
sure  the  object  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  in  view  was  one  in  the  highest 
degree  laudable.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  do  would  have 
an  important  bearing  on  the  education 
of  the  people  of  Scotland ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Cochran  -  Patrick)  was  not  altogether 
satisfied  with  the  method  by  which  it 
was  proposed  to  attain  the  end  in  view. 
He  did  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  Committee  by  referring  at  any  length 
to  the  question  of  education  in  the  High- 
lands,  because  there  were  other  Mem- 
bers more  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  Highlands  than  he,  who  were  better 
able  to  deal  with  the  subject.  As  far  as 
he  had  been  able  to  learn  from  the  Re- 
port to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded,  the  proposals  tl^ere  made^ 
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or  somethiiiig  akin  to  them,  were  abso- 
Jutely  necessary  if  the  people  of  the 
Highlands  were  to  derive  the  advan- 
tages from  education  which  were  de- 
rived in  other  parts  of  the  country. 

Dr.  CAMERON  called  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) to  the  puzzling  nature  of  some  of 
the  questions  put  in  examinations  to 
young  children.  He  understood  that, 
in  the  examination  of  Scotch  schools, 
questions  of  compound  proportion  were 
put  to  the  children,  wbile  such  questions 
were  omitted  in  the  examination  of 
English  schools.  He  had  had  occasion 
to  ask  in  the  House  Questions  regarding 
the  difficult  nature  of  a  sum  of  com- 
pound proportion  which  had  been  set 
children  of  12  years  of  age.  He  was 
answered  by  therif^ht  hon.  Gentleman's 
Predecessor  (Mr.  Mundella)  that  the  sum 
had  actually  been  put  to  children  of  the 
6th  Standard;  and  he  was  subsequently 
informed  that  it  was  put  to  the  students 
in  the  Training  College,  and  that  only 
five  out  of  40  succeeded  in  solving  it. 
Frequent  complaints  had  been  made  that 
Inspectors  indulged  in  yery  extraordi- 
nary and  puzzling  questions;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  stated  that 
Instructions  had  been  issued  to  the  effect 
that  that  stjle  of  questions  was  to  be 
avoided.  In  his  reply,  however,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  the 
very  question  to  which  he  (Dr.  Cameron) 
referred  had  been  put  to  children  months 
after  the  Instructions  on  the  subject 
were  issued.  There  was  another  point 
to  which  he  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tion, although  it  did  not  exclusively  re- 
late to  Scotland— he  meant  the  system 
of  physical  training.  In  every  country 
in  the  world  except  this  a  certain  amount 
of  physical  training  was  recommended 
and  encouraged  by  the  State  in  the 
case  of  children  educated  in  public 
schools.  To  find  exactly  what  he  re- 
ferred to,  they  had  only  to  go  out  of 
the  Department  presided  over  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope). One  would  hardly  expect  that 
the  most  perfect  example  of  schools 
in  which  physical  training  was  en- 
couraged was  to  be  found  under  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  Poor  Law 
Guardians ;  but  such  was  the  case.  The 
other  day  he  visited  the  Surrey  District 
School,   near  Sydenham.     The  school 
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was  presided  over  by  a  very  able  gentle- 
man, a  Mr.  Marston,  who  had  adopted 
the  system  of  physical  education,  and 
who  had  succeeded  in  imbuing  with  his 
views  the  Guardians  who  constituted  the 
District  Board.  In  that  school  some  of 
the  most  wretched  children  of  the  Me- 
tropolis were  received.  There  were  some 
800  of  the  pauper  children  of  a  popula- 
tion of  500,000,  and  they  were  placed  in 
the  school  from  the  age  of  three.  In 
the  ordinary  population  of  that  age  the 
mortality  would  be,  he  supposed,  about 
10  per  1,000  per  annum;  but  in  this 
school  the  mortality  was  only  four  per 
1,000  per  annum.  The  children  were 
kept  occupied;  their  tendency  to  vice 
was  kept  in  check  by  the  constancy  with 
which  they  were  exercised.  Boys  and 
girls  alike  were  trained  in  physical  exer- 
cises. The  boys  devoted  a  certain  time 
each  day  to  the  gymnasium ;  they  were 
trained  to  swim,  and  the  result  was  that 
out  of  these  wretched  materials  fine  stal- 
wart youngsters  were  turned  out.  They 
were  trained  industrially,  and  when  be- 
tween 14  and  15  they  were  sent  forth  into 
the  world  able  to  earn  from  10«.  to  15». 
a- week.  He  thought  that  was  a  '^^ery 
satisfactory  result.  Of  course,  indus- 
trial training  was  altogether  outside  the 
scope  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
functions.  But  in  connection  with  the 
primary  schools,  in  many  countries — in 
France,  in  many  parts  of  Germany,  and 
notably  in  Sweden — a  system  of  physi- 
cal training,  by  means  of  what  were 
known  as  free  extension  exercises,  was 
^ven  vtith  the  most  beneficial  result. 
The  system  of  physical  training  was  ap- 
plied not  only  to  muscular  development, 
but  to  the  improvement  of  the  eye- sight 
In  Germany  a  very  great  deal  of  damage 
had  been  done  to  the  eye-sight  to  the 
children  by  their  being  oblig^  to  study 
under  improper  conditions ;  and  he  was 
afraid  that  in  this  country  a  similar  re- 
sult was  being  brought  about  in  the 
spread  of  popular  education.  He  was 
perfectly  certain  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  would  pay  a 
visit  to  a  few  of  the  schools  under  the 
Local  Government  Board,  he  would  see 
that  even  from  their  pauper  system  were 
to  be  derived  lessons  which  he  might 
with  great  advantage  apply  to  the  public 
schools  of  the  country. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  said,  that  when  the 
Estimates   for    Scotch  Education  wer9 
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before  the  House  last  year  the  pre- 
sent system  of  providing  for  the  training 
of  teachers  by  denominational  schools 
or  oollej^s  was  considered,  and  he  then 
urged  that  the  present  system  should  be 
abandoned.  Since  then  this  subject  had 
oome  up  more  seriously,  and  had  at> 
tracted  the  attention  of  influential 
bodies  in  Spotland.  The  Educational 
Institute,  in  several  6f  its  branches,  had 
shown  dislike  of  the  present  system,  and 
there  was  a  general  opinion  that  deno- 
minational institutions  were  ineffective, 
as  well  as  otherwise  objectionable.  The 
Educational  Institute  memorialized  the 
Universities,  which  were  really  national 
institutions,  that  they  should  undertake 
the  duty  of  educating  the  teachers,  and 
prevent  education  being  denationalized 
by  sectarian  schools,  which  were  under 
the  influence  of  one  or  other  of  the 
Churches  of  Scotland.  He  did  not  know 
what  view  the  other  Universities  had 
taken ;  but  the  University  of  Aberdeen 
looked  upon  the  proposal  favourably.  In 
Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's  there  were 
already  l?rofes9ors  of  Education,  who, 
he  had  no  doubt,  were  ready  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  the  Normal  Col- 
leges. With  regard  to  Aberdeen  and 
Glasgow  the  case  was  different.  He 
had  placed  in  the  hand^  of  the  Minister 
of  Eilucation  copies  of  Memorials  which 
the  University  of  Aberdeen,  who  had 
taken  up  the  subject,  had  presented  to 
the  Scotch  Committee  of  Privy  Council 
on  Education  last  year  and  this  year. 
The  University  had  expressed  their  wish 
that  the  charge  of  training  teachers 
should  be  transferred  from  the  present 
Training  Colleges  to  the  Universities, 
The  University  authorities  would,  upon 
the  transfer  to  them  of  a  proportion  of 
the  grant  of  £26,000  now  paid  to  the 
Denominational  Colleges,  provide  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Professor  of  Edu- 
cation, so  as  to  be  enabled  to  pass 
students  through  a  special  curriculum 
equal  to  that  of  the  Normal  Colleges, 
as  well  as  maintain  practical  model 
Behools  and  other  appliances  which 
might  be  necessary  for  that  important 
purpose.  He  wished  to  bring  this 
matter  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  He  wisthed 
to  know  whether  this  question  had  en- 
gaged the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  whether  it  would  do 
BO  now?  It  was  a  most  important 
Q^ovementy  and  the  feeling  in  Scotland 
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was  increasing  in  strength  against 
the  denominational  system,  and  more 
especially  as^ainst  the  training  of 
teachers  under  denominational  influ- 
ences. He  could  answer  for  the  feel- 
ing, both  of  laymen  and  Churchmen, 
being  increasingly  roused  against  it; 
and  since  a  proposal  had  been  made  by 
one  of  the  Universities  that  this  duty 
should  be  performed  by  national  insti- 
tutions, free  from  sectarianism,  he  could 
hardly  doubt  that  it  ought  to  engage 
the  considprfttion  of  th«  Government. 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  said,  that  if  the  Committee 
would  allow  him  he  should  like  to  ex- 
press his  thanks  generally  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen for  their  exceedingly  kind  refer- 
ences to  himself,  and  for  their  various 
suggestions  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Code,  and  in  other  respects  for  the  im- 
provement of  education  in  England  and 
Scotland.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  coupled 
with  their  suggestions  the  very  kind 
proposal  that  he  should  not  answer  the 
questions  raised,  but  should  take  the 
opportunity  which  would  be  afforded 
him  during  the  Becess  of  devoting  at- 
tention to  them.  That  proposal  he 
should  accept,  and  it  was  not,  there- 
fore, his  intention  to-day  to  answer  the 
questions  which  had  been  addressed  to 
him.  There  were  only  one  or  two  points 
as  to  which  he  thought  ho  ought  to  give 
an  answer.  First  of  all,  there  was  the 
point  raised  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for 
North  Ayrshire  (Mr.  Cochran -Patrick). 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  mentioned  some 
Minutes  which  had  been  recently  issued. 
Well,  those  Minutes  were  issued  before 
he  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  had  anything  to 
do  with  the  Education  Department.  His 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  them,  how- 
ever, and  he  had  examined  the  matter. 
He  had  found  that  the  Minutes  were 
issued  with  the  best  possible  intention 
— namely,  with  the  intention  of  explain- 
ing that  no  difference  would  be  made 
between  the  treatment  of  England  and 
Scotland.  Those  Minutes  were  now  on 
the  Table,  and  would  soon  come  into 
force ;  but  he  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  for  the  future  separate  Mi- 
nutes ought  to  be  issued  for  the  two 
countries.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  Fat  down,  the  Member 
for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Webster),  had  a**ked 
him  about  the  position  of  Aberdeen  Uni- 
versity, and  had  called  his  attention  to 
certain  Memorials  that  the  Universities 
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Lad  presented  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment in  regard  to  the  difficulty.  That 
subject  would  engage  his  attention.  He 
believed  the  difficulty  had  arisen  from 
the  fact  that  at  Aberdeen  there  was  no 
male  Training  College.  There  was  a 
female  Training  College,  but  no  College 
for  males,  though  the  University  was 
especially  connected  with  males.  Cer- 
tain suggestions  had  been  brought  be- 
fore the  Education  Department ;  and  he 
might  say,  speaking  generally,  that  the 
Education  Department  was  favourable 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Aberdeen  Univer- 
sity. Communications  were  going  on, 
and  the  Department  was  waiting  at  the 
present  moment  for  financial  proposals, 
which  would  have  to  be  considered  as 
to  details.  As  soon  as  those  details 
were  obtained,  the  Department  would 
be  able  to  consider  the  suggestions  of 
the  Aberdeen  University  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
which,  he  hoped,  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  University  of  Aberdeen.  He  did 
not  know  that  there  was  any  point  on 
which  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  further 
detain  the  Committee. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  the 
Committee  was  in  a  peculiar  position 
in  passing  a  Vote  of  £500,000  without 
knowing  who  the  Minister  would  be 
who  was  to  administer  it.  If  they  knew 
who  was  to  be  the  responsible  Minister 
to  administer  the  £500,000  he  should 
be  exceedingly  glad,  and  so  would  the 
people  of  Scotland.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
were  to  be  the  responsible  Minister  he 
should  be  satisfied,  and  would  have  con- 
fidence that  the  Education  Code  would 
be  administered  wisely  and  well.  He 
was  not  allowed  to  discuss  debates  which 
had  taken  place  "  elsewhere; "  but  he 
might  observe  that  in  "  another  place  " 
it  had  been  decided  to  cut  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  two— to  cut  Scotch  edu- 
cation off  from  his  official  care — and 
that  some  Minister,  they  did  not  know 
who,  was  to  replace  him  in  regard  to 
the  charge  of  these  Votes.  It  was  a 
really  unsatisfactory  thing  that  they 
were  asked  to  pass  this  Vote  without 
knowing  in  the  least  degree  who  was  to 
administer  it — whether  it  was  to  be  ad- 
ministered by  a  man  of  large  experience 
in  such  matters,  or  whether  it  was  to  be 
relegated  to  a  new  Minister,  a  man  of 
no  experience  in  educational  matters. 
He  did  not  intend  to  propose  the  ad- 
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journment  of  this  Vote,  and  should  re- 
serve any  further  observations  he  had 
to  make  either  to  the  Report  stage,  or 
until  the  proposal  was  made  to  them  to 
do  away  with  the  present  Minister  now 
responsible  for  Scotch  Education  in  that 
House  and  have  the  Vote  administered 
by  someone  else.  That  proposal  was 
one  which,  when  it  came  beiore  them, 
must  receive  great  attention.  He  only 
mentioned  the  matter  now  in  order  to 
protest  against  this  large  Vote  being 
asked  for  without  their  knowing  who 
was  to  administer  it. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

(4.)  £9,530,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Wreck  Commission. 

(5.)  £366,087,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
County  Courts. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,442,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Land 
Registry." 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
in  various  Sessions  of  Parliament  he  had 
troubled  the  House  to  go  to  a  division  on 
this  Vote — as  he  intended  to  do  that 
evening.  The  sense  of  the  Committee 
in  favour  of  economy  was  shown  to  be 
increasing  year  after  year,  because  the 
majority  against  his  Motion  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  had  been  steadily 
decreasing,  until  last  year  he  was  only 
beaten  by  nine  votes ;  and,  inasmuch  as 
last  Session. he  had  the  pleasure  of  re- 
ceiving the  support  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  was  now  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Sir  Henry  Holland),  he  felt  confident 
that  this  evening  he  should  accomplish 
the  distinction  of  really  saving  £2,000 
of  public  expenditure,  because,  though 
the  hon.  Baronet  himself  mieht  be  in  a 
position  that  would  not  enable  him  to 
give  his  support  to  the  Motion,  yet  he 
(Mr.  Arnold)  felt  quite  confident  that 
every  other  Conservative  Member  pre- 
sent would  remember  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  no  more  responsible  for 
the  Estimate  presented  to  the  Committee 
than  he  was  himself,  and  would  be  able 
to  follow  the  good  example  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  last  year  when  he  joined  bim 
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(Mr.  Arnold)  in  protesting  against  the 
Vote.  It  was  not  necessary  to  go  into 
the  history  of  this  unhappy  OfiB.ce.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  were  aware  that  the  Office 
of  Land  Registry  was  established  to 
carry  out  the  Land  Transfer  Act  of  Lord 
Westbury  and  the  Act  of  Lord  Cairns, 
so  that  it  had  the  full  sanction  of  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  look  on  the  failure  which  had 
been  experienced  witli  impartial  eyes. 
Many  hon.  Members  were  aware  that 
the  business  of  this  Ofl&ce  had  now 
dwindled  down  to  a  degree  at  which  it 
had  almost  vanished.  Within  the  past 
two  half-years  the  number  of  new  estates 
reg^tered  in  this  OflR.ce  had  been  six — 
two  in  one  half  and  four  in  the  other ; 
80  that  this  fact  came  out — that  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  had  to  pay  £  1,000 
for  each  new  estate  registered  in  this 
Office.  Hon.  Members  would  see  at 
once  what  a  scandalous,  extravagant, 
and  wasteful  expenditure  of  money 
there  was  in  this  Department.  What, 
then,  should  be  done  ?  Here  was  a  Ee- 
gistrar  receiving  £2.500  a-year;  an 
Assistant  receiving  £1,500;  a  Chief 
Clerk  receiving  £400 ;  and  other  clerks 
getting  £350,  and  so  on  ;  while  it  was  a 
matter  of  notoriety  that  those  gentlemen 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do.  Then  came 
the  question  why  had  not  the  Treasury 
— ^not  this  year,  but  years  ago — dealt 
with  this  scandal?  He  (Mr.  Arnold) 
did  not  think  it  passed  the  ability  of  the 
Government  to  find  occupation  for  those 
gentlemen  in  some  other  quarter ;  but  if 
that  were  not  done  he  would  say  in  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Baronet  last  year, 
when  he  was  supporting  the  Motion  so 
eloquently — **  Deal  with  one  or  two  of 
these  gentlemen  by  superannuation  at 
once."  Let  them  do  that,  and  terminate 
some  of  the  expense  against  which  he  was 
complaining  that  night.  He  could  not 
do  better  than  make  a  further  quotation 
from  the  words  the  hon.  Baronet  used 
last  Session  ;  and  he  trusted  they  would 
have  an  effect,  not,  perhaps,  on  the 
hon.  Baronet's  own  mind,  but,  at  all 
events,  on  the  mind  of  every  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Conservative  Party  now  pre- 
sent. Last  Session  the  hon.  Baronet 
used  these  words — 

**  He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  was  p^oing  to  remain 
faxtUhil  to  the  opposition  to  this  Vote/' 

that  was  to  say,  last  Session  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  would 


give  him  (Mr  Arnold)  his  support,  **  bo- 
cause  "  he  went  on  to  explain — 

"When  hon.  Members  crossed  the  floor  of 
the  House  they  often  gare  up  the  views  they 
had  maintained  so  stoutly  in  Opposition.*' 

And  then  the  hon.  Baronet,  after  warn- 
ing hoD.  Gentlemen  not  to  forget  their 
economic  ideas  when  they  crossed  the 
floor  of  the  House,  concluded  with  these 
words—and  he  (Mr.  Arnold)  could  not 
do  better  than  conclude  his  observations 
with  them  that  evening — 

"  And  now  the  Committee  were  asked  again 
to  vote  in  support  of  this  Office,  which  had 
been  proved  to  be  practically  useless.  It  could 
hardly  be  contended,"  said  the  hon.  Baronet, 
**  that,  at  all  events,  some  considerable  reduc- 
tion might  not  be  made  in  it,  and  he  should 
support  the  proposed  reduction  '*  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  **a8  a  protest 
against  this  continued  waste  of  money.'*— 
(3  Hansard,  [291]  387-8.) 

With  those  words  he  would  conclude 
his  observations,  and  he  begQ;ed  to  move 
the  reduction  which  stood  m  his  name 
on  the  Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  Tliat  a  sum.not  exceeding  JSl,442,be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses of  the  Office  of  Land  Registry.'*— (if r. 
Arthur  Arnold.) 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Sir  Henky  Holland)  said,  it 
was  not  always  satisfactory  to  have 
a  former  speech  quoted,  and  words 
spoken  on  one  side  of  the  House, 
when  one  had  crossed  over  to  the 
other  side ;  hut  he  might  frankly  state 
at  once  to  the  Committee  that  he 
had  in  no  way  changed  his  view  with 
respect  to  this  Office.  With  regard  to 
his  (Sir  Henry  Holland's)  action  that 
night,  the  hon.  Member  had  admitted 
that  these  were  not  the  Estimates  of  the 
present  Government,  and  that  he  could 
not  expect  to  receive  support  from  that 
Government  for  his  Motion  at  this  time. 
It  was  not  quite  the  case,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated,  that  no  work  at 
all  was  done  by  this  Office,  although  he 
confessed  he  was  of  opinion,  with  the 
hon.  Member,  that  not  enough  was  done 
to  justify  the  large  expenditure  upon 
the  Office.  He  found,  however,  from 
a  Table  he  had  been  furnished  with, 
that  six  new  estates  had  been  placed  on 
the  Register  for  the  year ;  244  had 
been  placed  on  it  on  transfer  or  will ; 
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195  had  been  placed  on  it  by  way  of 
mortgage  or  charge;  there  had  been 
155  dealings  with  estates  on  the  Be- 
gister,  and  there  had  been  15  removals 
of  eatateSy  or  parts  of  estates,  from  the 
Register.  Now,  although  that  wfiw  not 
a  large  amount  of  work  done  in  the  year, 
still  it  showed  that  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  no  work  was  done 
was  hardly  justiBed.  There  were  three 
questions  which  could  be  put  as  to  the 
course  to  be  adopted  with  this  Office— 
first,  whether  the  work  of  it  could  be 
dev^-loped  ;  secondly,  whether  the  staff 
could  be  reduced;  and,  thirdly,  whe- 
ther it  should  be  abolished.  Opinions 
differed  in  regard  to  which  course  it 
would  be  best  to  f  »llo«r  ;  but  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  legislation  would  be 
necessary  whatever  plan  were  adopted. 
It  had  been  contended  that  the  Office 
could  be  developed,  and  different  modes 
of  doing  that  had  been  suggested.  It 
had  been  proposed  that  an  Act  should 
be  passed  based  upon  Sir  Robert  Tor- 
rens's  Act,  which  had  worked  well  in 
the  Colonies,  to  make  the  registration 
compulsory.  At  present  it  was  only  per- 
missive. He  was  not  sure,  however, 
whether  that  proposal  would  meet  with 
the  approval  of  the  House.  Last  year 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold)  had  been  inclined  to  think 
that  the  House  would  be  in  favour  of 
such  a  view,  if  proper  safeguards  were 
adopted  so  as  to  make  it  fair  to  all  par- 
ties. He  saw  nothing  in  the  working 
of  the  Act  in  the  Colonies  which  should 
prevent  it  from  being  made  compulsory. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  said 
that  the  Office  should  be  made  an  Office 
for  registering  deeds,  and  not  titles. 
Measures  had  been  introduced  more 
than  once  for  the  purpose  of  effecting 
that  object,  but  they  had  failed  ;  and 
it  would,  in  any  case,  be  impossible  to 
propose  legislation  of  that  kind  this  Ses- 
sion. There  had  been  an  attempt  made  to 
develop  the  work  of  the  Office  by  putting 
under  it  the  Middlesex  registration,  and 
a  Bill  hud  been  introduced  for  that  pur- 
pose, but  had  also  failed.  He  must  ad- 
mit that  he  was  not  sanguine  about  the 
development  of  the  work  of  the  Office. 
Turning,  then,  to  the  second  point — 
namely,  the  reduction  of  the  Office,  he 
had  said  that  legislation  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  effect  a  reduction,  and  he  was 
afraid  little  would  be  saved  unless  the 
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Act  was  of  a  very  sweeping  character. 
Under  any  circumstances,  some  kind  of 
office  would  have  to  be  kept  up,  because 
there  would  be  dealings  with  estates 
which  had  already  come  under  the  Office. 
He  would  cite  a  passage  from  a  Memo- 
randum he  had  received  from  the  head 
of  the  Office  on  this  subject.  The  writer 
said  that — 

'*  Parliamentary  provision  would  have  to  be 
made  for  titles  already  registered,  now  amoant- 
ing  to  nearly  3,000,  comprising  land  of  very 
considerable  value;  and  provision  would  also 
have  to  be  made  in  such  a  case  for  properly 
compensating  the  officers." 

The  reduction  which  would  be  effected 
in  the  National  Expenditure  by  the  abo- 
lition  of  the  Office  of  Eegistrar  would  be 
very  small,  as  that  gentleman  was  entitled 
to  his  Office  for  life,  and,  on  the  abo- 
lition of  his  Office  or  his  retirement,  was 
entitled  to  two-thirds  of  his  salary.  That 
would  only  leave  £833  per  annum  to 
deal  with,  and,  as  he  had  said  before, 
they  must  keep  up  the  Office  for  some 
time  at  all  events ;  and  they  could  hardly 
put  any  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Office  to  deal  with  so  large  an  amount 
of  property  as  was  there  involved  at  a 
less  salary  than  that.  He  was  afraid 
that  the  reduction  in  the  Office  which  it 
would  be  possible  to  effect  would  be 
very  small  indeed.  Then,  the  third 
question  was  whether  the  Office  could 
be  abolished.  No  doubt  the  compensa- 
tions which  would  have  to  be  paid — and 
he  had  ventured  to  make  some  remarks 
on  that  head  last  year — would  neces- 
sarily be  very  heavy.  The  gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Office  had  been  taken 
from  the  Legal  Profession.  He  was  a 
barrister  who  had  to  abandon  good  pro- 
fessional prospects  on  accepting  the 
office ;  and  if,  therefore,  his  Office  was 
abolished,  he  would  have  to  receive 
large  compensation.  And  the  same 
observation,  though  to  a  less  extent,  ap- 
plied to  those  working  under  the  Begis- 
trar.  He  had  ventured  to  state. these 
points,  because,  fully  believing  that  some 
change  should  be  made  in  the  Office, 
and  admitting  that  the  subject  would 
receive  full  consideration,  still,  though 
he  was  able  last  year  to  vote  with  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Arnold)  as  a  kind 
of  protest  against  the  continuance  of 
the  Office,  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  him  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  that  night,  not  because  he  had 
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changed  his  views  as  he  had  chaoged 
side  of  the  House,  but  because  his 
position  was  necessarily  aflfected  by  the 
fact  of  his  haviog  to  bring  forward  the 
Estimate.  Every  Member  must  vote 
according  to  his  view  of  this  Ofhee ;  but, 
for  his  own  part,  he  was  bound  to  say 
he  felt  a  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
subject,  and  it  should  receive  every  con- 
sideration. He  trusted  that  by  those 
observations  he  had  justified  himself  in 
the  eyes  of  the  Committee  for  what 
might  be  called  a  change  of  position. 

Mb.  GREGOEYsaid,  the hon. Baronet 
was  still  of  the  same  opinion  with  regard 
to  this  Vote,  although  he  had  been 
constrained  by  the  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  his  position  to  alter  his 
intention  on  the  matter.  In  that  he  (Mr. 
Gregory)  sympathized  with  the  hon. 
Member.  It  was  a  matter  of  regret  to 
him  that  they  had  any  debate  this  Ses- 
sion on  the  subject ;  but  he  considered 
it  very  much  due  to  the  neglect  of  the 
late  Government  to  deal  with  it.  He  had 
been  struggling  with  this  subject  for 
years  and  years,  and  had  watched  the 
course  of  legislation  upon  it.  They  had 
had,  amongst  other  measures,  from  the 
Conservative  Party,  three  most  important 
measures  on  the  subject  of  the  transfer 
of  land — ^namely,  the  Limitation  of 
Actions  Act,  the  Conveyancing  Act,  and 
the  Settled  and  Landed  Estates  Act, 
and  he  only  wished  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  followed  those  up  by  some 
Act  which  would  have  regulated  the 
registration  of  deeds.  He  had  sat  with 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Late  Judge  Advocate  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan) on  the  Committee  which  had  inves- 
tigated the  matter  very  fully,  and  which 
had  suggested  a  scheme  analogous  to 
the  Scotch  system  for  the  purpose  of 
registering  deeds.  He  believed  that  if 
that  scheme  had  been  carried  out — and 
he  still  hoped  it  might  be — in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee, this  Office  could  be  utilized,  and 
would  be  found  of  great  value.  He 
thought,  therefore,  with  this  object,  that 
the  Office  should  still  be  kept  alive.  He 
hoped  that  another  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment would  not  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  this  matter  being  dealt  with.  It 
was  well  before  the  country,  and  people 
had  now  their  minds  set  on  the  great 
question  of  simplifying  the  titles  to 
land.  He  was  advised  that  the  best 
course  to  pursue  would  be  to  follow  the 


precedent  of  last  Session.  Ho  had  had 
the  pleasure  of  taking  part  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Yorkshire  Registries 
Act,  which  had  been  dealt  with  with 
great  care  and  consideration,  he  hoped 
that  something  very  useful  to  the  county 
of  Yorkshire  would  come  from  it.  They 
had  adopted  this  legislation  for  the 
county  of  York,  with  a  view  of  its 
forming  a  precedent  for  general  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject,  and  he  had  great 
hopes  that  it  would  work  successfully. 
He  trusted  that  with  this  legislation 
before  them  they  might  look  forward 
to  something  in  the  same  direction  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  CROPPEE  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  for  the 
abolition  of  this  Office,  but  that  he 
thought  it  would  only  lead  to  the  multi- 
plication of  the  number  of  officers,  and 
that  in  the  course  of  six  months  they 
would  be  called  upon  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, or  someone  else,  to  create  a  new 
Registry  Office  to  carry  out  some  fresh 
idea,  and  to  give  them  a  number  of  new 
officials  who,  in  course  of  time,  would 
require  to  be  paid  pensions.  There  was 
great  difficulty  in  the  matter  of  the 
registration  of  land,  as  the  following 
incident  would  show.  Ten  years  ago  he 
remembered  asking  a  solicitor  whether 
it  would  not  be  a  good  thing  to  put  an 
estate  he  was  buying  through  the  Office 
now  under  discussion,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain a  more  perfect  title.  The  solicitor 
laughed  at  him,  and  asked  him  what 
was  the  use  of  doing  that  at  great  ex- 
penditure of  money,  when,  in  the  course 
of  20  years  or  eo,  time  and  Parliament 
would  have  done  it  for  him.  What 
was  wanted  was  a  compulsory  system 
much  less  expensive  than  the  present, 
which  would  not  frighten  buyers  and 
deter  solicitors  from  carrying  out  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  will  of  the  nation. 
At  the  present  time  he  considered  it  a 
matter  of  little  concern  how  hon.  Mem- 
bers voted,  because  they,  of  course, 
knew  that  there  would  be  no  change 
made  in  the  Office.  It  would  be  better 
for  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Arnold),  in- 
stead of  urging  the  abolition  of  the 
Office,  to  endeavour  to  make  it  useful. 

Mb.  SALT  said,  there  was  another 
course  which  might  be  pursued,  and  it 
had  the  advantage  of  being  a  practical 
one.  If  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (6ir  Henry  Hollanaj 
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would  assure  the  Committee  that  in  case 
of  any  vacancies  they  should  not  be  filled 
up  unless  it  was  absolutely  necessary, 
that  would  be  a  practicable  way  of  meet- 
ing the  case.  Probably  the  Department 
would  allow  these  yacancies  to  lapse, 
and  some  arrangement  made  to  limit  the 
number  of  officials  in  that  way  until 
more  could  be  done. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  had  one  short 
practical  suggestion  to  make.  Work 
might  be  found  for  the  clerks  in  the 
Office  for  many  years  to  come  in  connec- 
tion with  the  alterations  to  be  introduced 
into  the  Law  of  Copyhold. 

Mr.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  said,  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  could, 
only  be  used  by  transferring  the  clerks 
from  Lincoln's  Inn  to  St.  James's  Square. 
He  (Mr.  Arnold)  had  not  referred  to 
the  question  of  the  registration  of  land, 
because  that  was  not  connected  with  the 
proposition  he  now  made  to  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Motion  was  purely  one  of 
economy,  and  he  was  dealiDg  with  the 
saving  of  public  money,  and  not  with 
the  registration  of  landed  property.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  knew  as  well 
as  he  did  that  the  development  of  this 
Office  by  the  officer  now  at  the  head  of 
it  was  an  impossibility  and  an  absurdity. 
Everyone  wno  knew  that  gentleman 
knew  that  that  was  out  of  the  question 
altogether ;  and,  therefore,  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Office  in  its  present  condi- 
tion was  not  to  be  entertained.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  spoken  of 
reduction.  The  reduction  of  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Office  was  one  of  the  sim- 
plest and  most  practicable  things  in  the 
world.  There  was  no  reason  why  the 
Government  should  not  superannuate 
the  Head  of  the  Office,  and  transfer  some 
of  the  subordinate  officials  receiving 
high  salaries  to  sei've  Her  Majesty  in 
some  other  capacity.  He  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  vote,  not  as  had  been 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ken- 
dal (Mr.  Cropper)  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Office,  for  that  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, but  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 
That  would  show  that  they  had  some 
regard  for  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  was  one  of  those  who  had  always 
been  opposed  to  this  Vote  from  the  very 
first,  for,  so  far  as  he  knew,  all  those 
gentlemen  had  had  nothing  to  do.  What 
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he  oompained  of  was  that  the  late  Home 
Secretary,  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  other  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land), had  always  invariably  opposed 
this  Vote,  and  yet  nothing  was  done. 
What  he  wanted  to  have  was  some 
distinct  declaration  from  the  Govern- 
ment. He  wished  to  learn  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  that  something  would 
really  bo  done  with  regard  to  this 
Office.  It  was  an  absurdity  to  say  that 
it  should  g^  on  from  year  to  year  with 
all  these  complaints  against  it,  and  that 
nothing  should  be  attempted  to  be  done. 
Surely  those  gentlemen  might  be  em- 
ployed in  some  other  way  to  do  work  for 
the  country.  The  Office  ought  to  be 
abolished.  What  would  be  the  moduM 
operandi  to  pursue  for  its  abolition  he 
could  not  say ;  but  it  was  absurd  to  have 
an  Office  of  this  kind,  which  was  every 
year  brought  under  notice  and  objected 
to.  Yet  neither  side  made  any  real  at- 
tempt to  remedy  such  a  state  of  things. 
He  should  like  to  hear  from  the  Home 
Secretary  or  from  the  Attorney  General 
that  something  would  be  done,  for  it 
was  a  matter  that  wanted  seeing  to.  It 
was  not  for  him  to  say  how  it  should 
be  dealt  with,  but  dealt  with  it  ought 
to  be  in  the  interests  of  the  general 
public. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  admitted  that  he  last  year  divided 
against  this  Vote  as  a  protest  against  it 
altogether,  and  with  a  view  to  bring 
about  its  reduction.  He  (Mr.  Fowler) 
would  that  night  follow  that  admirable 
example,  and  would  vote  against  it  as  a 
protest  which  he  hoped  would  be  of  some 
avail.  He  would  quote  a  precedent.  It 
was  in  regard  to  the  Office  of  Public 
Prosecutor.  There  was  a  feeling  of  dis- 
satisfaction with  that  Office,  and  a  De- 
partmental Committee  was  appointed 
and  a  great  reform  effected,  whereby 
the  expense  was  materially  reduced,  and 
the  public  dissatisfaction  was,  as  he 
hoped,  being  removed.  As  to  the  Office 
now  under  discussion,  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  in  all  the  Estimates,  from  the 
first  page  to  the  last,  there  was  not  a 
more  perfect  case  of  a  sinecure  than  the 
case  of  the  Office  for  Land  Registration, 
which  had  £5,000  a-year  spent  upon  it, 
while  the  fees  received  did  not  amount 
to  more  than  £800  for  work  done.    Thd 
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Bnggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt)  was  a  fair  one  ; 
and  the  Government  shoald  give  a  pledge 
that  in  the  event  of  a  vacancy  occurring 
they  would  not  fill  it  up,  but  give  Par- 
liament an  opportimity  of  pronouncing 
upon  the  merits  of  the  whole  question. 
He  (Mr.  Fowler)  spoke  with  great  re- 
spect of  the  present  Registrar ;  but  he 
was  not  going  beyond  the  bounds  of 
propriety  when  he  said  that  that  gen- 
tleman should  retire  upon  the  pension  to 
which  be  was  justly  entitled,  and  which 
he  had  fairly  earned  in  having  devoted 
his  time  to  the  service  of  the  country, 
even  though  the  country  had  not  seen  fit 
to  occupy  that  time.  When  a  man  was 
paid  by  the  Government  for  his  time, 
the  Government  should  determine  how 
it  was  to  be  occupied.  When  an  Office 
was  abolished,  everybody  who  served  in 
it  was  entitled  to  compensation,  or  to  be 
supplied  with  equivalent  work  at  the 
same  salary.  There  were,  no  doubt, 
plenty  of  other  Departments  of  work 
which  could  be  greatly  increased,  and  in 
which  all  the  staff  of  this  Office  could  be 
melted ;  but  he  believed  that  it  was 
useless  to  hope  that  any  scheme  of  the 
registration  of  titles  or  deeds  would  be 
carried  out  by  this  Office.  He  should 
divide  against  the  Vote  as  a  protest. 

The  SEOEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY, in  reply  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt)  that 
the  Government  should  give  an  under- 
taking that  no  vacancy  should  be  filled 
up,  said,  he  thought  he  was  justified  in 
undertaking  that  no  vacancy  should  be 
filled  up;  and  he  could  add  that  he 
was  allowed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  to  say  that  there  should  be 
an  inquiry,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Pub- 
lic Prosecutor,  into  the  Office.  The 
matter  would  therefore  receive  careful 
consideration;  and  he  hoped  that  by  next 
year  he  should  be  able,  if  he  then  con- 
tinued to  hold  Office,  to  show  some  more 
favourable  aspect  of  the  question.  He 
trusted  that,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  Committee  would  vote  the  sum  now 
asked  for. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Ceoss)  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  think  it  necessary 
to  divide,  for  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
officials  in  this  Office  were  entitled  to 
their  salaries  for  the  present  year,  at  all 
events.     He  could  not  understand  how 


the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  could  divide  against 
his  own  Estimates. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said  that, 
considering  that  there  was  some  contest 
across  the  Table  as  to  who  was  and  who 
was  not  responsible  for  the  Vote,  he  felt 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  take 
a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  32; 
Noes  75  :  Majority  43.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  226.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr$ed  to, 

(7.)  £25,200,  Revising  Barristers 
(England). 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £10,320,  be 
grranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  \7hich  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  durinf?  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Police  Courts  of  London 
and  Sheemess.*' 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  reminded 
the  Committee  that  the  late  Home  Se-  < 
cretary  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  last  year 
informed  hon.  Members  who  raised  ob- 
jections that  the  Vote  ought  to  be  sup- 
ported because  there  was  a  London 
Government  Bill  somewhere  in  or  about 
the  House.  The  Committee  were  aware 
that  not  only  had  that  London  Govern- 
ment Bill  entirely  disappeared,  but  the 
Government  who  proposed  it  had  also 
disappeared  from  public  view ;  and  there- 
fore the  reason  which  led  the  late  Home 
Secretary  to  urge  the  Committee  not  to 
disagree  with  the  Vote  no  longer  had 
an  existence.  The  Committee  were,  of 
course,  well  aware  that  in  all  the  large 
towns  throughout  England — ^Manches- 
ter, Liverpool,  and  the  other  great  towns 
— the  cost  of  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  the  Police  Courts  was  borne  by 
the  local  rates.  There  might  be  some- 
thing to  be  said  for  charging  the  cost  of 
the  Royal  Parks  upon  the  taxpayers  at 
large ;  but  there  was  no  hon.  Member — 
certainly  not  a  Member  of  the  straight- 
forward character  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury — who  would  get  up  and 
justify  the  imposition  upon  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country  at  large  of  the  cost  of  the 
Police  Courts  at  London  and  Sheemess. 
The  visitors  who  came  up  to  London 
from  the  country  were  not  of  the  criminal 
l^opulation,  and  therefore  there  was  no 
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reason  why  the  country  at  large  should 
bear  this  purely  local  burden.  When 
the  late  Home  Secretary  objected  last 
year  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
he  said  that  if  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
were  carried  the  consequence  would  be 
that  there  would  be  no  Police  Courts  for 
London  and  Sheerness;  but  that  was 
not  quite  accurate,  because  the  salaries 
of  the  police  magistrates  were  charged 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  and  if  the 
Committee  were  to  reject  this  Vote,  as  he 
hoped  they  would,  the  result  would  not 
be  that  the  magistrates  would  be  left 
without  their  salaries.  No  hon.  Member, 
therefore,  could  raise  any  objection  on 
that  ground.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
Police  Courts  of  London  should  be  main- 
tained by  the  rates  of  London,  as  was 
the  case  in  all  the  other  large  towns ; 
and  he  hoped  he  should  have  a  large 
measure  of  support  in  voting  for  the  re- 
jection of  this  charge. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  91; 
Noes  24 :  Majority  67.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  227.) 

(9.)  £294,840,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Metropolitan  Police. 

(10.)  £28.000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Special  Police. 

(11.)  £988,343,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Police  —  Counties  and  Boroughs 
(Ghreat  Britain). 

(12.)  £271,374,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Convict  Establishments  in  England 
and  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  had  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Cross)  a  question  with  re- 
gard to  this  Vote.  Could  the  right  hon. 
GeDtleman  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  number  of  prisoners 
in  the  convict  prisons  at  the  present 
time;  whether  the  number  of  convicts 
was  still  decreasing;  and  whether  it  was 
intended  to  close  any  of  the  convict  pri- 
sons? He  understood  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  close  one  convict  prison  in  the 
Metropolis.  He  would  also  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  could  give 
any  information  as  to  the  amount  of 
earnings  paid  to  the  convicts  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssHETOx  Cross)  said,  he  was  happy 
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to  state  that  the  decrease  in  the  num- 
ber of  prisoners  in  the  convict  prisons 
continued.  He  held  a  strong  opinion 
that  in  many  cases  the  sent^ices  were 
open  to  consideration,  and  he  had  been 
in  communication  with  some  of  the 
Judges  with  respect  to  them.  He  hoped 
shortly  to  be  able  to  give  some  farther 
information  on  that  point.  It  was  true 
that  it  was  in  contemplation  to  close  one 
of  the  convict  prisons  in  the  Metropolis. 
He  was  not  in  a  position  to  give  the 
exact  figures ;  but  he  was  told  that  when 
the  Report  was  issued  it  would  be  found 
to  be  very  satisfactory. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(13.)  £351,930,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Prisons,  England. 

(14.)  £142,915,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Great  Britain. 

(15.)  £20,417,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £39,093,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  warn 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Lord  Advocate's 
Department,  and  others,  connected  with  Crimi- 
nal Proceedings  in  Scotland,  including  certain 
Allowances  under  the  Act  16  and  16  Tic 
c.  83." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(16.)  £48,610,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scot- 
land. 

(17.)  £26,472,  to  complete  tlie  sum 
for  the  Begister  House  Department, 
Edinburgh. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  had  to 
make  some  observations  on  this  Vote 
with  respect  to  a  grievance  of  some 
antiquity,  which  had  been  brought  be- 
fore the  Commit! ee  year  after  year,  but 
with  respect  to  which  no  redress  had 
been  given.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  would, 
he  believed,  be  acquainted  with  the  case; 
because,  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  instituted  an 
inquiry  into  it  under  a  former  Govern- 
ment. There  were  three  classes  of 
clerks — first,  second,  and  third.  With 
respect  to  the  first  class,  he  had  nothing 
to  say;    but    the  clerks  of  the    third 
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class  contended  that,  although  they  did 
the  same  work  as  those  in  the  second 
class,  yet  they  did  not  receive  the  same 
amoant  of  remuneration.  He  did  not 
want  to  detain  the  Committee  at  length 
at  that  hour  by  entering  into  the  details 
of  the  grievance  of  those  public  servants. 
But  he  repeated  that  the  grievance  com- 
plained of  was  one  that  had  gone  on  for 
many  years  unredressed.  All  that  those 
clerks  contended  for  at  present  and  all 
they  had  contended  for  during  the  last 
four  years  was  that  an  inquiry  should 
be  instituted  into  their  grievance  in  order 
that  it  might  be  seen  whether  they 
actually  did  the  same  class  of  work  as  the 
clerks  above  them,  who  were  very  much 
better  rewarded.  There  waa  a  Minute 
several  times  moved  for  on  this  subjpct, 
but  it  had  never  been  obtained.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  called  attention  to  the 
matter  on  the  7th  of  August,  1882;  and 
in  doin^  so  he  was  supported,  amongst 
others,  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  theTreasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland), 
who  said  he  was  pleased  to  support  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  in  his 
Motion  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
the  g^evances  of  those  clerks  ;  he  said 
that  he  thought  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  could  not  be  averse  to  the  in- 
quiry ;  that  of  course  it  was  possible  that 
if  inquiry  was  made  it  might  turn  out 
that  there  were  too  many  clerks  in  the 
OfiQce.  Therefore,  he  hoped  that  a 
change  of  Government  having  recently 
taken  place  the  grievance  of  this  de- 
serving body  of  public  servants  might 
now  receive  some  attention ;  and  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  was  responsible  for 
the  Vote  had  advocated  publicly  in  that 
House  an  inquiry  into  their  grievance 
he  trusted  that  during  the  Eecess  some 
steps  might  be  taken  to  carry  out  the 
object  in  view. 

The  LOED  of  the  TREASURY  (Mr. 
Dalrymple)  said,  he  had  no  intention  to 
depart  from  what  he  had  said  upon  former 
occasions  on  this  subject.  He  had  al- 
ways taken  a  warm  interest  in  the  case 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan);  and  the 
Office  itself  was  one  which  claimed  his 
attention  on  account  of  the  enormous 
fees  which  passed  through  it,  and  from 
which  it  seemed  to  him  they  in  Scotland 
derived  very  little  benefit.  It  was,  how- 
ever, quite  plain  that  nothing  could  be 
done  in  the  matter  so  far  as  the  present 


Estimate  was  concerned  ;  but  he  thought 
that  in  the  months  following  something 
might  be  done  in  the  direction  of  obtain- 
ing the  inquiry  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  wanted,  and  to  that  end 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
no  effort  on  his  part  should  be  wanting. 
That  was  all  he  was  able  to  say  on  the 
present  occasion. 
Vote  agreed  to, 

(18.)  £77,501,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Prisons,  Scotland. 

Class  VI.  —  Non-Epfectivb   and 
Chabitablb  Sebvioes. 

(19.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum.  not  exceeding  £230.710,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  Super- 
annuation  and  Retired  Allowances  to  Persons 
formerly  employed  in  the  Public  Service,  and 
for  Compassionate  or  other  Special  Allow- 
ances and  Gratuities  awarded  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury." 

Mr.  ARTHUE  ARNOLD  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  zig-zag  manner  in 
which  the  Government  had  taken  the 
Votes  that  evening  compelled  him  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee  at 
that  late  hour  by  making  some  observa- 
tions on  this  very  important  Vote.  They 
had  had  a  debate  last  night  upon  the 
question  of  superannuation  and  retired 
pay  ;  and  he  had  now  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that 
this  Vote  showed  a  net  increase  of 
£13,882  over  the  amount  in  the  previous 
year.  He  intended  to  move  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote.  He  entreated  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  consider  that  this  was  a  Vote 
which,  of  all  others,  was  increasing 
rapidly  every  year,  and  that  it  was  one 
by  which  they  could  best  bring  about 
a  reduction  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  In  dealing  with  this  Vote 
there  were  three  considerations  to  be 
borne  in  mind — first,  the  abolition  of 
offices;  secondly,  the  payment  of  pensions 
and  superannuation  allowances;  and, 
thirdly,  the  question  of  age  at  which  the 
members  of  the  Civil  Service  were  per- 
mitted to  retire  upon  the  whole  or  nearly 
the  whole  amount  of  their  salaries.  In 
the  Public  Service  there  were  many 
sinecures  and  many  offices  which  might 
be  called  semi- sinecures;  there  were 
abolished  offices,    in  respect  of  which 

uigiiizea  by  VjOOQ IC 


759 


Supply — Civil 


}  COMMONS} 


Service  Edimates, 


760 


compensation  was  paid  ;  and,  lastly, 
there  was  a  provision  for  retirement  of 
officials  from  the  Civil  Service  at  the 
age  of  60  with  nearly  the  whole  of  their 
salaries.  Now;  he  wished  especially  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  fact  that,  in  20  years,  the  charge 
for  pensions  and  retired  pay  in  the  Civil 
Service  had  risen  from  £300,000  for  the 
year  to  £600,000.  If  that  rate  of  in- 
crease was  continued  the  country  would 
soon  be  paying  for  superannuation 
and  retired  pay  in  the  Civil  Service 
£1,000,000  a-year.  That  was  a  very 
serious  matter.  The  increase  was  due 
to  three  causes — first,  to  abolition  of 
offi.ces  without  re-employment  of  their 
occupants;  secondly,  to  the  terms  on 
which  public  servants  were  permitted  or 
were  forced  to  retire  from  their  offices ; 
and,  thirdly,  to  the  increased  longevity, 
under  the  better  sanitary  conditions  of 
the  whole  country,  which  prevailed  in 
the  Civil  Service.  He  would  take  as 
an  example  the  notorious  case  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1869.  The  annual 
amount  of  compensation  paid  in  respect 
of  abolished  offices  in  bankruptcy  reached 
in  one  year  the  sum  of  £39,685  ;  and  in 
10  years — that  was  to  say,  from  1872  to 
1882-3,  the  amount  paid  in  respect  of 
bankruptcy  alone  to  retired  Civil  ser- 
vants was  £329,517.  Let  them  take  an 
individual  case  of  this  extravagance. 
There  was  one  Commissioner  of  the  age 
of  49,  who  retired  from  the  Public  Ser- 
vice on  the  full  amount  of  his  salary — 
namely,  £2,000  a-year — on  account  of 
the  abolition  of  his  Office.  Take  a  more 
humble  case.  There  was  a  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's messenger,  who  had  retired  on 
£200  a-year,  and  who  had  since  1832 
been  receiving  that  provision.  This 
was  a  form  of  extravagance  against 
which  he  desired  to  protest.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  retirement  only  ought  to  be 
allowed  conditionally — namely,  on  the 
retiring  officer  joining  some  other 
branch  of  the  Public  Service.  The  Earl 
of  Selbome,  then  Sir  Houndell  Palmer, 
when  the  Bankruptcy  Act  was  under  dis- 
cussion, had  said — 

•*  He  protested  against  the  principle  of  dis- 
charging all  these  officers  without  exacting 
from  them  such  services  as  they  still  could 
give/*— (3  Hansard^  [196J  1906.) 

And  Sir  Eoundell  Palmer  went  on  to 
say— 

"One  way  of  avoiding  a  waste  of  public 
money  in  appointing  large  numbers  of  officers 

Mr,  Arthur  Arnold 


and  then  dismissing  them  with  full  oompensa- 
tion  was  by  utilizing  the  officers  we  had  and 
not  discharging  them  when  they  were  able  to 
perform  their  duties." — {Ibid.  1908.) 

Well,  he  (Mr.  Arnold)  contended  for 
the  establishment  of  this  rule  —  that 
when  officers  were  discharged  from  the 
Public  Service  on  account  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  their  Office  they  should  be  as 
speedily  as  possible  utilized  in  other 
Offices.  In  that  way  the  country  would 
not  be  burdened  by  haviog  to  pay  them 
a  large  proportion  of  their  salaries  in  the 
form  of  pensions.  And  then  he  thought 
the  Treasury  was  much  too  easy  in 
allowing  officers  to  retire  from  the  Pub- 
lic Service  with  their  full  salary.  He 
had  the  case  of  a  gentleman  before  him 
who,  on  grounds  of  ill-health,  retired 
from  the  Public  Service  in  1867  with  a 
pension  of  £1,261,  which  he  was  actu- 
ally receiving  at  that  moment.  Another 
large  cause  of  increase  was  what  was 
known  to  the  Treasury  as  "old  age." 
He  would  not  go  back  iuto  the  past, 
but  would  give  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  and  the  Committee  some 
figures  taken  from  the  Estimates  of  the 
present  year.  There  was  an  official  in 
bankruptcy  retired  during  the  present 
year  at  the  age  of  61,  and  he  was  to  re- 
ceive a  pension  of  £357.  There  was  a 
Keeper  of  Prints  in  the  British  Museum 
— a  light  and  easy  occupation  one  wonld 
think— who  was  retired  from  the  Public 
Service  at  the  age  of  64 — an  age  at 
which  it  might  be  supposed  a  man  was 
most  competent  to  be  a  Keeper  of  Prints 
— ^with  a  pension  of  £500  a-year.  Then 
there  was  a  clerk  in  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  who  had  retired  during  the  past 
12  months,  at  the  very  moderate  age  of 
63,  on  a  pension  of  £800  a-year.  There 
was  the  Governor  of  a  prison  retired  at 
the  age  of  60— just  the  age  at  which, 
one  would  think,  a  man  ought  to  be  ap- 
pointed Governor  of  a  prison — at  a  pen- 
sion of  £400  a-year ;  and,  lastly,  there 
was  a  clerk  in  the  Land  Commission, 
who  retired  at  the  age  of  60  with  a 
pension  of  £366  a-year.  He  was  quite  • 
aware  he  might  be  told  that  those  re- 
tirements were  due  to  length  of  service, 
and  that  they  were  arrangements  carried 
out  in  accordance  with  law.  He  knew 
that  very  well.  [**  Hear,  hear !  "]  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Hibbert),  who  was  more  respon- 
sible for  the  Estimates   than    anyone 
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else,  said  *' Hear,  hear!''  but  those 
statements  were  facts.  What  he  (Mr. 
Arnold)  was  suggesting  was  that  the 
time  had  arrived,  owing  to  increased 
luDgevitj  and  the  superior  health  of  the 
people,  when  the  Government  ought  to 
consider  this  question  of  retirement  at 
the  age  of  60.  It  appeared  to  him  a 
fair  matter  for  consideration.  If  the 
question  were  fairly  considered,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  that  the  age  of 
60  was  not  an  age  at  which  men  ought 
to  be  retired  on  full  pay  from  the  Public 
Service.  He  thought  Parliament  might, 
with  due  regard  to  the  public  interest, 
raise  the  age  at  which  men  could  retire 
from  the  Civil  Service,  at  least,  from  60 
to  65.  Sir  George  Lewis,  a  Predecessor 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  had  declared 
that  he  had  very  faint  belief  indeed  in 
the  possibility  of  a  man  living  to  be  100 
years  old ;  but  now  centenarians  existed, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
duration  of  life  had  become  much  ex- 
tended. At  the  age  of  60  men  were 
now  really  in  the  prime  of  life  for  the 
performance  of  many  important  and 
useful  duties.  They  were  reminded  by 
the  presence  in  that  House  of  its  most 
illustrious  and  distinguished  ornament 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  that  15  or  16  years  older 
than  60  a  man  could  perform  most 
valuable  services  to  the  State.  He  did 
not  press  so  much  that  night  the  ques- 
tion of  age;  but  he  did  press  on  the 
Committee  that  this  system  of  retire- 
ment was  far  too  laxly  administered  by 
the  Treasury.  For  the  reasons  he  had 
given,  and  believing,  as  he  did,  that 
the  Treasury  was  not  sufficiently  strict 
with  regard  to  the  retirement  of  persons 
from  the  Public  Service,  he  tnought 
that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
disposed  to  support  him  in  moving  a 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£10,000  would  be  doing  service  to  the 
general  interest  of  the  taxpayers  and 
ihe  country.  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  Yote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£10,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £220,710,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoeasary  to  defray  the  Chsage  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  oi  March  1886,  for  Superannuation 
and  Retired  Allowances  to  Persons  formerly 
employed  in  the  Public  Service,  and  for  Com- 
passionate or  other  Special  Allowances  and 
Gratuities  awarded  by  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
m«rty'8  TreBsary."-(ifr,  Arthur  4mold.) 


The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  the 
houi  Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  had  brought  before 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  'three 
grounds  of  complaint  against  the  sys- 
tem of  pensions  and  retiring  allowances 
practised,  not  by  any  particular  Govern- 
ment, but  generally  by  successive  Trea- 
suries and  Governments.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  back  to  the  bankruptcy  cases 
of  1869,  for  which,  certainly,  neither  the 
present  nor  the  late  Government  were 
responsible.  Those  cases  had  excited  a 
great  deal  of  attention  at  the  time,  and, 
owing  to  the  dissatisfaction  then  felt,  a 
great  and  decided  change  had  been 
made  in  the  method  of  dealing  with 
the  question.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  cordially  concurring  with 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  was  most  desirable  and  most 
necessary,  in  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, to  utilize  those  officials  whose  offices 
were  abolished,  or  who  were  withdrawn 
for  any  other  cause.  The  compensation 
given  was  liberal  in  those  cases  where 
the  services  of  the  retiring  officer  were 
not  utilized,  and  it  should  always  be 
considered  whether  the  services  of  such 
a  person  could  not  be  availed  of  in  some 
other  branch  of  the  Public  Service.  This 
had  been  done  in  one  case  with  which 
he  was  familiar — namely,  the  case  of 
Public  Prosecutor,  whose  Office  was,  as 
the  Committee  knew,  recently  abolished. 
A.  County  Court  Judgeship  was  offered, 
he  believed,  to  that  gentleman ;  and  if 
he  had  accepted  it  his  pension  would 
have  ceased  pro  ianto,  so  long  as  he  held 
the  Judgeship.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
only  mentioned  that  case  to  put  it 
against  the  cases  of  1 869  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Member's 
second  point  was  that  Government 
officials  were  forced  to  retire  at  the  age 
of  60.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  frankly 
admitted  that  the  present  Government 
were  not  to  blame,  and  that  the  late 
Government  were  not  to  blame,  so  far 
as  this  matter  of  age  was  concerned,  for 
it  was  fixed,  and  Government  could  not 
alter  it  without  careful  inquiry  and, 
probably,  legislation.  However,  it  was 
decidedly  deserving  of  consideration 
whether  the  age  should  not  be  raised  ; 
but  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  not 
prepared  to  offer  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject now.  It  was  rather  a  curious  thing 
that  tl^e  bon.  G^ntleo^^n  had  gone  bac]^ 
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for  cases  upon  this  point  alfo  to  the  year 
1867 

Mr.  ARTHUB  ARNOLD:  I  gave 
the  oases  from  this  year's  Estimates. 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY: Yes;  the  hon.  Member  gave 
some  cases  of  1867,  and  then  two  cases 
of  the  present  year. 

Mr.  ARTHQR  ARNOLD:  No;  I 
gave  fire  cases  of  this  year. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY :  One  was  the  case  of  the  Go- 
vernor of  a  prison.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  tbe  Ilome  Secretary  is  not  able 
to  find  that. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD:  Look  in 
the  Estimates. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY: It  is  not  sufficient  to  state 
simply  the  age  at  which  an  official  is 
retired  without  going  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  Of  course,  I  am 
not  able  to  say  what  were  the  circum- 
stances of  the  cases  the  hon.  Member 
referred  to.  Was  one  of  them  the  case 
of  Mr.  Hay  ward  ? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD :  I  men- 
tioned no  names. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY :  It  was  probably  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Public  Service  that  the 
prison  Governor  the  hon.  Member  refers 
to  should  have  retired.  The  hon.  Oentle- 
man  seems  to  assume  that  every  man  of 
the  age  of  60  is  in  a  good  state  of  health. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD :  The  hon. 
Baronet  will  excuse  me.  I  said  there 
were  two  causes  of  retirement  men- 
tioned in  tbe  columns  of  the  Return. 
One  is  age,  and  the  other  ill-health. 
Wherever  ill-health  occurs  it  is  always 
put  down  in  the  Return. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  was  aware  of  that. 
What  he  was  arguing  was  that  it  did 
not  follow,  because  a  man  was  only  60, 
that  he  was  in  a  good  state  of  health ; 
and  it  might  be  necessary  for  an  official 
who  had  reached  that  age  to  retire, 
though  he  might  not  be  put  down  as  in 
ill-health,  because  he  might  be  so  much 
out  of  sorts  as  not  to  be  fully  up  to  his 
work.  In  such  case  retirement  might  be 
desirable  for  the  efficiency  of  the  Service. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sal  ford  intended  to  find  fault 
with  the  improved  sanitary  arrange- 
ments of  the  Public  Offices,  or  to  the 
increased  longevity  in  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, but   that   he  referred   to  those 

Sir  Hmry  EolUmi 


matters  as  beariog  upon  what  was  in 
truth  the  only  question  to  be  considered, 
whether  the  age  of  60  was  the  proper 
age  for  retirement.  The  question  was 
one,  as  he  had  before  said,  which  de- 
served consideration. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
must  say  that  he  did  not  think  the  pro- 
posal to  reduce  this  Vote  could  well  be 
supported  on  the  grounds  adduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  -tor  Sal  ford ;  but  the 
question  which  was  raised  was  well 
deserving  of  consideration,  and  he  won- 
dered it  had  not  been  brought  forward 
with  a  great  deal  of  force  any  time 
during  the  past  15  years.  It  was 
hardly,  he  thought,  to  be  met  by  the 
reply  that  the  blame,  if  any,  attaching 
to  the  administrators  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice could  not  be  imputed  to  the  present 
Gk)verDment  or  to  their  Predecessors. 
It  was  not  a  question  of  what  particular 
Government  or  Ministry  was  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  things.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  some  change  could 
not  be  made  in  the  system  which  at 
present  obtained.  He  himself  had  been 
retired  on  the  re-organization  of  a  large 
Public  Department,  and  he  therefore 
had  some  acquaintance  with  the  circum- 
stances now  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  must  say  that,  although 
he  participated  in  the  re-organiza- 
tion with  satisfaction  to  himself,  he  had 
felt  that  what  was  then  done  in  the 
matter  of  re-organization  in  the  War 
Office  was  little  short  of  a  public  scan- 
dal. A  large  number  of  men  in  the 
prime  of  life  were  retired,  not  com- 
pulsorily,  but  at  their  own  option—  men 
who  were  qualified  for  a  number  of 
years  to  go  on  giving  effective  service. 
A  large  charge  had  been  thrown  on  the 
Exchequer  in  consequence  of  that  re- 
organization, just  as  there  had  been  in 
connection  with  the  re-organization  of 
the  Admiralty.  And  in  the  volumes  of 
the  Public  Accounts  which  he  had  seen 
published  since  that  time  he  had  not 
found  that  the  country  had  been  the 
gainer  by  the  large  outlay  which  had 
been  brought  about.  With  regard  to 
the  present  system,  he  was  informed 
that  a  large  number  of  men  were  to  be 
compulsorily  retired  at  the  age  of  60. 
He  fancied  the  hon.  Baronet  was  mis- 
taken when  he  said  that  there  was  a 
provision  under  Statute  Law  for  com- 
pulsory retirement  from  the  Public  Ser- 
vice at  the  a^e  of  60.    ^e  believed  % 
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man  would  be  entitled  by  the  rule  to 
retire  on  attaining  that  age ;  but  there 
was  no  compuhory  retirement  under 
Statute,  therefore  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  Treasury  should  deprive  them- 
selves of  the  services  of  efficient  public 
servants  simply  because  their  certificates 
of  birth  showed  that  they  had  reached 
the  age  of  60.  In  the  India  Office,  at 
the  present  moment,  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  men  were  being  turned  out  of  the 
Service  because  they  happened  to  be  60 
years  of  age,  though  they  were,  for  the 
most  part,  able  to  continue  in  the  Service 
with  advantage  to  the  country.  The 
men  so  forced  out  of  the  Service,  when 
capable  and  willing  to  remain  at  their 
posts,  felt  it  to  bo  a  great  grievance, 
and  no  wonder.  A  man  at  the  age  of 
60  very  often  found  his  expenses  as 
heavy  as  they  had  ever  been.  Many  a 
man  at  that  age  had  a  family  that  he 
still  had  to  provide  for  in  part,  and  to 
cut  down  their  salaries  by  one-third  in- 
flicted a  very  great  hardship  on  them, 
and  implanted  in  them  a  strong  sense  of 
injustice — a  sense  of  injustice  which 
spread  throughout  the  Service,  and  the 
indirect  effect  of  which  it  was  difficult 
to  judge,  but  which  was  palpable,  and 
which  did  damage  to  the  Service  gene- 
rally. Well,  the  real  secret  why  the 
Government  every  now  and  then  felt 
themselves  compelled  to  enforce  this  re- 
tirement at  the  age  of  60  was  the  want 
of  promotion  in  the  different  Depart- 
ments. Why  was  there  a  want  of  pro- 
motion ?  Why,  it  was  simply  because, 
under  the  present  system,  there  was  no 
interchangeability  between  the  Depart- 
ments. If,  when  it  was  necessary  to 
re-organize  the  War  Office  or  the  Admi- 
ralty, the  Treasury  were  able  to  transfer 
those  clerks  they  wanted  to  get  rid  of  to 
other  Departments,  there  would  have 
been  a  considerable  saving  effected  in 
those  Departments;  and  the  Treasury 
would  have  obviated  the  necessity  of  in- 
troducing into  other  Departments  of  the 
Publio  Service  a  number  of  young  clerks 
who,  in  their  turn,  became  a  block, 
agitated  for  an  increase  of  pay,  and 
necessitated  compulsory  retirement  in 
their  Departments  also.  Now,  what  he 
would  suggest  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  was  this — the  desira- 
bility of  introducing  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible some  system  of  interchangeability 
throughout  the  Service,  so  that  the  very 
Ur^e  number  of  meu  in  the  different 


Departments  who  were  competent  to 
continue  their  work  for  years  to  come 
would  not  be  thrown  out  in  the  flower 
of  their  age  and  deprived  of  berths  they 
had  held  for  years  with  satisfaction  to 
all  parties,  with  their  incomes  curtailed, 
and  necessitating  the  filling  of  their 
places  with  a  number  of  men  who  had 
to  be  tanght  their  duties.  The  saving 
to  the  State  by  such  an  arrangement 
would  be  very  considerable.  What 
would  be  thought  in  the  Army  if,  be- 
cause there  was  a  block  of  promotion  in 
a  certain  regiment,  a  number  of  senior 
officers  were  pensioned  against  their 
will,  instead  of  being  transferred  to 
other  regiments?  Why  should  not  a 
man  who  was  retired  from  the  India 
Office  or  the  Customs  and  Inland  Be- 
venue  Department  be  transferred  to  the 
War  Office,  the  Admiralty,  the  Colonial 
Office,  or  to  any  other  Department  where 
there  might  happen  to  be  a  vacancy  ? 
Why  should  they  not  so  maintain  Cus- 
toms and  Inland  Bevenue  clerks  in  the 
Service,  no  matter  how  great  a  change 
might  be  made  in  the  duties  they  had  to 
perform?  It  was  the  greatest  affecta- 
tion to  say  that  because  a  man  had  been 
in  the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  De- 
partment or  in  the  Post  Office  for  10  or 
12  years  he  was  at  all  unfitted  for  the 
duties  if  transferred  to  any  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  Offices.  But  the  difficulty 
the  Treasury  had  to  deal  with  was  the 
passive  resistance  of  what  were  called 
the  first-class  Offices  to  the  introduction 
of  personntl  from  whi^t  were  called  in- 
ferior Departments.  This  was  one  of 
the  changes  that  the  Treasury  ought  to 
be  firm  about.  They  ought  to  insist  on 
the  superior  Departments  taking  clerks 
in  this  way  where  they  were  wanted, 
however  great  might  be  the  objection 
of  the  permanent  officials.  The  Secre- 
taries of  State  did  not  care  about  the 
matter;  it  was  the  high  permanent 
officials  who  objected.  If  the  oourse  he 
recommended  were  adopted,  he  was  con- 
fident the  Government  would  soon  find 
these  lists  of  pensions  melt  away ;  and, 
besides  that,  they  would  find  that  they 
had  produced  contentment  in  the  Publio 
Service,  and  had  avoided  that  irritation 
which  they  experienced  whilst  things 
were  as  they  were  now,  through  agita- 
tion, brought  about  now,  in  the  hope 
that  by  causing  retirements  a  consider- 
able amount  of  promotion  would  bo 
secured  fo^  meu  wl^P  otherwise  woul4 
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have  to  wait  for  it  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years.  There  was  another 
matter  as  to  this  Vote  which  he  would 
like  to  ask  a  question  about.  Why  was 
it  that  in  some  cases  the  Treasury  re- 
fused to  allow  this  Vote  to  be  lightened 
by  commutation  of  pensions  ?  He  had 
lately  heard  of  a  case  in  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  where  a  man  had 
been  compulsorily  retired  at  the  age  of 
42 — thrown  on  the  world  at  *bat  age 
with  a  diminished  income.  He  had 
been  anxious  to  start  life  anew  in  some 
other  way ;  and  in  order  to  obtain  the 
capital  to  enable  him  to  do  that  he  had 
applied,  through  the  head  of  the  Board 
of  Works,  for  the  consent  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  the  commutation  of  his  pension. 
That  request  was  summarily,  though 
courteously,  refused.  Why  such  an  ap- 
plication as  that  was  refused  he  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  did  not  know.  It  was  the 
Treasury  who  had  refused  the  appli- 
cation, the  letter  in  which  the  refusal 
was  conveyed  to  him  being  from  the 
Commutation  Board,  and  stating  that 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  declined  the 
application,  and  that  no  steps  would, 
therefore,  be  taken  in  the  matter.  It 
appeared  to  him  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  that 
that  was  a  inost  arbitrary  and  incon- 
sistent manner  of  dealing  with  a  public 
serrant  against  whom  there  was  abso- 
lutely no  complaint,  but  who,  on  the 
contrary,  had  been  recommended  very 
highly  by  the  Department  with  which 
he  had  been  connected.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury could  enlighten  him  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

Mk.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  Vote  contained  several 
items  relating  to  pensions  of  Irish  offi- 
cials, as  would  be  seen  on  reference  to 
page  464.  Having  regard  to  the  pledge 
given  by  the  Government  that  no  Irish 
Votes  would  be  taken  until  Monday  next, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would  either 
withdraw  the  Vote,  or  exclude  from  it 
that  portion  relating  to  Irish  officials. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  said,  he  should  be  very  sorry  to 
be  supposed  to  have  broken  faith  with 
the  Irish  Members ;  but  the  understand- 
ing had  been  that  Class  III.  alone  would 
be  postponed  until  Monday.  The  Votes 
the  hon.  Member  referred  to  in  Class  VI. 
were  not  strictly  Irish  Votes. 

Mk.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 

Mr.  Arthur  0^  Connor 


(Mr.  Famell)  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
understood,  by  the  arrangement  entered 
into,  that  no  Votes  affecting  Ireland 
would  be  taken  before  Monday  next.  If 
the  hon.  Member  insisted  on  going  on 
with  the  Irish  Votes  in  this  Class  be 
would  be  obliged  to  move  to  report 
Progress,  and  prolonged  resistance  to 
the  Votes  in  question  would  be  offered 
by  the  Irish  Members  on  Report. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  said,  the  Votes  referred  to  were 
not  mentioned. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  only  object 
which  his  Friends  had  had  in  view  in 
eliciting  from  the  Government  that  the 
Irish  Votes  would  not  be  taken  before 
Monday  was  to  make  sure  that  they 
would  not  be  wanted  this  week.  There 
was  a  very  limited  attendance  of  Irish 
Members  at  the  present  moment,  the 
reason  being  that  Irish  Business  was 
not  expected  to  come  on.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  held 
himself  at  liberty  to  take  Votes  6,  6, 
and  9  of  the  present  Class,  every  penny 
of  which  would  go  to  Ireland  ?  He  did 
not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
maintain  that  in  bringing  on  those  Votes 
he  was  adhering  to  the  engagement  the 
Government  had  entered  into  on  this 
matter. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  did  maintain  it  without 
the  slightest  doubt.  The  Votes  which  it 
was  proposed  to  take  on  Monday  had 
been  specially  mentioned,  and  these 
were  not  amongst  them. 

Me.  SEXTON:  Then  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
move  that  you  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

[The  Motion  was  not  proposed  from 
the  Chair.] 

Me.  ILLINQWORTH  said,  the  Civil 
servants  were  becoming  a  vast  army  in 
this  country,  and  it  was  becoming  a 
question  of  the  very  first  importance  as 
to  whether  there  was  due  economy  in 
connection  with  it.  He  did  not  wish  to 
argue  the  point  put  before  the  Commit- 
tee by  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arnold);  but  he  would  mention 
another  which  was  of  great  importance. 
The  supply  of  young  men  fitted  for  all 
these  offices  was  largely  on  the  increase 
in  this  country,  owing  to  the  working  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act  and  their 
endowed  schools  system.  If  that  were 
BO,  there  was  great  pressure  on  the  part 
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of  young  men  growing  up  in  life  to 
obtain  public  employment,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  was  necessary  to  give  the 
same  remuneration  which  was  given 
some  time  ago  when  education  was  not 
80  common,  and  when  it  was  more  diffi- 
cult to  fill  up  these  appointments.  He 
agreed  that  60  years  of  age  was  an  un- 
necessarily low  limit  to  fix  upon  as  the 
period  of  retiremont.  No  great  com- 
mercial establishment  in  the  country 
could  live  and  keep  its  head  above  water 
if,  when  one  branch  of  its  business  be- 
came slack  and  it  could  not  find  em- 
ployment for  its  servants,  it  offered  them 
superannuation  on  such  extravagant 
terms  as  were  offered  in  the  Public  {Ser- 
vice. Nothing  was  more  common  than 
for  a  branch  of  the  Civil  Service  to  re- 
arrange its  Departments,  and  draw  from 
one  Department  its  surplus  staff,  super- 
annuating them,  in  order  that  it  might 
develop  another.  At  this  time,  when 
economy  of  all  kinds  was  absolutely 
necessary — when  they  had  been  in- 
dulging in  such  extravagant  expenditure 
on  their  Military  and  Naval  systems — 
there  should  not  be  such  wanton — there 
should  not  be  such  extravagance  in 
dealing  with  the  Civil  servants.  Though 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  might  say 
he  did  not  feel  any  particular  respon- 
sibility at  that  moment,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Fiuancial  Secretary  was 
able  to  say  much  the  same  thing.  That 
was  the  only  opportunity  hon.  Members 
and  the  country  had  of  reviewing  and 
criticizing  what  was  going  on  in  con- 
nection with  the  employment  of  officials 
in  the  Public  Offices.  That  was  not  the 
time,  he  thought,  to  maintain  that  the 
Eules  of  the  Government  Departments 
were  like  the  laws  of  the  Modes  and 
Persians,  which  did  not  in  any  way 
change.  He  thought  that  attention 
should  be  called  to  the  matter,  not  only 
by  speeches,  but  also  by  divisions. 

Mr.  T0ML1N80N  wished  to  make 
an  observation  as  to  one  item  in  the 
Vote.  The  pensions  in  the  Vote  seemed 
to  be  limited  to  the  age  of  60  ;  but  he 
saw  that  one  had  been  given  in  a  case 
where  that  age  had  not  been  reached — 
where  the  recipient,  in  fact,  was  only  46. 
That  gentleman  seemed  to  have  com- 
menced at  the  age  of  21  years,  because 
he  claimed  25  years'  service.  The  only 
explanation  in  the  margin  of  the  Vote 
was  that  the  payment  took  place  under 
the  6  &  7  Vict.  ss.  42  and  43.     That, 

yOL.  COXCIX.    [thtbd  series.] 


so  far  as  he  could  gather,  did  not  offer 
any  real  explanation.  A  further  point 
he  would  refer  to.  He  had  heard  that 
this  gentleman  was,  some  time  ago,  Se- 
cretary of  Legation  at  Madrid,  and  that 
he  was  now  employed  in  Brussels.  He 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  failed  to  understand 
how  it  was  that,  if  that  gentleman  had 
received  a  further  appointment,  his  name 
could  appear  on  the  list  of  pensions. 
He  did  not  know  whether  any  Member 
of  the  Government  could  give  him  any 
information  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was  not  able 
to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Preston  except 
that  the  pension  alluded  to  was  granted 
under  •  a  special  Act.  That  was  the  rea- 
son why  it  was  not  in  the  same  category 
as  other  pensions.  With  regard  to  the 
case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor) — the  case  of  a  clerk  employed 
in  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  having  been 
refused  a  commutation  of  his  pension — 
he  believed  the  reason  was  this — that 
the  clerk,  being  so  far  from  the  age  at 
which  he  could  retire  with  a  pension,  it 
was  thought  that  it  might  be  possible, 
if  his  health  allowed,  to  utilize  him  in 
the  Public  Service. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
this  gentleman  was  not  pensioned  on  the 
ground  of  ill-health.  It  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  re-organization  of  the 
Office  that  this  gentleman  of  42  years  of 
age  was  sent  out.  He  had  desired  to 
obtain  money  for  the  purpose  of  enter- 
ing into  some  other  employment,  and 
that  was  the  reason  why  he  had  endea- 
voured to  commute  his  pension. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  should  have 
thought  there  were  strong  grounds  in 
such  a  case  why  a  pension  should  be 
commuted.  As  to  the  other  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  submitted 
that  there  should  be  interchangeability 
of  clerks  between  the  different  Depart- 
ments, and  declared  that  if  that  were 
done  they  would  have  a  more  contented 
Public  Service.  Well,  he  pitied  the 
Treasury  if  interchangeability  were  ever 
carried  out ;  and  he  very  much  doubted 
whether  they  would  have  as  contented 
a  Public  Service  as  they  had  now,  under 
that  system.  There  might  be  a  deal  to 
be  said  in  favour  of  interchangeability ; 
he  said  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  it.  But  there  was  also  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  against  it.    Suppose 
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they  changed  clerks  from  the  Customs 
to  the  War  Office  and  the  Colonial  Office, 
they  would  prevent  promotion  in  the 
War  Office  and  the  Colonial  Office,  and 
cause  a  much  larger  pension  list  to  be 
made  out  in  respect  of  those  Depart- 
ments than  there  was  at  present.  With 
regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold),  he  should  like  to  say  a  word  or 
two  in  confirmation  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury — namely,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  remarks  would  have  been 
rather  more  appropriate  in  connection 
with  what  took  place  15  or  20  years  ago 
than  what  was  happening  at  this  mo- 
ment. He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  did  not  think 
they  were  appropriate  to  the  present 
time.  The  Treasury  were  much  more 
careful  in  making  re-organizations,  and 
were  much  more  determined  to  prevent 
everything  like  extravagance,  than  they 
were  some  years  ago.  He  quite  agreed 
that  some  years  ago  there  were  many 
extravagant  schemes  carried  out,  one  of 
which  was  the  re- organization  of  the 
War  Office,  which,  had  been  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor). 
He  believed  that  had  been  a  very  ex- 
travagant scheme,  and  had  cost  a  great 
deal  of  money.  But  with  regard  to  the 
present  Vote,  he  thought  that  if  they 
were  to  go  closely  into  the  figures  they 
would  not  find  that  there  had  heen  a 
very  great  increase  during  the  past  few 
years.  Of  course,  if  they  had  an  in- 
creasing Civil  Service,  they  must  have 
increasing  superannuation  allowances ; 
and  he  doubted  whether,  if  the  present 
system  of  pensions  were  done  away  with, 
the  country  would  be  able  to  retain  any- 
thing like  the  splendid  body  of  men  it 
had  now  serving  in  the  Departments  of 
the  Public  Service.  With  regard  to  the 
age  at  which  retirement  should  take 
place,  if  he  had  had  to  fix  it  he  should 
have  thought  65  much  more  appropriate 
than  60.  He  believed  the  time  was 
coming  fast  when  the  people  of  this 
country  would  look  closely  into  this 
question,  and  would  require  consider- 
able alteration  in  the  system.  At  the 
present  time,  he  could  not  allow  it  to 
be  said  that  the  Treasury  were  at  all 
lax  in  the  mode  of  allowing  pensions  to 
be  given.  The  four  or  five  cases  which 
liad  been  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Arnold)  were  cases  where  the 

Mr.  Hihhert 


persons  had  had  a  right  to  retire,  having 
reached  the  ajre  of  60. 

Mr.  AETHUB  ARNOLD  said,  he 
had  thought  it  rather  unworthy  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Sir  Henry  Holland),  when  he  was 
making  his  reply,  to  refer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  sanitary  conditions  as  though  it 
were  a  joke — as  though  he  (Mr.  Arnold) 
had  spoken  of  it  jokingly.  That  was 
not  the  tone  he  had  adopted.  With  re- 
gard to  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  might 
point  out  that  he  had  received  several 
letters  from  gentlemen  who  had  been 
superannuated  in  the  Civil  Service, 
complaining  that  when  they  were  re- 
tired they  were  not  the  least  useful 
members  of  the  Service.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  defending  the  Vote, 
had  said  that  the  increase  had  not  been 
so  great  of  recent  years.  But  during 
the  past  20  years  the  amount  had  been 
steadily  increasing  at  the  rate  of  £10,000 
a-year.  It  had  increased  £200,000  in 
20  years.  But  a  considerable  increase 
^-one  of  the  very  largest — ^had  taken 
place  during  the  present  year,  the  ex- 
tent of  it  being  £13,000.  It  was  main- 
tained that  there  was  no  wrong-doing  in 
this  matter  at  the  present  time.  He 
would  take  the  liberty  of  saying  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that  the 
ground  on  which  he  (Mr.  Arnold)  had 
asked  for  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  was 
not  in  reference  to  age.  The  reason  as- 
signed for  the  reduction  was  that  the 
Treasury  were  not  sufficiently  strict  in 
regard  to  the  matters  involved.  He 
should  like  to  ask  the  late  Government 
whether,  when  they  dealt  with  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  they  had  regard  to  the 
vast  number  of  Civil  servants  retired  in 
the  case  of  the  former  Bankruptcy  Act  ? 
There  was  a  diplomatic  pension  in  the 
Vote  granted  this  year  by  Her  Majesty's 
late  Government— a  pension  of  £1,700 
a-year — which  certainly  need  not  have 
been  granted.  That  was  one  of  the  rea- 
sons why  he  asked  the  Committee  to  as- 
sent to  the  reduction  of  the  Vote.  He 
wished  only  to  say  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  who 
**  could  not  find  "  the  Governor  to  whom 
he  (Mr.  Arnold)  had  referred,  that  that 
official  might  be  discovered  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  turn  to  page 
459.  He  was  in  the  middle  of  the  page — 
"  Age  60,  salary  £752,  retiring  pension 
£400." 
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Mr.  sexton  said,  he  bad  explained 
to  the  Committee  what  was  the  under- 
Btanding  between  the  Irish  Members  and 
the  Government  with  rejj^ard  to  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Irish  Votes — what  was 
the  only  reasonable  construction  to  put 
upon  the  agreement.  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  now  sprung 
upon  them  the  theory  that  the  pledge 
the  Government  had  given  was  only  in- 
tended to  have  effect  to  Irish  Votes  in 
one  Class.  But  Irish  Votes  were  just 
as  much  Irish  Votes  in  one  Class  as 
another.  The  object  of  the  understand- 
ing had  been  to  secure  to  the  Irish 
Members  a  period  during  which  they 
might  be  absent,  and  during  which 
they  might  be  assured  no  public  monej 
in  which  Ireland  was  specially  interested 
would  be  voted  in  the  House.  The  bulk 
of  the  Irish  Members  were  absent  that 
night  in  consequence  of  the  pledge  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  should  be 
very  much  surprised  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  persisted 
in  his  intention  to  take  Irish  Votes  that 
night.  If  he  did — if  he  insisted  on  im- 
posing his  will  upon  them  against  their 
understanding  of  the  pledge  which  had 
been  given — he  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  move 
to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
STJRY  said,  he  regretted  that  there 
had  been  a  misunderstanding;  but  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) must  feel  that  it  was  impossible  for 
him  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  to  go  back  from 
what  be  bad  stated  as  his  recollection  of 
the  arrangement  arrived  at.  He  would 
B^g^st  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
should  allow  the  present  Vote  to  pass, 
and  then,  should  there  be  any  case  that 
the  Irish  Members  desired  to  call  at- 
tention to,  it  should  be  discussed  on 
Beport.  Oi  course,  after  what  had 
passed,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would 
not  propose  to  the  Committee  to  take 
Vote  5,  or  6,  or  9,  which  were  purely 
Irish  Votes.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  any  point  affecting  Ireland 
arising  on  the  present  Vote  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Beport,  he  would  promise, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that 


any  special  case  brought  \mder  their 
attention  would  be  inquired  iuto.  He 
would  postpone  the  other  Votes. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  Motion,  at  the  same  time  in- 
timating that  the  next  time  a  pledge 
was  given  by  the  Government  to  the 
Irish  Members  across  the  floor  of  the 
House,  he  should  be  very  careful  about 
phrases. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withiraum, 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
the  figures  of  this  Vote  showed  how 
absolutely  unreasonable  it  was  to  fix  the 
age  of  60  as  the  age  for  compulsory  re- 
tirement. If  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
would  look  at  page  457,  he  would  see 
that  there  were  a  number  of  men  who 
were  retired  at  ages  very  much  above 
the  age  of  60,  and  that  one  of  them — an 
Examiner  in  the  Bankruptcy  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice— retired 
at  the  age  of  78  with  only  1 7  years  of 
service,  so  that  he  must  actually  have 
been  over  60  years  of  age  when  he  was 
first  appointed.  If  it  was  reasonable  to 
appoint  men  of  60  years  of  age  for  their 
first  entry  into  the  Service,  surely  it 
coxdd  not  be  reasonable  to  establish  the 
rule  that  a  man  should  have  the  option 
of  a  retiring  allowance  at  the  age  of  60, 
and  that  the  Treasury  should  have  the 
power  to  compel  the  retirement  of  any 
number  of  men  as  soon  as  they  reached 
that  age.  A  large  number  of  men  in 
the  Diplomatic  Service  retired  at  the 
ages  of  68,  66,  67,  69,  71,  63,  68,  63, 
and  so  on  through  the  whole  list.  It 
was  perfectly  clear  that  the  age  of  60 
was  exceeded  in  an  enormous  number 
of  cases,  without  any  loss  or  injury  to 
the  Service  ;  and  it  did  appear  to  him  a 
great  injustice  to  a  large  number  of  men 
to  oompel  them  to  retire  at  the  age  of 
60,  when  so  obvious  an  expedient  as 
transfer  from  one  Department  to  other 
branches  of  the  Service  was  open  to  the 
Treasury.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
yet  answered  the  question  put  to  him 
with  regard  to  the  refusal  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  commute  the  pension  of  one  of 
the  clerks  lately  connected  with  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works.  Seeing  that  the  man 
had  never  been  sent  up  to  the  Medical 
Authorities  for  examination,  but  that 
his  application  had  been  summarily 
refused,  he  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would 
ask  the  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  would 
not  reconsider  the  matter  ? 
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The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  said,  the  case  referred  to  by  the 
faoQ.  Member  who  had  just  resumed  his 
seat  had  occurred  in  1684,  and  he  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  making  himself  familiar  with  the  oir- 
onmstances.  He  would,  however,  in- 
quire into  the  matter. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £220.710,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1886, for  Superannua- 
tion and  Hetired  Allowances  to  Persons  formerly 
employed  in  the  Public  Service,  and  for  Com- 
passionate or  other  Special  Allowances  and 
C^tnidei  awarded  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury.'*— (Jfr.  Arthur  Ar- 
nold.) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  21 ; 
Noes  92:  Majority  71.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  228.) 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  to  be  good  enough  to  look  into 
the  case  of  Matthew  Anderson,  which 
was  to  be  found  under  the  head  of  Law 
Charges.  That  gentleman  had  been  a 
Crown  Solicitor,  but  his  office  had  been 
abolished,  and  in  the  Estimates  there 
was  a  sum  of  £262  put  down  to  him. 
"Was  that  to  be  an  annual  allowance,  or 
was  it  a  single  sum  ?  Under  what  cir- 
cumstances was  it  promised,  and  had  the 
transaction  resulted  in  an  increased 
burden  being  put  upon  tbe  Exchequer  ? 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

PABLLVJIENTARY  ELECTIONS  (RE- 

TURNING  OFFICERS)  BILL.  — [Bill  99.] 

(Mr,  Attomty  Oenfral,  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Reduction  of  amount  re- 
quired in  uncontested  election  by  Third 
Schedule  of  38  and  39  Vic.  c.  84). 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  this  Bill  proceeded 
on  a  wrong  assumption.  He  thought  it 
would  be  apparent  to  the  mind  of  the 
Government  that  if  a  Sheriff  had  to  deal 
with  an  election  that  was  uncontested 
the  amount  to  be  paid  to  him  should 


not  depend  upon  the  number  of  voters 
in  the  constituency.  For  his  own  part, 
he  would  prefer  that  the  Bill  should 
provide  for  a  fixed  sum,  as  had  been 
proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 
According  to  the  3rd  Schedule  of  the 
Act  passed  in  1876 — 

"  If  at  tlie  ond  of  the  two  hours  appointed 
for  the  election,  not  more  candidates  atand 
nominated  than  there  are  vacancies  to  be  filled 
up,  the  maximum  amount  which  may  bo  re- 
quired is  one-fifth  of  the  maximum  according 
to  the  scale.** 

This  Bill,  however,  proposed  to  alter  the 
proportion  to  one-tenth;  and  that  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  altogether  too  high. 
He  had  himself  a  proposal  on  the  Paper 
to  make  the  sum  required  as  security 
one-twentieth  of  the  maximum  according 
to  the  scale ;  but  he  thought  it  better 
tbat  they  should  give  the  Sheriff  in  the 
case  of  an  uncontested  election  a  lump 
sum  of,  say,  £20  or  £25.  Why  should 
he  get  security  at  the  rate  of  £100  for 
every  1,000  electors,  and  £50  for  every 
500  ?  There  was  no  reason  what- 
ever for  the  difference,  because  the 
trouble  would  be  precisely  the  same  in 
both  cases.  If  the  Government  were 
not  disposed  to  accept  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move,  let  them  accept 
the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  —  that, 
instead  of  receiving  security  according 
to  a  graduated  scale,  £20  should  be 
given.  Considering  that  the  Sheriffs 
in  Ireland  had  only  to  issue  a  notice  at 
a  cost  of  10«.,  and  to  pay  railway  fares 
to  a  similar  amount,  he  thought  that 
was  quite  enough  security  for  them. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  22,  to  leave  oat  the  words 
"one-tenth,**  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"one-twentieth."— (ifr.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  one- tenth '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuart- Wobtley)  said,  on 
consideration,  he  thought  it  better  to 
adopt  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
or  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 

Mr.  healy  said,  in  that  case,  he 
would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, and  move  to  substitute  £25  for 
one-fifth  of  the  maximum,  according  to 
the  scale  in  the  Act  of  1875. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  said,  it  would,  perhaps,  be  better 
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if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  were  to  continue 
Ms  Motion  to  leaye  out  the  words  **  one- 
tenth.'* 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  should 
like  to  understand  exactly  what  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  do  in  this  matter. 
He  could  understand  the  contention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  and  the  contention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan (Mr.  Healy)  with  reference  to 
uncontested  elections  in  Ireland;  but 
the  state  of  the  case  with  regard  to 
England  was  very  different.  Were  they 
to  understand  that  the  only  security  re- 
quired from  a  candidate,  in  the  case  of 
an  uncontested  election  in  England,  was 
£20  ?  Certainly,  he  considered  that  some 
explanation  of  this  extraordinary  pro- 
posal was  necessary. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Gobst)  said,  that  in  England  £25  would 
cover  all  the  expenses  of  an  uncontested 
election.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  proposed 
that  where  in  England,  Scotland  or  Ire- 
land an  election  was  uncontested,  the 
amount  of  security  to  the  Returning 
Officer  should  be  £25. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  was 
aware  of  the  nature  of  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan.  His  contention  was  that 
£25,  or  twice  that  sum,  would  not 
he  sufficient  in  the  case  of  an  uncon- 
tested election  in  a  large  borough  to 
meet  the  preliminary  proceedings.  No 
case  had  ever  been  submitted  to  the 
late  Government  with  regard  to  Eng- 
land or  Scotland.  The  Bill  had  been 
brought  in  entirely  to  meet  the  case  of 
Ireland. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL :  No. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  it  frequently 
occurred  that  more  candidates  were 
nominated  than  could  be  elected,  and 
that  one  or  more  of  them  were  with- 
drawn. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  did  not  apply, 
because  the  Schedule  provided  that  if 
at  the  end  of  the  two  hours  appointed 
for  the  election  not  more  candidates 
stood  nominated  than  there  were  vacan- 
cies to  be  filled  up,  the  security  might 
be  required. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler). 
He  was  quite  satisfied  of  the  impossi- 
bility of  working  an  election  in  any 
large  borough  for  the  sum  mentioned. 
It  was  certainly  impossible  for  the  Re- 
turning Officer  to  make  the  necessary 
arrangements  in  the  case  even  of  an 
uncontested  election  for  £25. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  There  are  no  large 
boroughs  now. 

Mb.  healy  said,  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan)  had  remarked  truly 
that  large  boroughs  had  been  done  away 
with.  He  would  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee, what  seemed  to  have  escaped 
the  notice  of  some  hon.  Members,  that 
this  was  not  a  question  of  the  expenses 
of  an  election ;  it  was  merely  a  question 
of  the  amount  of  deposit  which  by  way 
of  security  the  Returning  Officer  might 
require  in  the  case  of  an  uncontested 
election.  If  the  Sheriff  could  show  that 
he  had  incurred  a  greater  expense  than 
the  amount  received,  he  could  recover  it 
from  the  candidate,  who  was  always 
liable  to  him.  But  this  Amendment 
simply  applied  to  elections  such  as  he 
had  known,  and  where  the  payment  of 
£18  or  so  to  the  Sheriff,  where  there 
were  only  a  very  few  electors,  would  be 
a  gross  imposition.  He  repeated  that 
the  legal  liability  of  the  candidate  would 
remain  for  any  sum  that  was  due  over 
and  above  the  deposit ;  it  did  not  take 
away  an  atom  of  his  responsibility,  and 
the  Sheriff  could  claim  from  the  candi- 
date any  sum  that  he  might  consider 
himself  entitled  to.  The  Amendment 
proposed  simply  that  if  at  the  end  of 
the  two  hours  appointed  for  an  election, 
not  more  candidates  stood  nominated 
than  there  were  vacancies  to  be  filled 
up,  the  amount  which  the  Returning 
Officer  might  require  as  security  should 
not  exceed  £25. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  if 
the  Committee  would  consider  the  amount 
which  the  Parliamentary  Elections  Act 
allowed  the  Returning  Officer  to  charge 
in  the  case  of  an  uncontested  election, 
they  would  see  that  the  £25  proposed 
was  an  ample  deposit.  The  Returning 
Officer  could  only  charge  three  guineas, 
and  the  rest  of  the  items  related  to  the 
polling  clerks  and  assistants.  The  charges 
would  at  the  outside  amount  to  £18,  and 
it  was  proposed  that  the  maximum 
amount  of  t^e  Returning  Officer's  secu- 
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rity  should  be  £25  in  the  case  of  an  un- 
contested election  in  any  borough. 

Mr  R.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor) 
remarked,  that  there  would  be  26,000 
electors  in  the  Oity  of  London,  and  he 
should  like  to  hear  how  the  Returning 
OflBcer  would  deal  with  a  case  of  that 
sort? 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  this  Bill  only  ap- 
plied  to  cases  where  there  was  no  con- 
test. It  was  of  no  use  to  speak  of  the 
cost  of  polling  clerks  and  matters  of  that 
kind,  because  under  the  circumstances 
they  would  not  be  required.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  Sheriff  would  always 
take  care  that  out  of  the  £25  proposed 
by  the  Amendment  there  should  always 
be  £24  clear  profit  for  himself.  In  his 
own  case  he  expected  there  would  be  no 
contest;  but  if  he  had  to  advance  a 
larger  sum  than  the  actual  expenses, 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  his  getting 
anything  back. 

Me.  WARTON  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  what  would  be  the  result  of 
the  amount  which  the  Qt>vernment 
had  adopted.  In  preparing  the  Act,  the 
late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) 
ignored  Ireland  altogether,  and  made  a 
scheme  as  between  England  and  Scot- 
land, dealing  with  England  in  Part  1, 
and  with  Scotland  in  Part  2.  The  Com- 
mittee were  in  this  position  in  conse- 
quence— they  were  getting  into  a  muddle 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  before  them. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
would  be  carried ;  then  there  would  be 
an  Amendment  with  regard  to  England, 
and  another  with  regard  to  Scotland. 
He  regretted  the  absence  of  the  late 
Lord  Advocate,  who,  he  thought,  ought 
to  have  been  in  his  place  to  justify  his 
arrangement  of  giving  Part  1  to  Eng- 
land and  Part  2  to  Soctland. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  *  one- 
tenth'  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put, 
and  negatived . 

Amendment  proposed,  '*That  *£26* 
be  there  inserted." — {Mr,  Healy,) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
New  Clause : — 
Page  1,  after  Clause  2,  insert- 
Part  II.— Sootlaiid. 
(Payments  to  deputy  Returning  Officers.) 
"  3.  Wh^re  a  returning  officer  is  empowered 
to  appoint  a  deputy,  he  may  pay  such  deputy 

The  Solicitor  General 


according  to  the  scale  set  forth  in  the  Sdiedule 
to  this  Act,  and  such  payments  shall  be  allowed 
as  expenses  properly  incurred  by  the  returning 
officer  within  the  meaning  of  '  The  Parliamen- 
tary Returning  Officers'  Expenses  (Scotland) 
Act,  1878,'  and  of  'The  Ballot  Act,  1872,'" 
—(The  Lord  Advocate,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pioposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause: — 

(Amendment  of  Part  n.  of  Schedule  I.  of 
the  46  and  47  Vio.  c.  61.) 
"  Part  II.  of  Schedule  I.  of  the  Corrupt  and 
Illegal  Practices  Prevention  Act,  1883,  snail  be 
read  and  construed  as  if  the  following  words 
and  figures  were  not  contained  therein,  namely, 
'  not  exceeding  the  amount  authorised  by  the 
Act  38  and  39  Vic.  c.  84,*  ''—{Mr.  JFarton,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  WARTON,  in  rising  to  more 
the  second  reading  of  the  dause,  said, 
as  the  Committee  would  be  aware,  there 
was  a  maximum  fixed  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices)  Act  of  1883,  which,  when  the 
measure  was  passing  through  Commit- 
tee, was  the  subject  of  a  great  deal  of 
discussion.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  had  the  Act  before  him, 
and  if  he  would  look  at  the  second  part 
of  the  1st  Schedule  he  would  find  that 
the  first  payment  there  referred  to  was 
the  charge  of  the  Returning  OflSoer. 
Now,  that  item  was  one  of  those  which 
came  within  the  maximum.  Again,  by 
the  8th  section  of  the  Act,  no  Member 
might  spend  more  than  the  maximum, 
and,  by  the  11th  section,  if  he  did,  he 
would  lose  his  right  to  be  a  Member  of 
Parliament  for  seven  years,  besides  in- 
curring other  penalties.  So  that  a  can- 
didate, if  he  should  do  wrong  or  even 
make  a  mistake,  would  be  in  a  very 
serious  position.  He  quoted  from  the 
second  part  of  the  Act  words  which  now 
stood  therein.  Those  words  were  added 
to  the  Bill  in  the  dinner  hour,  in  a  thin 
House,  on  the  Motion  of  the  Solicitor 
General.  He  said  that  that  Motion  took 
the  then  Government  by  surprise ;  it 
was  opposed  very  strongly  by  the  late 
Government,  but,  as  he  had  said,  the 
words  now  stood  part  of  the  Act.  On 
the  division  whicn  took  place  there 
voted  for  the  Motion  65  Members,  of 
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whom  there  were  only  seven  Conaerva- 
tires,  15  Home  Bulers,  and  43  Liberals, 
nearly  all  of  whom  were  Members  of 
what  he  might  call  the  extreme  Radical 
Party,  Such  was  the  composition  of 
the  majority.  On  the  other  side  there 
Toted  66  Members,  40  of  whom  were 
Liberals,  and  that  number  included  26 
Liberal  officials,  or  nearly  the  whole 
strength  of  the  Goyemment  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Amendment  of  the  Soli- 
citor General  at  the  time  he  moved  it. 
The  other  14  Liberals  were  what  one 
might  call  regular  Ministerialists.  Most 
of  the  Conservatives  present  also  voted 
against  the  Motion;  the  official  Con- 
servatives were  not  in  their  places,  and 
were  probably  at  dinner.  He  contended 
that  the  Motion  had  been  carried  by  a 
mere  accident,  and  that  it  was  utterly 
opposed  to  the  feeling  of  the  late  Mi- 
nistry. The  danger  was  that  a  candidate 
would  be  liable  to  the  severe  penalties 
provided  in  the  Act,  if  the  Beturning 
Officer,  by  accident  or  design,  charged 
him  £  1  more  than  he  ought  to  pay. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'*— (Jfr.  Warton.) 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
this  matter  was  a  very  much  more  rea- 
sonable one  than  the  Committee  would 
have  thought  from  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  who  was 
anxious,  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  reverse  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee  of  1883.  If 
that  decision  were  reversed,  as  he  was 
afraid  they  would  not  be  able  to  get  as 
many  to  vote  as  last  year,  it  would  be  a 
small  House  reversing  the  decision  of  a 
larger  one.  The  question  was  whether 
candidates'  agents  would  charge  can- 
didates by  a  scale  which  was  according 
to  Act  of  Parliament,  or  by  a  scale  of 
their  own  invention?  The  advantage 
of  the  scale  in  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices)  Act 
was  that  the  candidates  knew  what  the 
charges  were,  and  that  they  would  have 
to  pay  the  lawful  scale  of  the  Act,  and 
nothing  more.  If  a  candidate  paid  more 
than  the  statutory  charges  he  would  be 
guilty,  not  of  a  corrupt  practice,  but  of 
an  illegal  payment,  and,  no  doubt,  if 
elected,  he  would  forfeit  his  seat  thereby. 
If  the  amounts  in  the  Schedule  of  the 
Bill  were  not  sufficient,  of  course,  they 
could  be  increased.     The  other  Amend- 


ments of  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  given  Notice  raised  the 
question  whether  the  sums  in  the  Bill 
were  sufficient  or  not,  and  on  that  ques- 
tion the  Committee  would  be  able  to 
give  an  opinion.  But  he  (the  Solicitor 
General)  contended  that  the  principle  as 
to  the  charges  which  the  House  had 
adopted  was  the  principle  which  should 
guide  the  Returning  Officers.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  adhere  to  the  de- 
cision arrived  at  so  wisely  in  1883,  and 
would  restrict  the  charges  of  the  Re« 
turning  Officers  to  the  legal  amount. 

Question  put,  and  negativ$d. 

Mr.  warton  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  other  new  Clause  standing  in 
his  name,  as  follows : — 

(Increafle  of  Hetuming  Officers*  charges  in 
certain  cases.) 

"  Notwithstanding  the  scale  of  charges  laid 
down  in  the  First  Schedule  of  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Returning  Officers)  Act,  1875,  it 
shall  he  lawful  in  any  county  or  borough  con- 
stituency where  the  poll  is  kept  open  to  an  hour 
later  than  4  p.m.  for  the  Ketuming  Officer  to 
charge  four  guineas  for  each  presiding  officer 
and  thirty  shillings  for  each  clerk  at  a  polling 
station." 

He  thought  that,  as  they  had  increased 
the  hours  of  polling  and  thereby  also 
increased  the  amount  of  duty  to  be  per- 
formed, so  far  as  the  presiding  officers 
and  clerks  were  concerned,  that  those 
officials  should  have  a  higher  scale  of 
remuneration. 

The  chairman  :  I  beg  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  his  clause  does  not  come  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  warton  said,  he  thought  he 
was  at  liberty  to  move  the  clause  at  this 
point. 

The  chairman  :  It  will  come  on  at 
the  end. 

Me.  WARTON:  I  merely  reversed 
the  order  of  my  clauses.  Having  taken 
the  second  first,  I  thought  I  could  now 
take  the  other. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  begged  to  move 
the  following  new  Clause: — 

(Borough  scale  to  apply  to  counties  in 
Ireland.) 
"In  Ireland  the  scale  applicahle  to  a  horough 
in  the  Third  Schedule  of  the  ahove  Act  shall 
apply  also  to  counties,  and  the  scale  applicahle 
to  a  *  county  or  district  of  a  contributory  bo- 
rough '  shall  not  extend  to  Ireland." 

The  3rd  Schedule  of  the  Act  was  put 
altogether  out  of  date  by  the  passing  of 
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the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Redietri- 
bution)  Act,  and  which  would  make  the 
borough  scale  apply  equally  to  counties 
and  boroughs.  This  question  of  scale 
had  been  overlooked  in  previous  le^- 
lation,  the  fact  being  that  when  that 
legislation  was  passed  a  large  number  of 
boroughs  which  had  now  been  consti- 
tuted were  not.  thought  of.  .  The  scale 
commenced  where  the  number  of  electors 
did  not  exceed  1,000  ;  but  in  the  future 
there  would  not  be  a  single  borough 
with  such  a  small  electorate.  The 
smallest  would  be  3,000  or  4,000.  It 
Was  entirely  unnecessary,  so  far  as  Ire- 
land was  concerned,  that  there  should 
be  this  distinction  between  them.  The 
Committee  would  remember  all  along 
that  these  deposits  were  only  guaran- 
tees of  good  faith.  They  would  not 
prevent  the  Sheriff  from  coming  on  the 
candidate  if  he  had  over-spent  the 
amount.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  this  very  good 
Amendment  on  the  Paper — 

<'  In  Ireland  the  following  scale,  which  shall 
apply  both  in  counties  and  boroughs*  shall  be 
substituted  from  and  after  the  end  of  this  pre- 
sent Parliament  for  the  scale  allowed  by  the 
Third  Schedule  of  the  above  Act  :— 

Where  the  Registered  Electors  do  not  ex- 
ceed 4,000,  £100; 
Where    the    Registered    Electors*  exceed 

4,000,  but  do  not  exceed  7,000,  £200  ; 
Where    the    Registered    Electors    exceed 

7,000,  but  do  not  exceed  10.000,  £250  ; 

Where   the    Registered    Electors    exceed 

10,000,  but  do  not  exceed  15,000,  £300  ; 

Where    the    Registered    Electors    exceed 

16,000,  £400." 

He  should  like  to  see  that  Amendment 
accepted ;  but  if  the  Committee  pre- 
ferred it,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  adhere 
to  his  own  Amendment.  It  would  meet 
with  the  support  of  the  Irish  Members. 
Something  was  necessary  in  order  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  system  of  plunder  which 
had  been  adopted  by  the  Sheriffs.  Dur- 
ing the  last  10  years  the  Sheriffs,  owing 
to  a  law  which  was  intended  to  prevent 
men  of  straw  from  becoming  candidates, 
had  had  a  deal  of  plunder  out  of 
the  candidates,  and  he  thought  it  be- 
hoved them  to  do  what  they  could  to  cut 
those  gentlemen  down  in  some  way  or 
other. 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' 

Mr.  Healy 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  that  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Healy)  would 
allow  his  Amendment  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  to  stand  over 
until  the  Report,  the  Government  under- 
taking, meanwhile,  to  give  the  proposals 
their  careful  consideration.  Hitherto 
the  Government  had  scarcely  had  an 
opportunity  of  looking  into  the  matter. 
If  the  course  he  proposed  were  adopted, 
an  endeavour  would  be  made  to  arrive 
at  a  satisfactory  conclusion  by  the  time 
the  Report  stage  was  reached. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
a  very  reasonable  one,  and  he  should 
have  no  hesitation  in  accepting  it. 
These  clauses  were  really  matters  of  ar- 
rangement between  the  Government 
and  private  Members.  He  would  point 
out,  however,  that  it  was  rather  incon- 
venient to  take  a  discussion  on  the 
Report  stage,  for  the  reason  that  hon. 
Members  could  not  speak  twice. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND :  I  would  suggest  that  we 
should  now  report  Progress. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

(Jfr.  JFauffhy  Mr,  George  Howard,  Mr,  Stafford 

Howard,  Mr.  Ainsworth,  Mr.  Ferguson.) 

[bill  26.]      OONSIDEEATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mb.  ELTON  said,  he  desired  to  move 
the  following  new  Clause  on  page  16, 
after  Clause  31 : — 

(Payment  of  office  fees  on  enfranchisement. ) 

"  In  the  case  of  any  enfranchisement  by 
award  after  nejt  admittance  or  enrolment  (save 
and  except  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  and 
subject  to  any  order  by  the  Commissioners  to 
the  contrary)  the  office  fees  payable  to  the  Com- 
missioners on  enfranchisement  shall  be  paid 
one  half  by  the  lord,  the  other  half  by  the 
tenant. 

"Until  payment  of  the  moiety  payable  by 
the  lord  the  same  shall  be  a  charge  on  the 
manor,  including  land  vrithin  the  manor  settled 
to  the  same  uses,  rent-charges  arising  from  en- 
franchisements within  the  manor  and  appur- 
tenant thereto,  and  moneys  received  for  en- 
franciseraents  within  the  manor.  And  until 
pa3rment  of  the  moiety  payable  by  the  tenant 
the  same  shall  be  a  charge  on  the  land  enfran- 
chised, and  in  each  case  the  charge  shall  take 
priority  of  all  other  charges  except  charges 
under  this  Act  or  the  Copyhold  Acta,  tithe 
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eommntation  rent-cliarge,  or  any  rent  or  other 
charges  for  the  drainage  or  improvement  of  the 
land  under  any  Statutes  for  those  purposf^s. 
The  certificate  or  certificates  of  the  Commis- 
sioners under  their  seal  shall  be  conclusive  evi- 
denoe  of  the  amount  of  each  such  moiety,  and 
of  the  liability  of  the  lord  or  tenant  to  pay  the 
same;  and  the  same,  together  with  the  costs 
and  expenses  incurred  in  their  recovery  as  be- 
tween solicitor  and  client,  shall  be  recoverable 
either  as  an  ordinary  debt,  or  under  the  pro- 
visions of  *  The  Conveyancing  and  Law  of  rro- 
ptrty  Act»  1881/  as  if  the  Commissioners  were 
mortgagees." 

The  clause  had  a  rather  formidable  ap- 
pearance ;  but  he  might  inform  the 
House  that  it  was  a  provision  drawn  by 
the  Land  Commissioners  to  enable  them 
to  draw  office  fees  and  expenses  for  en- 
franchisement. The  exception  referred 
to  Clause  33,  where  certain  cases  were 
specified  in  which  the  Commissioners 
might  charge  otherwise. 

New  Clause  brought  up  and  read  the 
first  and  second  time,  and  added, 

Mb.  ELTON  said,  he  proposed,  in 
Clause  28,  page  14,  line  5,  after  ''  ten- 
ant," to  add — 

"  And  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Copyhold  Acts,  including  this  Act,  the  lord  and 
tenant  may  at  any  time,  after  notice  of  enfran- 
chisement shall  have  been  delivered,  agree  in 
writing  that  the  Commissioners  shall  fix  and 
determine  the  value  of  and  compensation  to  be 
paid  for  the  enfranchisement  of  the  manorial 
and  other  rights  and  incidents,  by  way  of  rent 
charge,  issuing  out  of  the  lands  enfranchised 
and  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
And  the  Commissioners  shall,  upon  receipt  of 
such  agreement,  take  such  proceedings  and 
make  such  inquiries  as  they  may  deem  necessary 
to  ascertain,  fix,  and  determine  such  value  and 
compensation,  taking  into  consideration  all  such 
matters  and  things  as  valuers  appointed  under 
the  Copyhold  Acts  are  bound  to  take  into  con- 
sideration in  making  a  valuation  under  such 
Acts,  and,  having  fixed  and  determined  such 
value  and  compensation,  the  Commissioners 
shall  communicate  the  result  in  writing  to  the 
lord  and  tenant,  and  shall  fix  a  time  within 
which  any  objection  to  such  determination  may 
be  signified  to  them  in  writing  by  the  lord  or 
tenant,  and  forthwith  after  the  period  fixed  for 
such  objections  to  be  signified  shall  have  ex- 
pired, if  there  be  none  or  if  there  be  any,  then 
forthwith,  after  the  Commissioners  shall  have 
considered  and  disposed  of  such  objections  and 
made  such  alterations,  if  any,  in  such  valuation 
and  determination  as  they  shall  see  fit,  the  Com- 
missioners shall  make  their  award  of  enfran- 
chisement in  like  manner  as  if  the  compensation 
had  been  ascertained  by  valuers  under  the  Copy- 
hold Acts.*' 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
allow  the  lord  and  the  tenant,  for  the 
sake  of  cheapness  and  economy,  to  agree 
in  writing  that  the  Land  Commissioners 


should  do  the  business  of  fixing  the 
value  and  amount  of  compensation  for 
enfranchisement.  There  could  be  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment,  which  he 
only  proposed  for  the  sake  of  economy. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELTON  said,  he  now  proposed, 
in  Clause  46,  page  20,  line  13,  after 
**  same,"  to  add — 

*'  In  all  cases  where  the  Commissioners  for 
the  purpose  of  the  Copyhold  Acts,  including 
this  Act,  are  authorised  to  fix  or  determine  the 
compensation  for  enfranchisement,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  Commissioners  to  employ  suoh 
valuers  or  land  surveyors,  and  at  sneh  remunera- 
tion, as  the  Commissioners  shall  think  fit,  and 
the  costs  of  and  incidental  to  such  employment 
shall  form  part  of  the  costs  and  expenses  of  the 
enfranchisement/ ' 

He  proposed  the  Amendment  at  the 
wish  of  the  Land  Commissioners.  Thej 
already  had  power  to  raise  the  cost  of 
the  inquiry,  and  it  was  suggested  that 
the  costs  should  include  the  costs  of  such 
valuers  as  they  thought  it  essential  to 
send  down  to  make  the  valuation.  The 
Amendment  was  to  explain  that  the  cost 
of  the  employment  of  valuers  might  be 
included  in  the  costs  of  the  inquiry. 
Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  ELTON  proposed,  in  Clause  50, 
page  20,  line  35,  to  leave  out  from 
"  apply  "  to  end  of  clause,  and  insert — 

"  (a.)  Any  five  or  more  of  the  tenants  of  any 
manor  or  lordship  may,  at  any  time  after  the 
time  fixed  for  the  commencement  of  this  Act, 
give  notice  in  writing  to  the  lord  or  steward  of 
their  desire  to  have  their  respective  lands  held, 
or  parcel  of  the  said  manor  enfranchised,  by  an 
award  of  the  Commissioners,  for  such  consi- 
deration, and  upon  such  terms,  as  the  Com- 
missioners shall,  in  manner  herein  appearing, 
ascertain  to  be  fair  and  just,  and  may  there- 
upon forward  to  the  Commissioners  an  applica- 
tion in  writing  to  that  effect,  together  with  a 
certified  copy  of  such  notice  ; 

**(b.)  Forthwith,  after  the  receipt  of  such 
application  and  copy  notice,  the  Commissioners 
shall  take  such  proceedings,  and  make  such  in- 
quiries, as  they  may  deem  necessary  to  ascer- 
tain, fix,  and  determine  the  value  of,  and  the 
compensation  to  be  paid  by,  the  said  several 
tenants  for  the  enfranchisement  of  all  the  ma- 
norial and  other  rights  and  incidents  attached 
to  their  respective  lands,  taking  into  considera- 
tion all  such  matters  and  things  as  valuers 
appointed  under  the  Copyhold  Acts  are  bound 
to  take  into  consideration  in  ascertaining  the 
compensation  for  enfranchisement  under  such 
Acts,  and,  after  having  fixed  and  determined 
such  value  and  compensation,  they  shall  com- 
municate the  result  in  writing  to  the  lord  and 
each  such  tenant,  and  shall  fix  a  time  within 
which  any  objection  to  such  determination  may 
be  signified  to  them  in  writing  by  the  lord  or 
any  such  tenant ; 
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"  (o.)  Forthwith  after  the  period  fixed  for 
such  oDJectiona  to  be  mgnified  shall  have  ex- 
pired if  there  be  none,  or  if  there  be  any  then 
forthwith  after  the  Commissioners  shall  have 
considered  and  dispoeed  of  such  objections,  and 
made  such  alterations  (if  any)  in  such  valoation 
and  determination  as  they  shall  see  fit,  the 
Commissioners  shall  proceed  to  frame  an  award 
of  enfranchisement,  with  particulars  and  sche- 
dules attached,  applicable  to  all  the  said  ten- 
ants, and  in  such  lorm  as  the  said  Commissioners 
may  deem  expedient,  and  the  award  so  made 
shadl  have  the  same  force  and  validity  as  an 
award  of  enfranchisement  under  the  Copyhold 
Act,  1858,  and  as  if  the  same  were  a  separate 
award  of  enfranchisement  for  each  tenant ; 

'*(d.)  The  compensation  to  the  lord  shall 
consist  of  annual  rent-charges  issuing  out  of 
the  respective  lands  enfranchised,  and  shall  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act ; 

**  (e.)  The  said  award  of  enfranchisement  shall 
in  other  respects  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Copyhold  Acts,  including  this  Act ; 

**  (f.)  The  award  of  enffanchisement  shall  be 
deposited  and  kept  with  d>nd  by  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, and  any  copy  of  or  extract  from 
the  said  award  sealed  by  the  Commissioners 
shall  be  received  in  evidence  without  any  fur- 
ther proof  thereof ; 

**  (g.)  All  the  expenses  of  and  incident  to 
enfranchisement  under  this  section  shall  be 
paid  by  the  tenants  requiring  the  same  in  such 
proportions  as  the  Commissioners  shall  direct, 
regard  being  had  to  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion or  rent-charge  payable  by  each  tenant,  and 
any  other  circumstances  affecting  each  tenant." 

This  Amendment  was  in  the  nature  of 
a  compromise  clause  to  meet  certain  ob- 
jections, and  it  was  a  compromise  pro- 
posed by  the  Land  Commissioners.  He 
thought  it  was  one  of  a  very  beneficial 
nature.  The  clause,  as  it  stood  in  the 
Bill,  was  to  the  eflfect  that  on  five  ten- 
ants in  a  district  sending  for  an  Assistant 
Commissioner  that  Commissioner  should 
not  go  away  until  every  copyhold  in 
that  district  had  been  enfranclused.  It 
was  considered  hard  on  those  indi- 
viduals who  did  not  want  to  be  enfran- 
chised to  compel  them  to  occupy  a  simi- 
lar position  to  the  five  tenants  who  sent 
for  the  Assistant  Commissioner.  This 
clause  was,  therefore,  proposed  to  enable 
as  many  as  wished  to  be  enfranchised  to 
enter  their  names  on  the  list  when  the 
Commissioner  came  down,  and  the  Com- 
missioner would  reduce  the  cost  of  the 
proceeding  to  a  few  shillings.  The  re- 
maining copyholders  would  not  be  en- 
franchised at  that  time,  but  would  be 
enfranchised  under  the  ordinary  opera- 
tions of  the  clauses  of  the  Act. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Thursday, 

Mr.  Elton 


PUBLIC   HEALTH    r^rEMBERS    AXD 

OFFICERS)  BILL.— [Bill  114.1 

{Sir  John  Kttmaway,  Mr,  Zong,  Mr,  Ccwm.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  coneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Amendment  of  Section  193 
of  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875). 

Mr.  BIQGAR  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  in  page  1,  line  13,  to  leave  out 
**sale."  He  understood  the  object  of 
the  Bill  to  be  to  allow  officers  or  employSt 
of  Corporations  or  Town  Commissioners 
reasonable  facilities,  in  small  matters, 
for  having  business  transactions  with 
those  Corporations.  He  objected  to  the 
power  given  in  the  Bill  to  officers  of 
those  Local  Boards  to  make  purchases 
of  lands  from  the  Boards ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, moved  the  omission  of  the  word 
'*  sale."  A  small  hiring  of  those  lands 
might  take  place  from  year  to  year ;  but 
that  was  very  different  to  giving  full 
power  of  sale.  Those  officers,  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  aware,  were  electioneer- 
ing agents,  and,  as  such,  nothing  would 
be  easier  than  for  members  of  those 
Boards  to  endeavour  to  enlist  their  sup- 
port by  giving  them  valuable  property 
at  a  nominal  value.  He  knew  that  that 
was  done  in  Ireland.  It  was  not  desir- 
able that  public  bodies  in  a  more  or  less 
obscure  position  in  the  country  should 
have  those  powers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  sale." — (Mr. 
Biggar,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  sale '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  this 
Bill  had  nothing  to  do  with  Municipal 
Corporations,  who  possessed  these  powers 
at  the  present  moment.  It  only  referred 
to  Local  Boards,  which  had  to  do  with 
these  transactions  on  a  much  smaller 
scale.  This  was  one  of  the  difficulties 
experienced  under  the  existing  law — 
supposing  there  was  a  piece  of  a  street 
which  a  Local  Board  wished  to  acquire, 
which  belonged  to  a  clerk  or  other  offi- 
cer of  the  Board,  there  were  no  means 
by  which  possession  of  it  could  be 
secured.  But  for  fear  there  should  be 
such  collusion  as  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
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Biggar)  seemed  to  look  upon  as  likely, 
there  were  special  provisions  and  secu- 
rities in  the  latter  part  of  the  clause  to 
guard  against  it.  For  instance,  full 
publicity  would  be  required,  and  it  would 
be  necessary  that  transactions  should  not 
take  place  without  due  notice,  and  then 
only  with  the  consent  of  two-thirds  of 
the  Board.  As  the  absence  of  such  a 
power  as  would  be  conferred  by  this 
clause  liad  given  rise  to  serious  difficulty 
and  inoonyenience,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  was  aware 
that  the  Bill  only  applied  to  small  bodies; 
but  the  safeguards  which  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet alleged  to  exist  in  the  Bill  were  no 
safeguards  at  all.  In  small  places  the 
members  of  these  Boards  all  belonged  to 
one  particular  party,  and,  under  such 
circumstances,  it  would  be  no  safeguard 
to  the  ratepayers  to  have  publicity  given 
to  these  transactions.  The  publicity 
would  not  be  to  the  interest  of  the  rate- 
payers, but  to  members  of  the  Local 
Authority.  In  all  probability,  when 
one  of  these  transactions  came  up  for 
consideration,  there  would  be  very  few 
members  of  the  public  body  present,  and 
the  sanction  of  two- thirds  of  these  would 
be  sufficient.  He  held  that  that  was 
not  sufficient ;  and  though  he  knew  that 
Corporations  in  England  had  similar 
powers,  it  would  be  a  dangerous  power 
to  give  these  small  local  bodies.  There 
could  be  nothing  more  objectionable 
than  to  allow  them  to  buy  and  sell 
amongst  each  other,  and  amongst  their 
officers,  and  he  should  certainly  take  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  upon  his 
Amendment.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  Government  were  in  a  position  to 
oppose  or  defend  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  clause;  but  he  should  be  very 
much  surprised  if  they  did  not  support 
him  in  his  attempt  to  strike  this  ob- 
noxious theory  out  of  the  Bill. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon  Mem- 
ber would  not  press  the  Amendment. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Bill  did  not  apply 
to  Ireland  ;  therefore,  the  experience  the 
hon.  Member  had  given  of  the  state 
of  things  in  that  country  was  really 
irrelevant.  If  the  Amendment  were 
carried  the  Bill  would  lose  a  great 
deal  of  its  utility.  Cases  often  arose 
where  land  was  required  for  public  pur- 


poses, such  land  belonging  to  officers  of 
the  Local  Boards.  In  such  a  case,  either 
the  land  could  not  be  obtained,  or  the 
officer  would  have  to  relinquish  his  ap- 
pointment, or  render  himself  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  £50  and  be  deprived  of  the 
power  of  ever  again  serving  the  Board. 
The  hardship  of  that  was  greatly  en- 
hanced and  made  much  more  manifest 
by  the  fact  that  no  such  restrictions 
existed  with  regard  to  the  dealings  of 
members  of  Boards  with  each  other. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mn.  BIGOAR  said,  he  failed  to  see 
any  force  in  the  argument  that  the  Bill 
did  not  apply  to  Ireland.  English  Mem- 
bers were  never  chary  of  interfering  with 
Irish  matters,  and  Irish  Members  had 
an  equal  right  to  interest  themselves  in 
measures  which  only  applied  to  Eng- 
land. But  to  say  that  because  it  was 
competent,  according  to  law,  for  mem-  ' 
hers  of  a  Board  to  trade  with  each  other 
as  a  Board — he  did  not  say  it  was  com- 
petent according  to  morals— that,  there- 
fore. Boards  should  have  power  to  trade 
with  their  officers  was  to  use  an  argu- 
ment which  could  not  carry  weight.  He 
still  thought  that  the  power  contained  in 
the  Bill  was  very  objectionable,  and  that 
it  was  his  duty  to  go  to  a  division.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  jobbery 
was  not  so  likely  to  take  place  in  Eng- 
land as  in  Ireland. 

The  PRESIDENT  :  No.  no  ! 

Mr.  biggar  said,  that  he  had  stated 
that  a  great  deal  of  plundering  had 
taken  place  by  reason  of  such  trans- 
actions as  were  legalized  in  this  Bill ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  this  was  an  English  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore, what  took  place  in  Ireland  could 
not  be  quoted  in  regard  to  it.  It  was 
not  very  long  since  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  brought  in  a  Bill  to  reform  a 
whole  lot  of  English  Corporations.  What 
was  proposed  by  this  Bill  was  to  enable 
a  lot  of  small  Corporations  in  England 
to  put  themselves  into  such  a  position 
that  some  future  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  be  required  to 
introduce  a  measure  for  reforming  them 
again.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  thought  it 
desirable  that  the  reform  should  take 
place  now.  They  should  not  wait  until 
the  local  bodies  had  misconducted  them- 
selves. 

GooqIc 
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Mb.  OOUETNEY  said,  he  must  con- 
fess lie  looked  on  the  Bill  with  a  great 
deal  of  jealousy,  and  very  mueh  sjrmpa- 
thized  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Caran 
(Mr.  Biggar).  He  was  sure,  however, 
there  was  no  intention  to  institute  an 
unfair  comparison  between  England 
and  Ireland  in  the  matter.  There 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  method  by  which 
the  objection  of  the  hon.  Member  could 
be  met — ^namely,  by  strengthening  the 
Proviso  at  the  end  of  the  clause.  As  it 
existed  at  present  it  was  scarcely  suffi- 
cient. It  stated  this — that  the  contract 
entered  into  should  be  sent  to  each  mem- 
ber of  the  Board,  giving  him  notice.  If, 
in  addition  to  that,  the  intention  of  the 
Board  to  enter  into  the  contract  were 
advertised,  so  that  the  people  of  the 
neighbourhood  might  know  what  was 
being  done,  and  be  familiar  with  the 
terms  of  the  arrangement  as  well  as  the 
members  of  the  Board,  that  would  se- 
cure that  the  matter  would  be  properly 
handled  in  the  interests  of  the  locality. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  comply  with  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney). 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  38 1 
Noes  9:  Majority  29.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  239.) 

Mr.  BIGK>AB  said,  he  had  several 
other  Amendments  on  the  Paper  of  a 
character  similar  to  the  one  just  disposed 
of ;  but  after  this  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee it  would  be  useless  to  proceed 
with  them.  The  principle  involved  in 
each  was  the  same.  The  question  was 
whether  or  not  these  bodies  should  have 
power  to  sell,  purchase,  or  lease  from 
their  officers ;  and  as  the  point  of  sale 
had  been  determined,  and  the  difference 
between  that  and  the  others  was  very 
slight,  he  would  not  put  the  Committee 
to  the  trouble  of  a  further  division. 
He  had,  however,  another  Amend- 
ment to  propose  in  page  1,  Hne  18, 
after  the  word  *' authority,^'  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  Provided  the  price  ag^ed  on  be  a  fair 
market  price ;  and,  in  case  it  is  not  so,  the 
members  of  the  boaxd  who  voted  for  the  con- 
tract shall  be  liable  to  make  good  to  the  rate- 
)ayers  the  amount  of  loss  to  the  ratepayers, 
^rom  the  fact  that  the  price  was  not  a  fair  one. 
Amoant  to  be  ascertained  by  means  of  an  action 
brought  by  any  ratepayer,  either  in  County 
Gourt  or  High  Court  of  Justice." 

Mr,  Biggar 


I 


He  wished  by  this  Amendment  to  give 
an  opportunity  to  test  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  transactions  under  the 
Bill  were  hond  fide  by  enabling  rate- 
payers to  bring  actioos  in  respect  of 
them  in  the  County  Court  or  the  High 
Court  of  Justice.  Evidence  would  in 
this  way  have  to  be  given  as  to  the 
genuineness  of  the  bargain,  and  to  show 
whether  the  gentlemen  eng^ed  in  it 
had  acted  in  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers, or  in  their  own  interests. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  18,  after  the  word  "  authority," 
to  insert  the  words — "  Provided  the  price  agreed 
on  be  a  fair  market  price  ;  and,  in  case  it  is  not 
so,  the  members  of  the  board  who  voted  for  the 
contract  shall  be  liable  to  make  good  to  the  rate- 
payers the  amount  of  loss  to  the  ratepayers, 
from  the  fact  that  the  price  was  not  a  fair  one. 
Amount  to  be  ascertained  by  means  of  an  ac- 
tion brought  by  any  ratepayer,  either  in  County 
Court  or  High  Court  of  Justice.'**— (Ifr.  Bigfor,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAT  said,  he 
did  not  believe  the  hou.  Member  could 
be  serious  in  moving  this  Amendment. 
It  was  difficult  to  get  men  of  good 
standiug  to  serve  on  these  Local  Boards 
as  it  was,  and  if  this  were  passed  it 
would  be  still  more  difficult.  If  these 
gentlemen  did  their  best  to  make  good 
bargains,  they  would  still  be  at  the 
mercy  of  every  common  informer  who 
might  choose  to  go  against  them  and 
declare  that  the  bargain  was  faulty. 
However  good  their  intentions  might 
be,  they  might  be  punished  in  a  Court 
of  Justice  for  what  proved  to  be  an  un- 
satisfactory arrangement.  He  could  not 
accept  the  proposal. 

Mr.  BiaaAE  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  right  to  call  *'a  ratepayer"  a 
**  common  informer"  if  he  desired  to 
make  sure  that  a  transaction  under  the 
Bill  was  a  hond  fide  transaction  or  not. 
They  knew  from  observation  and  expe- 
rience that  nothing  was  more  common 
than  for  underhand  transactions  to  take 
place  in  connection  with  these  public 
bodies,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely valuable  to  give  the  ratepayers 
the  power  of  bringing  these  transactions 
to  the  test  of  a  decision  of  a  Court.  It 
might  be  moved  as  an  Amendment  to 
his  proposal  that  the  ratepayer  who 
brought  an  action  against  one  of  these 
public  bodies  must  give  security  for 
costs.    In  this  way  a  man  who  oould 
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not  substantiate  his  case,  instead  of 
making  the  Local  Board  sciffer  through 
his  prosecution,  would  suffer  himself. 
He  did  not  think  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  should  object  to  his  Amendment. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
BiOKULD  Wbbsteb)  Said,  it  would  be 
uodeairable  to  countenanoe  such  litiga- 
tion as  was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. These  transactions  would  not  be 
luBf^  matters ;  the  question  at  issue  in 
one  case  mi^t  be  the  hiring  of  a  room 
which  the  Local  Board  might  desire  to 
have  the  use  of  for  some  public  pur- 
pose. Due  notice  having  been  given, 
and  a  majority  of  two- thirds  of  the 
Board  having  assented  to  the  transac- 
tion, there  might  be  litigation  at  the 
suggestion  or  instance  of  anyone  who 
might  be  dissatisfied  with  the  vote  of  the 
Board — it  might  be  at  the  instance  of  a 
member  of  the  Board  who  did  not  agree 
with  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  his 
colleagues  against  him.  To  allow  par- 
ties to  be  brought  into  Court  in  this  way 
from  a  bad  motive  or  no  motive  at  all 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose.  The 
object  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view  was 
to  give  a  proper  public  safeguard,  and 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  believed  that 
if  the  clause  in  the  Bill  were  passed  in 
its  present  form  that  object  would  be 
attained. 

Mb.  BIGKS-AB  said,  there  would  be  no 
safeguard  whatever.  There  was  nothing 
deserving  the  name  of  public  opinion  in 
these  small  places  managed  by  Local 
Boards,  and  no  means  of  obtaining  an 
expression  of  opinion  from  the  rate- 
payers. Some  small  lots  of  shopkeepers 
in  these  country  villages  got  themselves 
nominated  and  put  on  these  Boards, 
and  unless  there  were  some  means  of 
investigating  their  conduct  in  a  Oourt 
of  Law,  there  would  be  nothing  to  pre- 
vent them  from  grossly  abusing  the 
powers  contained  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  per- 
sist in  the  intention  he  had  declared  of 
carrying  this  Amendment  to  a  division, 
for  it  was  obvious  he  had  no  chance  of 
gaining  anything  by  it.  At  the  same 
time,  he  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  thought  the 
Committee  had  failed  to  appreciate  the 
importance  of  much  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlonan  had  urged.  It  was  a  matter  of 
notoriety  that  in  certain  parishes  in  Bir- 
mingham— ^and,  no  doubt,  it  was  even 
worse  in  small  Provincial  places  where 
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there  were  a  couple  of  Local  Boards,  the 
members  of  which  were  precluded  from 
entering  into  these  business  transactions 
with  the  Boards — the  contracts  and  little 
jobs  which  the  one  authority  had  to  do 
were  given  to  the  members  of  the  other. 
If,  for  instance,  there  was  a  Vestry  in 
one  place  and  a  Board  of  Guardians  in 
another,  this  plan  might  be,  and  in  many 
cases  was,  adopted.  The  members  of 
these  Local  Boards  were,  as  a  rule,  a  lot 
of  small  tradesmen  who  met  in  a  public- 
house  parlour  onee  a-week  and  arranged 
the  contracts  for  the  parish.  The  work  of 
the  Vestry  would  be  handed  over  to  the 
members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
and  the  work  of  the  Board  of  Guardians 
would  be  handed  over  to  the  members 
of  the  Vestry.  In  this  way  every  little 
thing  would  be  arranged  for  from  time 
to  time.  There  was  nothing  in  this  Bill, 
so  far  as  he  could  see,  to  prevent  an 
extension  of  this  system ;  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  only  reasonable  to  allow 
some  independent  ratepayer  in  a  parish 
an  opportunity  of  having  transactions 
of  this  kind,  which  he  might  consider 
fairly  open  to  attack,  made  the  subject 
of  investigation  before  a  legal  tribunal. 
He  remembered  hearing  of  a  case  in 
London  in  which  a  certain  amount  of 
property  had  been  transferred  to  a 
Board  of  Guardians  by  one  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Board.  Everyone  knew  that 
this  gentleman  had  himself  been  instru- 
mental in  arranging  the  transfer ;  and 
it  was  matter  of  notoriety  that  he  had 
been  by  no  means  a  personal  loser  by 
the  transaction.  That  sort  of  thing  was 
reproduced  by  dozens  and  scores,  and 
what  was  done  in  London  was  probably 
done  in  a  great  many  other  centres  in 
the  country.  There  was,  he  thought, 
a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  giving  an 
independent  ratepayer  an  opportunity 
of  challenging  a  proceeding  of  this  kind. 
It  was  obvious,  however,  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  pressed  to  a  division, 
those  in  a  favour  of  it  would  only  be 
half-a-dozen  in  one  Lobby  against  five 
or  six  times  as  many  in  the  other.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Biggar)  would 
not  effect  anything  useful  by  taking  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  on  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  that  what  he  de- 
sired to  do  was  to  put  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  responsibility  for  this  new 
law,  which  would  give  Local  Boards 
the  power  of  plundering  the  ratepayers 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


/O 


8 


le 


r95        Public  Health  {Mmhtrt      ( OOMMONS } 


and  Offie&TB)  BiU. 


in  this  unblushiDg  manner.  If  the  Go- 
Ternment  were  content  to  accept  the  re- 
epoDsibilitj,  well  and  good.  He  should, 
however,  press  his  Amendment  to  a  di- 
Tision. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided  : — Ayes  9 ; 
Noes  36  :  Majority  27.— (Div.  List, 
No.  230.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  move  the  Amendments  stand- 
ing in  his  name ;  but  he  would  propose 
another  to  carry  out  the  suggestion  he 
had  made  to  the  Oommittee  a  short 
time  ago.  He  wished  to  provide,  not 
that  notice  should  be  sent  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Board,  but  that  it  should  be 
publicly  given.  He  would  propose,  after 
**  notice,"  in  line  27,  to  insert — 

**  Shall  have  been  pablished  in  some  news, 
paper  ciroulating  in  the  neighbourhood,  and." 

The  clause  would  run — 

"At  a  meeting  held  after  seven  days'  clear 
notice  shall  have  been  published  in  some  news- 
paper drcnlating  in  the  neighbonrhood,  and 
■hall  have  been  sent  in  writing  to  every  mem- 
ber," &c. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  27,  after  the  word  "  notice,'' 
to  insert  the  words  **  shall  have  been  published 
in  some  newspaper  circulating  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and."— (ifr.  Courtney.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  the  ratepayers, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  would  get  no  notice 
at  all,  because  the  notice  would  appear 
in  a  newspaper  that  no  one  ever  read. 
He  did  not  see  that  there  was  much  use 
in  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  3  (Restriction  on  recovery  of 
penalties). 

Me.  COURTNEY  said,  that  under 
the  Act  it  was  competent  to  any  person 
to  bring  an  action  for  the  recovery  of 
the  penalties;  but  this  clause  of  the 
Bill  proposed  that  no  action  should  be 
brought  except  with  the  consent  in 
writing  of  the  Attorney  General.  He 
was  aware  that  there  were  many  cases 
in  which  the  consent  of  the  Attorney 
General  was  required ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  in  this  case  the  Attorney 
General  should  be  charged  with  the 
delicate  power  of  determining  whether 
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a  person  should  be  charged  in  oases 
which  often  involved  political  considera- 
tions. Among  other  oases,  there  might 
be  actions  with  respect  to  newspaper 
rights,  and  the  action  of  the  Attorney 
General  in  consenting  or  not  consenting 
might  be  criticized  as  being  the  result 
of  political  friendship  or  otherwise.  He 
did  not  think  the  Attorney  General 
should  be  made  a  party  to  the  bringing 
of  actions  under  the  Act.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  substitution  of  the 
words  ** Public  Prosecutor"  for  "At- 
torney General."  The  former  was  a 
public  officer,  and  he  thought  his  judg- 
ment in  matters  of  this  kind  might  be 
trusted.  He  should  therefore  begin  by 
moTing  the  omission  of  the  words  **  At- 
torney General,"  in  order  to  make  the 
substitution  he  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"Attorney  General,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  Public  Prosecutor.*'— (Jfr.  Courtney,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  that 
the  consent  of  the  Attorney  General  had 
already  been  imported  into  the  Act  of 
last  year.  There  was,  therefore,  nothing 
new  in  the  Bill,  so  far  as  that  provision 
was  concerned.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  well  to  introduce  into  this 
measure  the  consent  of  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor. There  was  a  possibility  of 
members  and  officers  being  liable  to 
heavy  penalties,  even  when  they  acted 
in  good  faith ;  and  therefore,  for  obvious 
reasons,  he  said  they  ought  to  retain 
the  words  which  made  the  Attorney 
General  a  consenting  party  to  the  bring- 
ing of  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  such 
penalties. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
with  regard  to  cases  under  this  Bill,  the 
mere  certificate  of  counsel  would  be  all 
that  was  necessary ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  substitution  of  the  Public  Prosecutor 
for  the  Attorney  General  would  make 
the  bringing  of  actions  more  difficult 
The  activity  of  the  Public  Prosecutor 
had  certainly  not  been  manifested  in 
any  degree,  and  sometimes  his  consent 
could  not  be  got  at  all.  In  practice, 
therefore,  he  thought  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  would  defeat  the  very 
objeot  he  had  in  view* 
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Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  would  not 
go  into  the  merits  of  the  two  officers. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  cases  of 
this  kind  often  gave  rise  to  discussion 
on  the  character  of  the  action  of  the 
Attorney  General.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
had  argued  on  the  position  of  the  Office 
of  Public  Prosecutor  as  it  was  last  year ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  it  now 
stood  in  quite  a  different  position.  He 
thought  it  was  an  error  to  intrust  the 
initiation  of  an  action  to  the  Attorney 
General  in  these  cases,  and  so  much  so 
that  he  was  desirous  of  taking  the  sense 
of  the  Committee  on  the  clause,  although 
he  was  quite  ready  to  make  the  com- 
promise he  had  suggested.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  had  said  that  a  large 
sum  might  be  recoverable  in  case  of 
action  in  this  matter;  but  he  (Mr. 
Courtney)  did  not  see  why  it  should  not 
be  permissible  to  the  Judge  to  rule  that 
the  damages  should  not  exceed  £50,  so 
that,  if  necessary,  that  sum  should  be 
awarded  in  all  cases.  If  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  agree  to  the  compromise 
he  had  suggested,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  object  to  the  clause  altogether. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiOHARD  Webster)  said,  he  had  had  con- 
siderable experience  of  actions  brought 
in  cases  of  this  kind,  and  he  recollected 
that  in  two  or  three  instances  the  Judges 
at  the  trial  had  stated  that  there  had 
been  no  moral  offence  of  any  sort  or 
kind,  or  any  improper  conduct  on  the 
part  of  the  defendant,  and  that  they 
regretted  there  was  no  authority  whose 
consent  was  necessary  before  proceed- 
ings could  be  taken.  With  regard  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
Ck)unty  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor),  he  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  to  warrant  the 
belief  that  an  amount  of  jobbery  would 
go  on  as  the  hon.  Member  had  sug- 
gested. He  could  not  consent  to  the 
Public  Prosecutor  being  substituted  in 
this  case  for  the  Attorney  General ;  he 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  to 
the  fact  that  Section  25  of  the  Act  of  last 
year  provided  that  proceedings  for  re- 
covery under  the  Act  should  not  be  taken 
without  the  consent  of  the  Attorney 
General.  As  to  the  ruling  of  the  Judge 
in  these  cases,  the  suggestion  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  made  was,  he  said, 
inapplicable.  There  must  be  something 
in  the  nature  of  a  penalty  to  be  suffered 


by  the  defendant  who  had  been  guilty 
of  an  offence.  He  thought  it  would 
be  very  desirable  not  to  divide  the 
authority  responsible  for  proceedings 
being  taken,  and  he  did  not  believe  there 
would  be  the  slightest  difficulty  in 
obtaining  a  thoroughly  impartial  deci- 
sion in  cases  of  the  kind  from  the  Attor- 
ney General,  whatever  Government  he 
might  represent.  Although  it  was  pos- 
sible that  in  some  rare  cases  political 
feelings  might  come  in,  he  should 
think  the  result,  in  such  a  case,  would 
rather  be  in  favour  of  giving  per- 
mission than  withholding  it.  He  could 
not  accede  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  because 
he  had  the  strongest  feeling  that  the 
Attorney  General  in  years  gone  by  had 
always  acted  in  the  most  impartial  man- 
ner, and  had  always  decided  the  cases 
submitted  to  him  on  their  merits.  Inas- 
much as  this  was  a  small  matter,  and 
inasmuch  as  the  general  question  was 
going  to  be  raised  hereafter  on  a  larger 
Bill,  he  asked  the  Committee  to  confirm 
the  view  that  the  Attorney  General  was 
the  proper  person  to  authorize  these  pro- 
ceedings. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  apreod  to. 

Bemaining  clause  agr$ed  to. 

Bill  report$dj  as  amended  ;  to  be  eon* 
Bidered  upon  Monday  next. 

MOTION. 

MABBIAaSS  (saint  JOBN,  OOWLEY)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorkbt  General,  Bill 
to  render  valid  certain  Marriages  at  Saint  John, 
Cowley,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortlet. 

BiXLpreienUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  234.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  \bth  July,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Second 
i2«por«  —  Public  Accounts  [No.  267],  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  added  ;  Admiralty  (Expen- 
diture and  LiabiHti^),  appointed. 
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Supply — eon»ider$d  in  Committee — Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates— Class  I.— Puhmc  Works 
AND  Buildings— Vote  4  ;  Class  VI.— Non- 
effective AND  Charitable  Services; 
Votes  2  to  4»  7  &  8— Class  IV.—Education, 
Science  and  Art  ;  Votes  4  to  9 
IteMolutiont  [July  14]  reported. 

Private  Bills  (by  Order) — Second  Beading  — 
Cart  Navigation  •  ;  Evesham,  Redditch,  and 
Stratford  -  upon  -  Avon  Junction  Kail  way  •  ; 
Witham  Drainage  (Steeping  River).* 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  lieading^Qchool 
Boards*  [235]. 

Second  Reading— "Eiementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Orders  Confirmation  (Birmingham, 
&c.)*  [228];  Poor  Law  Unions*  Officers 
(Ireland)*  [214];  Marriages  (Saint  John, 
Cowley)*  [234];  Oaths  [62],  debate  ad- 
journed. 

Committee— TrvLsteeB  Relief  •  [83]— r.p. 

Considered  as  amended— 'PuhWc  Health  (Scotland) 
Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  •  [207]. 

Third  Heading — Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  (No. 
y*  [162];  Metropolis  (Hughes  Fields, 
Deptford)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
[205];  Metropolis  (Tabard  Street,  Newing- 
ton)  Provisional  Order  Confirmatioa*  [204], 
and  passed, 

TFithdrawn—BuTial  Grounds  •  [164]. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  BAY. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — oomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and 

Buildings. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  :  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  I  think  it  will  probably  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  Committee,  and 
I  hope  tend  to  shorten  its  labours,  if  I 
state,  Tery  briefly,  the  circumstances 
under  which  I  am  now  about  to  ask  for 
the  sum  of  £10,000,  which  is  named 
in  this  Estimate,  for  the  restoration  of 
Westminster  Hall.  This  Vote  has  been 
purposely  kept  separate  from  the  others, 
and  put  down  as  the  first  to  be  taken  to- 
day, in  order  that,  on  a  question  of  such 
importance  as  well  as  interest,  there 
should  be  ample  opportunity  for  free 
discussion,  and  that  any  hon.  Member 
who  may  still  object  to  the  proposed 
restoration  should  have  a  full  and  fair 
opportunity,  should  he  choose  to  avail 
himself  of  it,  of  developing  his  views  in 
public  debate,  even  though  he  may  have 
already  stated  them  before  the  Select 
Committee  which  has,  within  the  last  12 
months,  sat  and  reported  upon  this  sub- 
ject.   Hon.  Members  will  recollect  that, 


on  the  8th  of  last  August,  the  House 
was  asked  for  a  Vote  for  the  restoration 
of  Westminster  Hall.  On  that  occa- 
sion exception  was  taken  to  the  Vote  on 
various  grounds ;  but  I  think  the  prin- 
cipal ground  was  that  sufficieut  time  or 
opportunity  had  Dot  been  afforded  for 
the  proposals  which  were  then  made 
to  be  considered  by  the  Members  of  this 
House  or  by  the  public  outside.  Pro- 
bably hon.  Members  will  agree  with  me 
in  the  opiuion  that  the  public  ought  to 
be  satisfied  before  we  proceed  to  take 
steps  which  must  lead,  to  a  great  extent, 
to  permanent  results.  In  deference  to 
the  objection  which  was  made  in  August 
last,  a  Vote  for  £3,000  only  was  taken 
at  that  time  for  the  purpose  of"  repairing 
the  buttresses  to  the  exterior  of  the 
Hall,  and  the  payment  of  the  main  sum 
then  asked  for  was  allowed  to  stand 
over  until  this  year.  But,  in  the  mean- 
time, a  Committee  was  appointed  on 
November  7,  and  nominated  on  No- 
vember 10  last,  with  directions  ''  to 
examine  and  report  on  the  plans  for  the 
restoration  of  the  exterior  of  West- 
minster Hall ;  ''  and  I  will  now,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  read  the 
names  of  the  13  hon.  Members  who 
formed  that  Committee,  because  I  be- 
lieve their  names  will  inspire  confidence 
in  the  result  of  their  labours.  They 
were — Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Mr.  Rylands, 
Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
Sir  Richard  Wallace,  Sir  Edward  Reed, 
Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Dick-Peddie, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Walter, 
Mr.  Cheetham,  Mr.  J.  H.  McCarthy,  and 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.  The  Committee 
appointed  as  their  Chairman  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  then  filled,  with 
so  much  ability  and  zeal,  the  Office 
which  I  have  now  the  honour  to 
hold  as  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  I  think  it  will 
be  admitted  on  all  hands  that  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  name  any 
13  Gentlemen  in  this  House  more 
entitled  to  represent,  or  who  could  re- 
present more  fully,  not  only  every  poli- 
tical Party  in  this  House,  but  also  the 
various  Schools  of  Art  criticism,  learn- 
ing, and  research,  which  have  lately 
devoted  their  attention  to  questions  of 
architectural  and  antiquarian  interest. 
That  Committee  began  its  labours  on 
the  14th  of  November,  and  held  its  last 
sitting  on  the  27th  of  April  in  the  pre- 
sent  year.     Any   hon.    Member  who 
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glances  over  tlie  proceedings  must,  I 
think,  admit  that  everyone  who  chose 
had  a  fair  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
opinion,  and  that  the  Committee  did  not 
arrive  at  its  Report  until  after  such  opi- 
nions had  been  fully  considered  and 
tested  by  debate  and  division.  I  have 
now  given,  I  hope,  enough  of  the  his- 
tory of  this  Committee  to  satisfy  hon. 
Members  and  the  public — and  it  is 
most  important  that  public  opinion 
should  be  fully  satisfied  —  that  no 
amount  of  further  inquiry  is  likely  to 
throw  much  fresh  light  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  the  question  is  now  ripe 
for  settlement,  and  that  this  urgent  busi- 
ness of  the  restoration  of  Westminster 
Hall  should  be  undertaken,  and  under- 
taken without  any  further  delay.  No 
doubt,  differences  of  opinion  will  remain, 
and  even  strong  objections  may  linger 
in  the  minds  of  a  few,  no  matter  what 
may  be  done ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  what- 
ever is  done  those  differences  must  re- 
main, I  believe,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, to  the  end  of  time.  Mean- 
while the  matter  is  urgent,  for  since 
the  old,  ugly  Law  Courts  were  pulled 
down,  we  have  all  seen  the  hideous,  un- 
finished, and  precarious  condition  in 
which  the  West  side  of  the  splendid  Hall 
is  exposed  to  view  ;  and  at  this  moment 
some  of  the  best  specimens  of  old  Nor- 
man masonry  which  lie  at  the  base,  and 
form  the  baee,  of  the  wall  are  only  pro- 
tected from  the  destructive  effects  of  the 
weather  by  a  wooden  shelter.  I  shall 
now  state,  in  a  very  few  words,  the 
general  conclusion  at  which  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  last  year  arrived. 
When  they  commenced  their  labours 
the  only  plans  before  them  were  those 
of  Mr.  ^Pearson,  and  the  evidence  re- 
ceived by  them  was  mainly  in  opposition 
to,  or  in  support  of,  those  plans,  al- 
though alternative  plans  were  suggested 
during  the  discussion.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  dwell  upon  the  great 
authority  of  Mr.  Pearson's  name.  Even 
those  wno  differ  from  him  will  admit 
that  he  has  devoted  himself  to  this  sub- 
ject with  the  enthusiasm  of  a  lover,  as 
well  as  with  the  knowledge  of  a  master, 
of  his  Art.  An  alternative  scheme  was 
the  completion  of  Sir  Charles  Barry's 
plans,  and  I  need  hardly  say  that  the 
name  of  Sir  Charles  Barry  also  must 
command  respect  and  admiration  for 
the  noble  work  he  has  left  behind  him ; 
but  it  is  sufficient  for  me  now  to  say  that 
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his  ideas  were  fully  gone  into  and  can- 
vassed before  the  Committee.  His  pro- 
posals were  on  a  vast  scale.  The  coat  of 
executing  them  altogether  was  estimated 
at  over  £500,000,  and  they  would  have 
involved,  besides,  the  removal  of  St. 
Margaret's  Church  from  the  position  it 
now  occupies  on  the  West  side  of  Par- 
liament Square.  Upon  the  whole,  the 
Committee  arrived  at  the  following  con- 
clusion:— 

"That  neither  architectnral  considerations 
for  the  group  of  buildings  as  they  now  stand, 
nor  utilitarian  reasons  conneoted  with  the  wants 
of  Parliament,  or  of  the  Public  Service,  re- 
quire that  Sir  Charles  Barry's  wings,  or  either 
of  them,  should  be  erected." 

I  think  I  can  best  describe  what  this 
money  is  to  be  voted  for  by  reading  a 
few  passages  of  the  Eeport  of  the  Select 
Committee.     They  say — 

"Your  Committee  are,  however,  satisfied 
upon  three  points  which  are  of  importance  in 
considering  the  question  of  the  restoration  of 
this  side  of  the  Hall.  First,  that  the  Hall  was 
intended  by  the  original  builders  to  be  seen, 
although  buildings  of  different  heights  soon 
sprang  up  beside  it ;  second,  that  at  some  time, 
probably,  as  your  Committee  think,  in  the  Reign 
of  Richard  II.,  a  two-storied  building  was 
erected  underneath  the  flying  buttresses,  along 
the  whole  length  of  the  Hall,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  two  northernmost  bays,  the  fl\ing 
buttressns  being  built  at  the  same  time  to  sup- 
port the  splendid  wooden  roof  then  erected; 
third,  that  at  the  North -Western  end  of  the 
Hall,  facing  New  Palace  Yard,  a  building  stood 
at  right  angles  to  it,  erected  in  the  time  of 
Henry  III.,  and  subsequently  modified^  in  th© 
Tudor  times,  in  the  upper  part  of  which  was 
the  room  long  occupied  by  the  Exchequer 
Court.  Your  Committee  are  further  agreed 
that  it  is  most  desirable  to  preserve  the  ancient 
Normun  work,  erected  in  the  time  of  William 
Ruf us,  on  the  lower  part  of  the  Western  Hall. 
The  stones  are  in  perfect  condition,  and  are 
covered  with  marks  and  signs  of  the  Norman 
masons  o^  that  date;  and  as  this  stonework  is 
one  of  the  few  specimens  of  that  kind  now 
existing,  it  should  not  be  left  open  and  exposed 
to  the  action  of  the  London  atmosphere,  by, 

which  it  would  bo  speedily  destroyed 

The  total  estimate  of  the  works  by  Mr.  Pearson 
is  £35,800  :  of  this  £5,000  is  the  cost  of  com- 
pleting the  comer  of  8t.  Stephen's  porch«  in 
harmony  with  Sir  Charles  Barry's  work — this 
is  indispensably  necessary  if  it  be  determined 
not  to  construct  the  wing  of  the  Palace  in  front 
of  the  Hall,  as  proposed  by  Sir  Charles  Barry ; 
£8,000  is  the  coat  of  rebuilding  and  repairing 
the  flying  buttresses,  and  of  effecting  necessary 
repairs  to  the  Western  wall  of  the  Hall — this 
also  is  absolutely  necessary,  whatever  plan  be 
adopted  :  £8,000  is  the  estimate  for  raising  the 
two  towers  on  the  North  front,  as  proposed  by 
Mr.  Pearson  ;  but  this  estimate  may,  for  the 
present,  be  left  out  of  consideration  if  the  work 
on  these  towers  is  postponed,  as  above  reconi* 
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mended.  There  remains  £13,500  as  the  cost  of 
the  two  -  storied  gallery  under  the  cloisters, 
and  the  building  at  right  angles  to  the 
Hall,  for  which,  looking  at  the  question  from 
a  merely  utilitarian  point  of  view,  there  will 
be  obtained  a  number  of  excellent  rooms 
available  for  the  purposes  already  referred 
to.  Your  Committee  consider  it  desirable  that 
the  date  or  some  other  distinctive  mark  should 
be  placed  on  certain  of  the  stones,  so  as  to 
prevent  any  misapprehension  arising  hereafter 
as  to  the  date  of  the  work.  Your  Committee, 
in  conclusion,  desire  to  express  their  sense  of 
the  g^reat  care  and  knowledge  exhibited  in  his 
treatment  of  this  most  difficult  subject  by  Mr. 
Pearson,  who  is  admitted  to  be  a  most  com- 
petent authority  for  such  works,  and  whose 
plans  are  supported  by  some  of  the  most  emi- 
nent architects  of  the  day ;  and  while,  on  the 
one  hand,  your  Committee  do  not  contend  that 
his  design  is  an  exact  reproduction  or  restora- 
tion of  the  West  side  of  the  Hall,  on  the  other 
hand  they  feel  assured  that  it  has  been  pre- 
pared with  careful  regard  to  all  historical  evi- 
dence, and  that  the  general  scope  of  his  design 
is  in  harmony  with  the  simple  grandeur  of  tbus 
national  building." 

I  have  thought  that  the  best  way  in 
which  I  could  introduce  this  Vote  to  the 
Committee,  knowing  the  great  interest 
which  is  felt  on  the  subject,  was  by 
reading  these  extracts  from  the  Beport 
of  the  Select  Committee.  It  is  under 
these  circumstances  that  I  venture  very 
confidently  to  commend  the  Vote  to  the 
Committee.  I  do  not,  in  the  least  de- 
gree, desire  to  make  any  appeal  with  a 
view  of  checking  debate,  because,  as  I 
have  already  said,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
the  subject  should  be  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed, and  that  an  opportunity  ought 
to  be  afforded  to  those  who  differ  from 
the  conclusion  of  the  Select  Committee 
for  explaining  their  views.  The  design 
and  the  conception  are  those  of  Mr.  Pear- 
son, of  whose  qualifications  for  such  diffi- 
cult and  important  duties  I  have  read 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  this  strong 
Committee.  The  judgment  is  that  of 
the  Committee  presided  over  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite,  and  arrived  at 
after  careful  and  well-informed  con- 
sideration. As  I  have  said,  there  have 
been  rival  plans  and  attractions  which 
I  do  not  wish  to  depreciate ;  and  per- 
haps it  would  be  worth  while  to  try 
them  all — that  is,  according  to  the  old 
song— 

**  Could  a  man  be  secure  that  his  life  would 
endure 
For  a  thousand  long  years ;  " 

but  for  us — 

"  Who  have  a  span-long  life,** 

we  must  really  now  make  up  our  minds 

Mr,  Plunhet 


which  of  these  plans  we  are  disposed  to 
adopt.  The  Committee,  on  whose  Be- 
port  I  rely,  have  recommended  that  of 
Mr.  Pearson  by  majorities,  on  all  the 
most  important  points,  of  7  or  8  to  2  or  3 ; 
and  I  would  venture  now  very  respect- 
fully to  press  its  final  adoption  upon  the 
Committee,  instead  of  further  postponing 
the  consideration  of  the  question.  The 
work  may  then  be  commenced,  and  some 
steps  taken  not  only  to  preserve  this 
magnificent  specimen  of  ancient  art  and 
to  perpetuate  the  ancient  and  illustrious 
history  of  this  building,  but  also  to  get 
rid  of  the  hideous  sight  now  presented 
to  the  public.  I  beg  to  move  a  Vote  of 
£10,000  for  the  restoration  of  "West- 
minster Hall. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £35,488,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Build- 
ings  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament." — {Mr. 
Plunket,) 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
made  a  very  ingenious  and  graceful  speech 
in  introducing  his  first  Estimate  to  the 
Committee.  But  last  year  a  similar  Esti- 
mate was  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Reading(Mr. 
Shaw  Lef  evre)  in  an  equally  argumenta- 
tive speech,  and  probably  with  more 
fulness  of  detail  than  had  been  employed 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
However,  the  good  sense  of  the  House 
of  Commons  rejected  the  proposal  made 
on  that  occasion ;  and  he  was  not  without 
hope  that  the  good  sense  of  the  House 
of  Commons  would  reject  the  present 
proposal.  There  was  nothing  in  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
showed  more  ability  than  in  the  light 
manner  in  which  he  had  glided  over  the 
question  of  what  the  nation  was  to  re- 
ceive for  this  expenditure  of  £35,000— 
that  being  the  original  proposal.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  it  had  been  cut 
down  since,  and  he  also  knew  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  spend  the  whole 
of  the  money  during  the  present  Session. 
The  Vote  now  proposed  was  only  a 
Vote  of  £10,000  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
posal of  Mr.  Pearson  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  which  was  originally  to 
cost  £35,000, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


805 


Supply — Civil 


{JxTLT  15,  1885} 


Service  JSstimatea, 


806 


He  wished  to  state,  at  the  outset, 
that  no  one  in  this  country  could  help 
entertaining  the  highest  admiration 
for  the  eminent  man  who  had  made 
those  plans.  He  was  a  Boyal  Acade- 
mician and  a  most  eminent  architect; 
but  he  thought  it  would  possibly  be 
found  that  Mr.  Pearson's  antiquarian 
zeal  had  eaten  up  his  discretion.  He 
wished  to  recall  to  the  recollection  of 
the  Committee  how  this  matter  origi- 
nated. When  the  new  Law  Courts  were 
opened  the  late  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  pull  down  the  old 
Courts  which  disfigured  the  West  Front 
of  Westminster  Hall ;  and  it  was  doing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  no  injustice  to 
say  that  he  probably  feared  that  these 
ugly  old  Courts  might  be  rendered 
available  for  the  use  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  for  other  purposes.  He 
very  greatly  sympathized  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  desire  to  clear  away 
the  excrescences  which  at  that  time 
existed;  but  it  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  no  official  seemed  to  know  what  was 
tobefound  below  the  Law  Courts.  He  was 
confident  that  the  Board  of  Works  had 
no  notion  whatever  of  the  history  of  the 
flying  buttresses  and  the  Norman  walls 
which  were  discovered  when  the  excava- 
tions were  begun.  What  took  place  was 
this.  When  the  excavf^tions  at  the  Law 
Courts  were  gbing  on,  and  those  but- 
tresses and  walls  were  disclosed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consulted  Mr. 
Pearson,  the  eminent  architect  of  West- 
minster Abbey.  Mr.  Pearson  thoroughly 
entered  into  the  archaeological  question 
put  before  him,  and  worked  out  plans 
in  an  ingenious  way.  He  knew  the  pro- 
clivities of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
his  employer,  and  promptly  whispered 
into  his  ear  the  word  ** restoration" 
— '*  let  us  restore."  The  simple  in- 
tention, up  to  that  time,  was  to  pull 
down;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  fond  of  restoration.  To  some  ex- 
tent he  had  done  a  little  in  the  work 
of  restoration  at  the  Tower  of  London, 
of  which  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry )  did  not 
complain  ;  but  of  which  eminent  persons 
did  complain.  The  word  **  restoration," 
therefore,  had  a  charm  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  it  induced  him  at  once 
to  give  bis  sanction  to  the  suggestions 
of  Mr.  Pearson. 

The  Committee  would  recollect  that 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  was  some- 


what pertinacious  with  his  proposal. 
Last  year  a  hoarding  was  put  up  out- 
side the  whole  of  the  discoveries,  and 
nobody  was  permitted  to  go  inside  to 
see  what  was  being  done.  The  public, 
to  this  day,  had  been  rigidly  excluded, 
and  a  set  of  plans  were  produced  upon 
which  the  Committee  of  Supply  last  year 
were  required  to  pronounce  an  imme- 
diate decision.  They  were  asked  to  ac- 
cept the  plans  at  once,  or  they  would  do 
a  serious  injury  not  only  to  Westminster 
Hall,  but  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
There  was  a  debate  in  the  House  upon 
the  subject ;  and  it  was  left  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
^Mr.  Dick-Peddie) — who,  eminent  as  he 
was  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  was 
equally  eminent  as  an  architect— to  take 
up  the  question.  It  was  to  that  hon. 
Member  that  the  House  was  indebted 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee; 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had 
stated  in  the  House  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  was 
one  of  the  few  he  had  ever  heard  which 
succeeded  in  changing  his  opinion. 
After  that  speech  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  said  he  would,  if  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  House,  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
matter,  but  that,  in  the  meantime,  he 
would  ask  the  House  to  vote  the  sum 
which  he  then  asked  for  —  namely, 
£10,000.  The  debate  went  on;  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  exceed- 
ingly pertinacious ;  and  it  was  only  at 
the  last  moment,  when  he  saw  that  the 
sense  of  the  Committee,  in  consequence 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Elilmamock,  was  so  much  against  him, 
that  he  at  last  agreed  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee. 

The  Committee  met  in  November, 
and  took,  as  the  Chief  Commissioner 
stated  at  the  time,  a  sum  of  £3,000 
for  the  repair  of  the  flying  buttresses 
and  the  protection  of  the  Norman 
masonry,  which  had  become  un- 
covered. His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  present  First  Commissioner 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  told  the  Committee 
the  danger  which  existed  to  the  struc- 
ture if  it  remained  in  its  present  condi- 
tion. But  would  the  Committee  believe 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
never  expended  Id,  on  the  preserva- 
tion  of  these  buttresses  and  Norman 
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walls  ?  Down  to  that  very  moment 
they  had  been  exposed  to  the  elements 
without  protection  of  any  kind,  and 
they  had  had  to  endure  the  storms  of 
the  winter — the  sleet,  snow,  and  frost, 
and  everything  else ;  and  they  remained 
now  just  as  they  were  before.  What 
sincerity  was  there,  then,  in  the  threat 
held  out  to  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
if  they  did  not  grant  this  money  the 
structure  would  disappear,  owing  to  the 
destroying  hand  of  time?  As  the  House 
were  warned  then,  they  were  warned 
now;  but  he  had  no  fear  that  those 
structures  would  disappear  if  they  had 
to  wait  for  a  few  months  longer. 

A  Committee  was  appointed — perhaps 
a  stronger  Committee  could  not  have  been 
selected — and  he  was  ready  to  bear  his 
humble  testimony  to  the  great  pains 
which  the  Select  Committee  took  in  in- 
vestigating the  matter.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  not  at  all  satisfied 
that  the  Committee  did  give  to  every- 
body that  encouragement  to  come  for- 
ward and  give  evidence  which  would 
have  enabled  the  country  to  ascertain 
the  views  of  those  most  competent  to 
deal  with  questions  of  this  kind.  The 
Committee  consisted  of  13  Members, 
and  it  would  be  found  that  about  eight 
attended  the  Sittings  of  the  Committee 
pretty  regularly.  One  hon.  Gentleman 
— an  Irish  Member — did  not  appear  at 
all,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he 
was  put  upon  the  Committee  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  others  who  did  take  an  in- 
terest in  the  question.  Another  Mem- 
ber— ^the  noble  Lord  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)— was  appointed  at  a  time 
when  it  was  perfectly  well  known  that 
he  was  about  to  proceed  to  India.  The 
noble  Lord  attended  twice,  and  then 
went  away  to  India.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  wished  to  do  what  was 
right,  he  would  have  submitted  other 
names  as  Members  of  the  Committee ; 
but  he  did  not  do  so.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  had  attended  the  Sittings  of 
the  Committee  regularly.  He  had,  of 
course,  to  sit  behind  the  Members ;  but 
he  told  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  was  anxious  personally  to  give  evi- 
dence. The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  took  very  good  care  that  all 
the  days  should  be  filled  up  until  the 
end  of  the  Sitting  of  the  Committee; 
and,  not  being  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  no 

ifr.  MitehiU  Henry 


opportunity  of  calling  any  witnesses. 
He  never  saw  a  Committee  which  gave 
less  encouragement  to  witnesses  to  come 
forward.  A  number  of  eminent  men 
did  give  evidence  before  the  Committee 
adverse  to  the  plans  of  Mr.  Pearson; 
but,  really,  the  encouragement  they 
met  with  was  of  such  a  nature  that  the 
whole  Profession  took  fright,  and  re- 
fused to  come  forward.  He  was  ac- 
quainted with  a  most  eminent  architect 
who  was  desirous  of  giving  evidence, 
and  who  was  so  much  alarmed  at  the 
tone  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
who  treated  the  scientific  witnesses  who 
came  forward  for  the  public  good  as  if 
they  were  witnesses  in  the  Old  Bailey, 
and  put  the  most  disagreeable  and  im- 
pertinent questions  to  them,  that  this 
gentleman  abandoned  his  intention  of 
coming  forward  to  give  evidence.  He, 
therefore,  did  not  admit  that  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  have  been  improved, 
or  that  it  was  successful  in  obtaining  all 
the  evidence  which  they  ought  to  have 
bad  before  they  endorsed  the  proposals 
of  Mr.  Pearson.  He  challenged  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  to  state  in 
that  House  whether  what  he  said  was 
true  or  not,  or  whether  they  had  ever 
seen  a  Conmiittee  conducted  in  the 
same  manner,  with  professional  men 
treated  as  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee deemed  it  right  to  treat  the  wit- 
nesses who  were  called  to  give  evidence 
on  that  occasion  ?  It  was  made  a  matter 
of  complaint  in  the  architectural  journals 
and  in  the  Profession  generally ;  and 
he  maintained  that  when  witnesses 
came  forward,  under  such  circumstances, 
to  give  to  a  Conmiittee  the  benefit  of 
their  knowledge  and  experience,  they 
ought  to  be  treated  with  common 
courtesy  and  respect.  He  was  sure 
that  if  a  similar  mode  of  proceeding 
was  to  become  common,  the  House  of 
Commons  would  not  succeed  in  getting 
evidence  from  persons  outside. 

He  would  now  say  a  few  words  on  the 
general  question.  He  did  not  propose  to 
enter  into  the  general  question  or  the 
archaeological  question  at  any  length; 
but  he  would  venture  to  say  some- 
thing as  to  what  they  were  to  get  for 
this  large  expenditure  of  public  money. 
Westminster  Hall  was,  as  everybody 
admitted,  a  structure  hardly  less  sacred 
in  its  associations  than  Westminster 
Abbey.  The  great  events  of  English 
history  clustered  around  its  walls.    He 
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had  sometimes  thought  that  all  the  Civil 
Service  Gommiseion  bad  to  do,  if  they 
desired  to  put  historical  questions  on 
English  history  that  would  test  the 
knowledge  of  the  persons  who  went 
hefore  them,  was  to  ask  for  an  ac- 
count of  Westminster  Hall  and  the 
events  which,  from  remote  times,  had 
taken  place  in  connection  with  it.  He 
thought  it  would  be  found  that  any  can- 
didate who  could  answer  such  a  ques- 
tion would  possess  no  mean  knowledge 
of  English  history. 

The  Hall  was  built  by  William  Rufus ; 
300  years  afterwards  Kichard  II.  raised 
the  walls  and  added  the  magnificent 
timber  roof  with  which  it  was  now 
adorned,  and  also  made  the  windows 
with  which  it  was  imperfectly  lighted. 
Anything  that  would  destroy  or  in- 
jure the  light  of  the  windows  in 
Westminster  Hall  would  be  a  matter 
of  very  great  regret,  and  the  plans 
suggested  by  the  Committee  would 
have  that  effect,  although  not  to  so  great 
an  extent  as  the  original  plans.  Fortu- 
nately, they  were  altered  at  the  very 
last  moment ;  and  at  the  last  Sitting  of 
the  Committee  the  architect  consented 
to  lower  the  huge  battlements  which  he 
had  proposed  to  erect  in  front  of  the 
windows.  Then,  when  the  excavations 
were  made,  this  old  wall  was  found ;  it 
was  of  Norman  architecture  of  the  time 
of  William  Bufus.  He  quite  admitted 
that  Norman  architecture  was  not  very 
frequent  in  London,  and  he  also  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  on  the  masonry 
marks  of  the  tools  of  the  masons,  and 
he  entirely  agreed  that  these  should  be 
carefully  preserved.  Let  him,  then,  pass 
over  this  for  a  moment  with  the  concession 
that  the  Norman  architecture  ought  to 
be  preserved.  He  came  next  to  the  fiying 
buttresses.  Those  flying  buttresses  were, 
erected  by  Richard  II.  to  support  the 
outer  thrust  of  this  hu  ge  timber  roof.  Now 
those  buttresses  were  probably  the  most 
graceful  buttresses  which  existed  in  this 
country.  If  they  were  exposed  and  re- 
paired at  full  length  they  would  form, 
and  even  now  formed,  a  most  captivating 
object  for  public  inspection.  If  hon. 
Members  wished  to  see  what  those  flying 
buttresses  were,  which  they  were  going 
to  cover  up  with  a  miserable  roof,  let 
them  go  as  far  as  Poet's  Comer,  and 
stand  at  the  red  pillar  box.  Looking 
at  them  from  that  point  they  would  see 
what  magnifioexkt  objects  they  were,  and 


how  worthy  of  preservation.  The  archi- 
tect proposed,  however,  with  his  double 
cloisters,  actually  to  take  in  the  greater 
part  of  those  buttresses.  That  appeared 
to  be  most  objectionable;  and  he  ehould 
have  much  preferred  if,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Chapter  House  at  Westminster, 
the  flying  buttresses  were  exposed  in 
their  whole  course.  They  were  now 
to  be  seen  rising  from  the  ground 
with  a  beautiful  sweep,  and  doing  the 
work  for  which  they  were  originally 
constructed. 

Having  dealt  with  the  flying  but- 
tresses and  the  Norman  archways, 
he  came,  lastly,  to  the  window  of 
Richard  II.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  Norman  wall.  But  if  the 
Committee  would  understand  what  was 
the  real  importance  of  that  wall  in  the 
mind  of  the  architect  and  the  late  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works,  he  must  re- 
member the  uses  to  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  put  it.  When  it  was  deter- 
mined to  restore  the  building,  and  Mr. 
Pearson  decided  that  a  double  cloister 
should  be  erected  along  the  front  of  this 
wall,  the  question  arose  what  were  they 
to  do  with  it  ?  The  ordinary  mode  of  a 
sensible  architect  would  be  to  determine 
what  rooms  it  was  intended  to  build. 
But  here  the  first  thing  determined  was 
what  to  do  with  the  wall ;  and  what  was 
it  decided  to  do  with  it  ?  This  Norman 
wall  was  to  form  part  of  the  walls  of  a 
cab  shelter,  or  horse  shelter,  proposed 
in  the  plan  of  last  year.  It  was  to  be 
a  semi-circular  sweep  running  down  a 
steep  declivity,  and  Uie  horses  and  car- 
riages of  Members  were  to  be  sheltered 
between  the  buttresses  and  the  Norman 
wall.  That  was  the  value  put  upon  this 
Norman  wall.  But  it  had  grown  in 
value  since  then,  because  it  was  a  good 
subject  to  impress  people  with ;  and, 
therefore,  an  exaggerated  value  had 
been  put  upon  it.  They  said  that  they 
had  never  for  a  moment  contemplated 
the  destruction  of  the  wall;  but  what 
did  they  propose  to  do  with  it  ?  It  was 
proposed  to  erect  a  double  cloister  below, 
in  which  provision  was  to  be  made  for 
a  number  of  rooms,  and  there  would  be 
a  series  of  cellars  to  be  entered  from 
that  magnificent  Hall  —  Westminster 
Hall — by  eight  or  nine  steps  down  into 
the  cellar.  Those  stone  steps  were  to 
lead  from  Westminster  Hall  into  the 
rooms  below;  and  in  order  that  any 
curious  person  wishing  at  any  time  to 
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have  a  look  at  those  Norman  walls, 
with  the  chisel  marks  of  700  or  800 
years  ago  upon  them,  there  was  to  be  a 
sliding  panel  capable  of  being  pulled 
aside,  through  which  about  three  or  four 
feet  of  the  walls  could  be  seen.  There 
were  plenty  of  Norman  walls  in  Eng- 
land, and  this  Norman  wall,  if  tbey 
would  only  let  it  alone,  would  stand  the 
deteriorating  atmosphere  of  London  as 
it  had  stood  it  hitherto;  and  if  they 
desired  to  preserve  it  they  had  only  to 
apply  to  it  some  of  the  silicate  and  in- 
durating solutions  which  had  been  used 
on  the  Obelisk  erected  on  the  Embank- 
ment. That  would,  he  believed,  accom- 
plish every  purpose  provided  the 'wall 
needed  it ;  but  he  was  satisfied  thf^t  this 
Norman  wall  would  have  resisted  the 
atmosphere  of  London,  and  would  have 
remained  in  excellent  condition,  without 
having  anything  done  to  it  at  all. 

So  much  for  the  Norman  wall.  Then 
there  were  to  be  ceilings  to  the  rooms 
below ;  and  here  he  would  avail  himself 
of  the  exhaustive  and  learned  Beport 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Elilmamock 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  on  the  question  of 
reconstruction.  The  hon.  Member  dealt 
with  it  as  a  practical  architect,  who  knew 
the  whole  theory  and  practice  of  his  Pro- 
fession, and  who  knew  what  rooms  ought 
to  b©.  The  hon.  Member  told  them 
about  those  rooms,  that  the  floor  was  to 
be  four  feet  six  inches  below  Westmin- 
ster Hall,  one  foot  below  the  level  of  the 
ground  adjoining  the  Hall,  and  10  feet 
6  inches  or  11  feet  below  the  adjoin- 
ing street.  They  would  be  reached  by 
a  flight  of  nine  or  10  steps  from  the 
Hall.  Almost  every  witness,  except  Mr. 
Pearson  himself,  had  spoken  in  terms 
more  or  less  unfavourable  of  those  rooms. 
They  had  been  described  by  two  wit- 
nesses as  like  going  down  into  a  cellar ; 
and  Mr.  Christian,  the  President  of  the 
.  Architectural  Society,  who  was  a  witness 
in  favour  of  the  Government  plan,  could 
only  say  that  he  did  not  think  the  lower 
tier  of  rooms  could  be  made  available. 
And  what  were  they  to  get  above  ?  The 
rooms  were  to  be  raised  10  feet  6 
inches  above  the  floor  of  Westminster 
Hall,  and  they  were  to  have  10  feet  of 
steps  projected  into  that  magnificent 
Hall,  a  great  portion  of  whose  mag- 
nificence rested  on  its  g^and  vista  of 
unbroken  surface.  They  were  to  have 
two  flights  of  steps  going  into  West- 
minster Hall,  with  two  doors  broken 
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open  in  the  structure  of  the  Hall  itself. 
They  would  thus  have  to  ascend  nine  or 
10  feet,  and  then  to  break  doors  into  the 
wall  for  the  purpose  of  getting  into  the 
upper  rooms ;  and  when  they  got  into 
the  upper  rooms  what  were  the  rooms 
themselves  ?  They  would  be  extremely 
ill-lighted — as  would  be  seen  from  the 
plan — and  gloomy,  and  disagreeable. 
He  was  sorry  to  trouble  the  Committee 
with  all  these  details ;  but  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  everything  depended  on 
matters  of  detail.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  told  them 
what  would  be  the  amount  of  lighting 
in  those  rooms.  Each  room,  as  designed, 
would  have  two  windows,  which  would 
give  a  lighting  area  of  44  square  feet ; 
therefore,  as  the  room  contained  1,600 
cubic  feet,  they  would  leave  263  cubio  feet 
to  be  lighted  by  one  cubic  foot  of  lighting 
space.  In  an  ordinary  London  drawing 
room  they  expected  to  have  one  superfi- 
cial foot  of  lighting  in  every  seven  feet, 
and  yet  these  rooms  were  to  have  no 
more  light  than  one  foot  in  263.  None 
of  the  rooms  were  to  have  fires  in  them. 
It  was  impossible  for  them  to  have  fires, 
although  Mr.  Pearson  said  he  thought 
he  would  be  able  to  supply  fire-places. 
There  were  none,  however,  on  the  plan, 
and  if  Mr.  Pearson  did  supply  them  he 
would  have  to  carry  the  flues  down 
below  the  level  of  the  lower  pillar  to  a 
shaft  at  the  end  of  the  building,  the 
result  being  that  they  would  be  at  a 
level  of  about  six. feet  below  the  floor 
of  Westminster  Hall,  and  he  believed 
considerably  below  the  level  of  the 
Thames.  What  was  it  proposed  that 
these  series  of  rooms  should  be  used 
for  ?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  strongest 
objection  to  the  scheme  was  this— that  it 
had  not  been  commenced  with  the  idea  of 
providing  the  accommodation  which  was 
required  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  prevailing  idea  seemed  to  have  been 
to  carry  out  an  architectural  or  archseo- 
logical  "  fad "  of  restoring  something 
which  certain  gentlemen  thought  might 
probably  have  existed  there  before,  and 
to  carry  out  the  work  of  restoration  at 
an  enormous  expense.  In  the  present 
state  of  their  finances,  he  maintained 
that  the  £27,000  which  these  rooms 
were  to  coat  was  a  very  large  sum. 
What  was  the  only  pxirpose  the  late 
Chief  Commissioner  suggested  for  the 
use  of  these  rooms  last  year?  In  the 
first  place,  there  was  to  be  a  place  for 
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the  horses,  where  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  looking  at  this  Norman 
wall  and  the  flying  buttresses  at  a  dis- 
tance of  10  or  15  feet.  Then,  above 
that,  there  was  to  be  a  long  room  of 
considerable  size,  which  was  to  accom- 
modate the  great  bulk  of  the  Eeports  of 
that  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — "  Let  us  fill  these  rooms  with  our 
Papers."  [^r.  Shaw  Lefevrb  dis- 
sented.! He  had  read  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  had 
certainly  said  that — 

'*Th6  upper  part  of  the  building  could  be 
used  for  various  purposes  in  connection  with 
the  reqviirements  of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  could  find  many  uses  for  it.  Ho  had 
receiyed  a  demand  from  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment for  the  erection  of  a  new  story  for  their 
bonding  at  a  cost  of  £d,000,  in  order  to  stow 
away  Reports.  He  was  glad  to  say  that  if  they 
stowed  their  Reports  in  these  long  cellars  the 
expenditure  contemplated  by  the  Stationery 
Office  might  be  saved.  There  were,  however, 
many  other  uses  which  could  be  found  for  it." 

Those  were  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  occasion  to  which 
he  referred.  No  doubt,  if  they  were  to 
build  rooms  in  St.  Peter's  Square  they 
would  be  able  to  find  uses  for  them ; 
but  the  great  difficulty  was  not  to 
find  occupants,  but  to  disestablish 
those  who  came  into  possession  of 
rooms.  A  former  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Works — Mr.  Ayrton — said  that  there 
were  plenty  of  rooms  about  the  House, 
but  that  they  had  been  seized  by  all 
kinds  of  persons  employed  about  the 
building,  and  had  been  appropriated. 
Of  course,  if  they  built  rooms  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Beading  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  suggested,  they  would 
be  able  to  find  many  uses  for  them; 
but  let  hon.  Members  think  what  might 
happen  if  this  great  mass  of  stationery 
there  proposed  to  accumulate  had  taken 
fire.  In  that  case,  what  would  be- 
come of  the  magnificent  timber  roof  of 
Westminster  Hall?  He  regretted  to 
say  that  successive  Commissioners  of 
Works  had  slumbered  quietly  in  their 
beds,  while  the  National  Pictures  and 
Portrait  Gallery  were  almost  wholly  un- 
protected from  fire.  Commissioners  of 
Works  seemed  to  care  very  little  about 
fire,  and  at  that  moment  that  horrible 
building  used  as  a  store  house  for  the 
Admircdty  behind  the  National  Gallery 
in  Trafalgar  Square  was  a  perfect  dis- 
grace to  the  nation,  and  if  ever  a  fire 
took  plaoe  in   that   building   nothing 


could  save  tlie  National  Gallery  from 
the  flames.  He  did  not  think  the  Board 
of  Works  would  accept  any  blame  for  pro- 
posing to  put  this  inflammable  material 
close  to  Westminster  Hall,  because  it 
was  the  habit  of  the  Board  of  Works  to 
run  every  kind  of  risk  of  fire  in  public 
buildings;  and  he,  therefore,  could  not 
complain  if  one  Board  of  Works  fol- 
lowed the  example  set  by  their  Prede- 
cessors. What  was  the  third  proposal  ? 
It  was  that  a  building  should  be  erected 
at  right  angles  to  Westminster  Hall, 
which  building  would  take  the  place  of 
the  present  horse  shelter  stand.  It  was 
to  be  a  low  building,  projecting  from  a 
point  near  to  the  outer  door  of  West- 
minster Hall,  and  it  was  then  to  be  run 
back  for  about  1 0  feet.  It  was  to  be  55  feet 
m  length,  30  feet  6  inches  broad,  and 
9  feet  high,  and  was  to  consist  of  two 
stories,  the  lower  storey  to  be  used  as  a 
receptacle  for  horses,  while  the  upper 
storey  was  to  be  used  for  anything  they 
liked.  But  the  general  idea  was  that  it 
was  to  be  a  Grand  Committee  Room. 
The  room  they  would  thus  get  would  be 
55  feet  long,  30  feet  6  inches  broad, 
and  9  feet  high ;  and  would  the  Com- 
mittee believe  that  that  room,  which  was 
to  be  adopted,  perhaps,  as  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee Boom,  was  only  to  have  one  door 
in  it?  By  that  door  Members  of  the 
House,  witnesses,  the  public,  and  every- 
body were  to  enter  from  a  flight  of  stone 
steps  out  of  Westminster  Hall. 

Every  Member  who  had  sat  upon  a 
Committee  in  that  House  knew  what 
would  happen  when  it  became  necessary 
to  sit  upon  a  question  in  which  the 
public  took  great  interest  if  all  the 
Members,  witnesses,  and  the  public,  were 
to  enter  at  one  door  at  the  further  end 
of  the  room.  Anything  more  incon- 
venient than  such  an  arrangement  could 
not  possibly  be  conceived.  The  incon- 
venience was  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick- 
Peddie),  whose  Report  was  worthy  of 
the  close  attention  of  every  Member  of 
the  House.  It  was  admirably  written, 
was  most  intelligent  and  intelligible, 
and  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  read  and 
studied  by  the  new  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket).  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  and  he  admitted  that  the 
presence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  upon  the 
Committee  rendered  his  task  somewhat 
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difficult,  because  tlie  judicial  habit  of 
mind  and  the  sound  good  sense  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  were  almost  a  guarantee 
that  what  he  put  his  name  to  would  be 
really  eflfective.  He  would  only  say 
that  if  the  hon.  Baronet  supported  the 
conclusions  of  the  Committee,  and  made 
himself  responsible  for  their  recommen- 
dations to  the  House,  he  hoped  he  would 
be  able  to  say,  when  he  rose  to  reply, 
that  there  was  no  intention  of  breaking 
the  walls  of  Westminster  Hall  in  order 
to  make  a  flight  of  five  or  six  steps  lead- 
ing down  into  a  cellar,  and  another  flight 
of  five  or  six  steps  leading  up  into  a 
gallery,  and  that  he  was  not  going  to 
erect  this  miserable  building,  with  one 
door  to  it,  and  55  feet  long,  for  a  Grand 
Committee  Boom.  Nor  must  they  for- 
get the  horses.  The  horses  were  to  be 
sheltered  beneath  this  Grand  Commit- 
tee Eoom.  Would  it  be  believed  that 
this  pit — for  it  was  nothing  else — into 
which  the  horses  were  to  be  placed — 
this  pit  below  the  Grand  Committee 
!Room  would  have  a  fall  of  1  foot  in  12  ? 
Why,  it  would  almost  be  a  dangerous 
declivity.  To  quote  from  the  Report  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  this  horse  stand  was  to 
be  placed  on  a  level  about  four  feet  be- 
low that  of  the  present  horse  stand,  and 
three  feet  below  the  floor  of  West- 
minster Hall.  From  the  door  of  the 
Hall  the  distance  to  the  side  of  the 
West  Tower  was  41  feet,  and  descend- 
ing from  the  Hall  to  the  horse  stand 
there  would  be  a  gradient  of  1  foot  in 
13 — a  gradient  which  must  prove  not 
only  inconvenient,  but  dangerous.  From 
the  nearest  carriage  way  from  St.  Mar- 
garet's to  the  stand  was  a  distai^ee  of 
130  feet,  and  the  gradient  would  be 
1  foot  in  1 1 .  Hon .  Members*  horses  were 
to  go  down  that  gradient  into  a  pit  in 
which  the  gradient  on  one  side  was  1 
foot  in  12,  and  1  foot  in  13  on  the 
other.  Then,  what  was  to  become  of 
the  Grand  Committee  assembled  up- 
stairs when  the  horses  were  there? 
The  effluvia  from  the  horses  could  not 
be  kept  out  of  the  rooms  for  the  Grand 
Committees  if  the  windows  were  ever  to 
be  opened  for  ventilation  at  all;  and  no 
doubt,  if  the  Grand  Committee  had  been 
sitting  during  the  hot  summer  they  had 
been  having,  they  would  have  had  the 
windows  open,  and  if  so  the  smell  would 
have  been  as  disagreeable  as  anything 
that  could  be  conceived.  When  his 
hon.  Friend  asked  how  this  question  of 
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ventilation  was  to  be  managed,  what 
would  the  Committee  suppose  was  the 
solution  of  the  ventilation  question? 
It  was  proposed  to  dose  the  window 
of  the  Grand  Committee  Boom  in  order 
that  the  smell  from  the  horses  below 
might  not  prove  too  strong ;  but  there 
was  to  be  a  movable  window  on  the 
other  side.  But  how  was  it  supposed 
they  were  going  to  ventilate  the  under- 
ground cellar  full  of  horses  below  ?  It 
was  proposed  to  have  a  shaft  and  fan 
driven  by  gas,  steam,  or  water.  This 
fan  was  to  be  employed  to  exhaust  the 
air  in  this  cellar  into  which  hon. 
Members  were  to  put  their  horses. 

He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to 
show    that    the    Committee    ought  to 

?ause  before  it  accepted  this  scheme. 
let  them  recollect  that  next  year  there 
would  be  a  new  House  of  Commons; 
the  number  of  Members  of  the  House 
would  be  considerably  increased;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  very  anxious  and 
active  service  would  be  required  from 
each  Member  by  his  constituents. 
Everybody  would  agree  that  every  con- 
stituency would  be  interested  in  the  at- 
tendance of  their  Kepresentative.  They 
would  have  to  arrange  the  House  so  as 
to  give  to  Members  facilities  for  con- 
ferences, and  other  conveniences  which 
had  been  for  a  long  time  wanting,  but 
which  must  be  supplied  before  long.  If 
they  were  to  enter  upon  an  expenditure 
of  £25,000,  and  were  to  expend  £10,000 
at  that  moment,  they  would  virtually 
conclude  the  question.  He  thought 
that  would  be  a  fatal  mistake.  There 
was  one  misapprehension,  not  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
on  the  part  of  those  who  were  opposed 
to  Sir  Charles  Barry,  which  he  wished 
to  correct.  It  was  suggested  that  the 
late  Sir  Charles  Barry  wanted  to  remove 
St.  Margaret's  Church.  Now.  according 
to  the  original  design  of  Sir  Charles 
Barry,  who  built  the  present  Houses  of 
Parliament,  the  building  was  to  have 
extended  along  Bridge  Street  and  along 
Parliament  Street;  and  in  connection 
with  extensive  improvements  in  that 
part  of  London  the  removal  of  St.  Mar- 
garet's Church  was  proposed.  There 
were  some  gentlemen  who  stated  that 
St.  Margaret's  was  an  excellent  object, 
and  that  it  ought  to  be  maintained 
because  it  enabled  a  visitor  to  mea- 
sure the  size  of  Westminster  Abbey. 
He  thought  that  nothing  could  be  more 
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absurd.  The  looker-on  would  seethe  mag- 
nificent extent  of  Westminster  Abbey, 
and  then,  as  his  eye  wandered  around, 
be  would  only  say — "What  a  mean  little 
object  that  church  of  St.  Margaret's  is! " 
In  like  manner  it  was  said  that  it  was 
desirable  to  erect  this  little  building,  be- 
cause it  would  look  very  well  in  front  of 
Westminster  Hall,  and  enable  the  eye 
to  measure  the  size  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament ;  but  anyone  would  be  much 
more  likely  to  say — "  Why  in  the  world 
should  you  spoil  that  magnificent  block 
of  buildings  by  building  that  insigni- 
ficant structure  in  front  of  it  ? '' 

He  came  now  to  the  question  of  what 
really  ought  to  be  done,  and  what  was 
wanted.  What  was  really  wanted,  more 
than  anything  else,  was  better  accommo- 
dation for  the  Members  of  that  House. 
The  most  ill-treated  body  of  persons  in 
London  were  the  coachmen  and  cab 
drivers  of  the  House  of  Conamons.  Their 
carriages  had  to  stand  in  an  open  space 
at  all  hours  of  the  night  in  about  the 
coldest  comer  of  all  London,  unable  to 
find  shelter  for  themselves  or  their 
horses,  with  the  wind  sweeping  across 
the  bridge  from  the  north-east.  He 
thought  it  was  absolutely  essential  that 
both  coachmen  and  horses  should  be 
provided  with  some  protection ;  but  let 
it  be  a  structure  which  should  show 
what  it  was  for.  What  was  really  wanted 
was  a  modest  structure  of  glass  and 
iron  as  a  shelter  for  Members'  horses 
and  for  cabs.  But  they  ought  not  to 
put  up  this  wretched  proposed  building 
opposite  Westminster  Hall.  Then,  what 
ought  they  to  do  in  regard  to  the  exten- 
sion of  Westminster  Hall  ?  What  had 
they  done  already  ?  They  had  cleared 
away  the  Law  Courts,  exposed  those 
magnificent  fiying  buttresses,  and  ob- 
tained a  great  open  space  from  which 
such  a  view  could  be  had  of  Westminster 
Abbey  as  had  never  been  seen  before. 
At  any  rate,  let  them  keep  that  view 
until  they  were  obliged  to  block  it  up. 
Let  them  lay  down  the  open  space  with 
turf;  let  them  repair  these  flying  but- 
tresses, and  let  them  stand  out  in  all 
their  magnificence,  just  as  the  fiying 
buttresses  now  presented  themselves  at 
the  Chapter  House  at  Westminster 
Abbey  ;  let  them  hide  the  top  of  West- 
minster Hall  by  a  modest  embattlement, 
and  by  so  doing  take  off  some  of  its 
present  unsightly  appearance;  but  do 
not  let  them  go  and  put  up  this  building 


with  a  double  cloister,  under  the  pre- 
tence that  they  were  going  to  give  in- 
creased accommodation  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  expense  of  erecting  it 
would  be  very  great  indeed.  He  had 
almost  forgotten  to  mention  one  circum- 
stance which  was  extremely  condemna- 
tory of  the  present  proposal.  If  hon. 
Members  would  look  at  the  windows  of 
Westminster  Hall,  which  were  built 
by  Richard  II.,  they  would  see  that, 
elegant  as  they  were,  they  might  be 
greatly  improved  by  lengthening  them. 
But  what  did  the  architect  do  ?  If  hon. 
Members  would  refer  to  the  plan,  they 
would  find  that  the  architect  had  copied 
these  very  windowsin  the  next  storey ;  and 
that  in  the  third  storey  he  proposed  to 
put  in  a  sort  of  grtlU  which  was  to  be 
converted  into  a  window  of  another  kind. 
In  order  to  get  this  modern  tier  of  copied 
windows  it  would  be  seen  that  he  had 
obstructed  one-third  of  the  really  ancient 
and  historical  windows  of  Bichard  II. 
These  windows  would  be  blocked  up  to  a 
considerable  extent,  in  order  to  show 
the  leading  features  of  the  new  scheme 
in  all  its  ugliness.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  refer  to  the  last  plan  they 
would  see  what  he  meant.  When  he 
asked  them  to  refer  to  the  last  plan,  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  that  plan 
was  put  in  at  the  very  last  moment, 
when  these  objections  to  the  building 
had  been  pointed  out  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick- 
Peddie),  and  when  many  letters  had  ap- 
peared in  the  public  papers  from  eminent 
architects.  There  had  been  a  great  deal 
of  correspondence  on  the  matter.  Archi- 
tects whose  names  would  carry  convic- 
tion with  them  were  opposed  to  the  pro- 
posals which  had  been  made ;  but  they 
would  not  attend  before  the  Committee 
and  give  evidence  when  they  found  that 
they  were  liable  to  be  treated  as  if  they 
were  criminals — endeavouring  to  carry 
out  plots  against  Parliament  and  the 
Board  of  Works.  In  order  to  have 
secured  that  evidence  it  would  only  have 
been  necessary  for  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  to  have  treated  the  witnesses 
examined  before  him  with  greater  cour- 
tesy and  consideration.  The  embattle- 
ment which  was  intended  to  be  put  up 
had  been  removed.  The  Committee  said 
to  Mr.  Pearson — **  Cannot  you  do  away 
with  a  battlement  which  obscures  these 
ancient  windows?"  and  it  was  not  until 
the  last  moment  that  the  plan  the  House 
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now  had  before  them  showing  the  pre- 
sent elevation  was  made.  It  was  not 
submitted,  as  a  matter  of  faot,  until  the 
very  last  meeting  of  the  Committee. 
Whatever  the  elevation  might  be,  he 
felt  bound  to  protest  against  the  erection 
of  a  series  of  rooms  going  up  to  a  loft 
in  Westminster  Hall,  witn  a  miserable 
building  at  the  end  of  the  Hall ;  with 
horses  below,  and  one  door  above  lead- 
ing into  a  room  55  feet  long.  He  asked 
whether,  in  the  name  of  common  sense, 
the  House  of  Commons  was  prepared  to 
sanction  a  proposal  of  that  kind ;  and  in 
order  to  bring  the  whole  matter  legiti- 
mately before  the  Committee  he  would 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £10,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £27,488,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  da/of  March  1886,  for  the  Build- 
ings of  the  Houses  of  Parliament.'*  —  {Mr. 
MiteheU  Eenry.) 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  I  should 
have  been  better  content  to  defer  my  re- 
marks till  a  somewhat  later  period  of 
the  debate ;  but  after  the  severe  com- 
ments which  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  has  made  on 
my  conduct  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  that  subject  was  re- 
ferred, and  which  sat  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  I  feel  bound  to  offer  a 
reply  at  once.  And,  first,  I  would  say  a 
few  words  on  the  composition  of  the 
Committee  and  on  the  attendance  of  the 
Members.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  out  of  the  13  Members  of 
the  Committee  only  eight  were  constant 
in  their  attendance.  That,  however,  is 
not  the  case.  Of  the  13  Members;  cer- 
tainly two  seldom  attended — namely, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone  (Mr.  J. 
H.  McCarthy),  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill) ;  but  when  the  noble 
Lord  was  placed  on  the  Committee  it 
was  not  known  that  he  was  going,  as 
he  subsequently  did,  to  visit  India,  and 
after  the  Committee  had  been  nomi- 
nated I  did  not  think  it  desirable  to 
appoint  anyone  in  his  place.  With  the 
exception  of  those  two  Members  the 
attendance  was  remarkably  good.  I  do 
not  recollect  a  Committee  so  well  at- 
tended by  the  majority  of  the  Members 
composing  it. 

Mr.  MitoMl  Hmry 


Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  I  made 
an  inaccurate  statement  about  the  at- 
tendance ?  

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  I  dare  say 
that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  counted 
up  the  attendance  on  every  occasion  he 
may  find  that  the  average  was  eight. 
But  I  will  undertake  to  say  that  the  at- 
tendance was  extremely  good,  and  that 
there  was  scarcely  one  of  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  who  was  not  con- 
stantly and  actively  engaged.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  present 
First  Commissioner  (Mr.  Plunket)  has 
read  out  the  names  of  the  Committee ; 
and  I  venture  to  think  that  it  would 
have  been  impossible  for  the  House  to 
have  selected  a  Committee  of  better  ma- 
terials, or  to  have  found  Members  to 
serve  on  the  Committee  who  were  more 
competent  to  perform  the  work  they 
undertook.  I  think  that  they  paid  every 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  there  is 
every  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the  re- 
sults of  the  Committee.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
has  commented  on  my  conduct  as  Chair- 
man of  that  Committee ;  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  at  that  time  I  was 
not  only  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
but  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  that 
I  had  instructed  Mr.  Pearson  to  pre- 
pare a  Eeport,  and  that  after  careful 
consideration  I  had  adopted  that  Eeport 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  His 
plans  were  submitted  to  the  Govern- 
ment, who  gave  their  consent  to  their 
being  carried  out.  It  appeared  to  me, 
therefore,  that  I  was  bound  to  stand  by 
Mr.  Pearson,  and  give  him  the  best 
support  I  could.  It  was  not  always 
easy  to  fill  the  two  positions  of  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  and  supporter 
of  Mr.  Pearson's  plans ;  but  I  did  so  to 
the  best  of  my  ability.  Mr.  Pearson's 
plan  was  bitterly  opposed  by  a  small 
school  of  archseologists,  who  wore  deter- 
mined to  destroy  it  by  any  means  in 
their  power,  and  possibly  some  of  these 
gentlemen  were  not  altogether  pleased 
at  being  cross-examined  as  to  their 
own  professional  attainments,  and  as  to 
the  work  they  had  performed  them- 
selves, which  warranted  their  criticism 
of  Mr.  Pearson's  plans.  I  also  thought 
it  my  duty  to  cross  -  examine  these 
gentlemen,  and  also  to  ask  them  to 
state  their  alternative  plans.  Every 
possible   objection    to    Mr.    Pearson's 
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plans  was  accorded  a  full  opportunity 
of  being  heard,  and  every  one  of  the 
points  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to-day  were  brought  before  the 
Committee.  The  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
alternative  plans  suggested  by  these  wit- 
nesses were  ridiculous,  foolish,  and 
absolutely  impracticable.  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  bring  out  clearly  the  alternative 
proposed  by  these  gentlemen,  and  their 
pretensions  to  criticize  Mr.  Pearson's 
plans  in  the  manner  they  had.  I  gave  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr. 
Dick-Peddie)  every  opportunity  for  lay- 
ing before  the  Committee  any  evidence 
he  desired,  and  to  bring  out  every  objec- 
tion he  had  to  the  scheme.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  fully  availed  himself  of 
those  opportunities,  for  I  do  not  recol- 
lect any  case  in  which  the  evidence  was 
brought  out  more  fully,  and  in  which 
every  possible  objection  that  could  be 
raised  was  afforded  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard  by  the  Committee  in  op- 
position to  Mr.  Pearson's  plans.  Every- 
thing was  brought  out  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  full  detail  ;  and  I  really  be- 
lieve that  it  was  impossible  for  any 
Committee  to  go  more  minutely  into 
eveiy  matter  of  detail  which  has  been 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  than  the 
Committee  to  whom  this  subject  was 
referred.  It  would  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult for  me  to  attempt  now  to  go  through 
minutely  all  the  points  which  have  been 
referred  to  and  answer  every  one  of  them. 
I  will,  therefore,  ask  the  Committee  to 
look  at  the  scheme  as  a  whole,  without 
too    minutely    criticizing    the    smaller 

rdnts.  At  the  same  time,  as  I  go  along, 
will  deal  with  some  of  the  objections 
which  have  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  that  they  are  without  foundation. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Galway  seemed  to 
be  under  the  impression  that  I  had  been 
instrumental  in  inducing  Mr.  Pearson  to 
undertake  this  restoration,  and  that  I 
suggested  it  to  him  in  the  first  instance. 
[Mr.  Mitchell  Henry:  Quite  the  re- 
verse.] I  rather  failed  to  understand 
what  part  he  thought  I  had  taken  in 
the  conception  of  these  plans.  There- 
fore, I  will  tell  the  Committee  exactly 
what  occurred.  When  the  Law  Courts 
were  removed,  and  when,  for  the  first 
time,  the  Western  Front  of  Westminster 
Hall  was  disclosed,  it  at  once  became 
apparent   that   some  work   of  restora- 


tion would  become  necessary.  I  took 
the  best  advice  I  could  obtain  as  to 
who  was  the  most  competent  architect 
in  the  country  for  such  work,  and  almost 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  everybody  I 
consulted  was  that  there  was  no  architect 
in  this  country  so  well  qualified  in 
the  matter  for  work  of  this  importance 
as  Mr.  Pearson.  I  consulted  everybody 
I  could  on  the  matter,  and  the  only  sug- 
gestion I  received  was  that  Mr.  Pearson 
was  the  ablest  and  most  careful  architect 
to  advise  me  on  such  important  work. 
I  accordingly  called  in  Mr.  Pearson,  and 
asked  him  to  advise  the  Government  as 
to  what  should  be  done  in  the  matter. 
I  gave  him  no  instructions  of  any 
kind.  I  gave  him  no  hints  as  to  what 
should  be  done ;  but  I  simply  asked  him 
to  advise  the  Government.  Mr.  Pear- 
son, on  being  called  in,  at  once  conducted 
an  investigation ;  and  his  investigation  of 
the  foundations  immediately  adjoining 
the  Hall  at  once  led  him  to  the. conclu- 
sion that  there  had  existed  underneath 
the  flying  buttresses  a  long  two-storied 
building,  probably  erected  by  Richard  II. 
at  the  same  time  that  the  flying  but- 
tresses were  erected  for  the  support  of 
the  Hall.  ^Every  detail  of  that  building 
is  now  known,  with  the  single  exception 
of  the  nature  of  the  windows.  The 
traces  which  exist  of  the  building  show 
the  exact  height  of  it,  the  thickness  of 
the  walls  and  everything  connected  with 
it,  except  the  number  and  nature  of  the 
windows.  It  was  clear  that  it  was  a 
two-story  building,  containing  rooms 
closely  attached  to  the  Hall  itself.  Mr. 
Pearson  recommended  that  an  attempt 
should  be  made  to  reconstruct,  under 
the  flying  buttresses,  a  similar  building 
to  that  which  existed  in  the  time  of 
Eichard  II.,  and  he  hoped  in  this  way 
to  recover  the  aspect  of  Westminster 
Hall  as  it  existed  in  olden  times.  He 
defended  this  proposal  on  grounds  archi- 
tectural, archaeological,  and  utilitarian. 
With  regard  to  the  architectural  reasons, 
it  was  Mr.  Pearson's  opinion,  and  the 
opinion  of  the  most  eminent  architects 
who  had  considered  the  question,  that  to 
leave  the  flying  buttresses  as  they  now 
are,  without  any  addition  whatever, 
would  not  be  sightly,  and  would  be  an 
anomaly  from  an  architectural  point  of 
view.  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  that, 
almost  without  exception  in  old  buildings, 
where  there  are  flying  buttresses  there  is 
an  intervening  building  or  cloisters  be- 
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tween  them  and  the  main  huilding.  In 
fact,  that  is  the  meaning  of  flying  but- 
tresses. They  rise  across  or  over  an  in- 
tervening building,  and  the  cases  in 
which  flying  buttresses  stand  alone  with- 
out such  intervening  building  are  very 
rare  indeed.  No  doubt,  there  are  flying 
buttresses  standing  alone  at  the  West- 
minster Chapter  House.  That  is  one  of 
the  few  cases  in  which  there  are  flying 
buttresses  without  an  intervening  build- 
ing; but  Henry  III.  erected  this  after 
he  had  returned  from  France,  where  he 
had  seen  some  such  flying  buttresses,  and 
he  imitated  what  he  had  seen  by  adding 
buttresses  to  the  Chapter  House  without 
an  intervening  building.  But  it  is  one  of 
rare  exception,  and,  as  a  general  rule, 
almost  without  exception,  where  flying 
buttresses  exist  there  is  an  intervening 
range  of  buildings — cloisters  or  chapels 
— between  them  and  the  main  building. 
Therefore,  in  the  opinion  of  competent 
authorities,  it  would  not  have  been 
sightly  to  repair  the  buttresses  and 
leave  them  in  the  condition  proposed. 
Then,  in  the  second  place,  the  erection 
of  a  building  such  as  is  now  proposed 
under  the  flying  buttresses,  and  con- 
necting the  buttresses  together,  was 
originally  necessary  as  a  support  to  the 
main  wall  itself.  Without  that  junction 
of  the  buttresses  they  would  not  be 
strong  enough  to  support  the  main  wall, 
which  is  not  a  strong  one,  and  upon 
which  a  very  heavy  roof  is  resting. 
Undoubtedly,  in  olden  times,  when  these 
flying  buttresses  were  erected,  it  was 
necessary  to  connect  them  together  by  a 
strong  wall,  which  formed  the  outer  wall 
of  the  main  building.  That  necessity 
still  exists ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Pearson  and  other  eminent  architects,  it 
would  not  be  safe  to  leave  the  flying 
buttresses  as  they  are  without  any  other 
support  from  a  main  wall.  This  addi- 
tion, in  point  qf  fact,  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary in  order  to  give  support  to  the 
outer  wall  and  the  roof  of  Westminster 
Hall.  Thirdly,  there  is  the  question  of 
the  old  Norman  wall  of  the  Hall  itself ; 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pearson  and 
other  eminent  architects,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary,  if  this  wall  is  to  be  preserved 
in  the  state  in  which  it  has  existed 
from  the  time  of  William  Bufus  down  to 
the  present,  with  the  interesting  works 
of  Norman  masonry  almost  on  every 
stone,  that  a  building  should  again  be 
erected  in  front  of  it.     The  hon.  Mem- 

Mr,  Shaw  Le/evr$ 


ber  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie) 
called  a  number  of  witnesses  before  the 
Committee;  but  there  was  not  one  of 
them  who  did  not  admit  that  it  was 
necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  preserving 
this  old  wall,  that  a  structure  of  some 
kind  should  be  erected  in  front  of  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Qalway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  has  expressed  a  con- 
trary opinion.  He  says  that  if  the  wall 
were  left  in  its  present  state,  and  if  it 
were  covered  with  some  indurating  sub- 
stance, it  would  be  preserved ;  but  that 
is  not  the  opinion  of  those  who  are  most 
competent  to  form  one.  The  wall  is 
built  of  soft  stone,  which  the  action  of 
the  London  atmosphere  would  undoubt- 
edly destroy ;  and  if  nothing  is  done  to 
protect  it,  it  will  inevitably  perish  away. 
It  might  be  possible,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  competent  surveyor  of  the  Office  of 
Works,  by  covering  the  wall  with  oil 
every  two  or  three  years,  to  preserve  it 
for  a  time;  but  he  does  not  recon^mend 
this  course,  because  a  coating  of  oil 
would  destroy  the  appearance  of  it  and 
its  colour.  Therefore,  the  conclusion 
come  to  was  that  it  was  most  desirable, 
if  we  wished  to  preserve  this  old  wall, 
that  we  should  reconstruct  the  building 
in  front  of  it  which  existed  in  the  time 
of  Eichard  II.  We  now  propose,  as  far 
we  can.  to  restore  the  main  architectural 
and  archeeologicalf  eaturesof  the  building 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  Mr.  Pearson, 
and  by  erecting  this  range  of  buildings 
to  recover  the  general  aspect  of  the  Hall 
as  it  was  in  early  times.  We  do  not 
pretend  to  say  that  the  galleries  will  be 
an  exact  fao  eimtle  of  what  formerly  ex- 
isted, for  this  reason — because  we  do 
not  know  what  the  windows  were ;  but 
Mr.  Pearson  proposes  to  insert  windows 
conformable  to  the  style  of  the  period 
in  which  the  building  was  originally 
erected ;  and,  as  far  as  we  can  make  out, 
the  restoration  proposed  by  Mr.  Pearson 
will,  in  the  main,  recover  the  general 
aspect  of  Westminster  Hall  as  it  was  in 
early  times.  There  is  a  further  pro- 
posal of  Mr.  Pearson  which  has  been 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way — namely,  that  at  the  Northern  end 
of  the  Hall,  and  at  the  end  of  the  clois- 
ter under  the  flying  buttresses,  there 
shall  be  erected  a  building  at  right 
angles  with  the  Hall — a  building  on  the 
site  of  the  old  Exchequer  Chamber  which 
once  existed  here.  The  reasons  for  that 
are  these.  Mr.  Pearson  says  it  is  almost 
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impossible  to  carry  on  the  cloister  in  the 
Northern  end  of  the  Hall  in  a  satisfactory 
manner  without  some  such  building.  A 
building  at  right  angles  with  the  Hall 
undoubtedly  existed  in  olden  times,  al- 
though its  exact  nature  is  not  known. 
Mr.  Pearson  proposes  to  erect  a  build- 
ing in  the  same  style  as  the  building 
under  the  cloisters,  and  in  harmony 
with  it.  This  building  is  to  contain  a 
standing  for  horses  instead  of  the  shed 
now  erected  in  New  Palace  Yard.  A 
standing  is  almost  indispensable  for  the 
use  of  the  House,  and  it  is  probable 
that  the  large  room  which  will  be  erected 
over  it  may  be  used  for  the  purposes  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  has  endeavoured  to  throw  some 
discredit  upon  this  upper  room  by  say- 
ing that  the  only  access  to  it  will  be  by 
a  single  staircase.  That  is  not  so.  There 
will  be  two.  By  Mr.  Pearson's  plan  it 
will  be  approached  partly  by  a  staircase 
in  the  rorner  of  Westminster  Hall,  and 
partly  by  a  staircase  in  a  small  tower  in  a 
comer  of  the  building.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  to  assume,  as  a  matter  of  cer- 
tainty, that  this  large  room  will  be  used 
as  a  Qrand  Committee  Boom.  There 
has  been  no  definite  proposition  to  that 
effect ;  and  if  it  turns  out  that  it  would 
not  be  convenient  for  that  purpose,  there 
are  many  other  purposes  connected  with 
the  House  for  which  it  might  be  useful. 
The  hon.  Member  has  also  objected  to 
the  rooms  it  is  proposed  to  erect  in  the 
galleries  under  the  cloisters.  The  mat- 
ter was  carefully  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  an  opposite  conclusion 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  They 
formed  a  very  strong  opinion  that  these 
rooms  would  be  useful  for  many  pur- 
poses connected  with  the  House.  The 
range  of  buildings  would  give  a  number 
of  very  excellent  rooms,  which  would 
be  available  for  the  use  of  the  House. 
In  the  upper  floor  there  will  be  three 
rooms,  40  feet  by  20  feet,  and  with  a 
height  of  from  14^  feet  to  17  feet,  while 
on  the  lower  floor  the  rooms  would  be  38 
feet  by  20  feet  and  \Z^  feet  in  height. 
They  woiild  be  lighted  by  two  windows. 
U  it  should  turn  out — which  is  very 
doubtful — that  these  windows  would 
not  give  adequate  light,  it  would  be 
easy  to  supplement  the  lighting  from 
above.  The  rooms  themselves  would 
be  useful  as  rooms  in  which  Members 
could  receive  deputations.  There  is  also 


another  use  connected  with  the  service 
of  Parliament  for  which  they  would  be 
adapted — namely,  as  rooms  for  Royal 
Commissions,  for  which  I  think  they 
would  be  extremely  well  adapted.  It 
has  been  objected  by  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  access  to  these  rooms  would 
partly  be  by  stone  staircases  in  the 
comers  of  Westminster  Hall,  10  feet  in 
height.  That  is  undoubtedly  how  access 
was  given  to  them  in  former  times.  It 
was  my  intention,  if  1  had  remained  in 
charge  of  the  Office  of  Works,  to  try 
by  a  model  how  these  would  look,  and 
whether  they  would  interfere  with  the 
appearance  of  Westminster  Hall.  In 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pearson,  they  would 
not  detract  from  the  appearance  of  the 
Hall.  If,  however,  it  should  turn  out 
that  that  was  not  so,  and  that  the  effect 
was  bad,  it  would  be  quite  possible  to 
place  the  steps  in  the  lower  part  of  the 
gallery  by  sacrificing  a  part  of  the  space 
there,  and  in  this  way,  I  think,  the 
objections  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  completely  met.  The  rooms  in 
the  lower  gallery  would  not  be  so  good 
as  those  in  the  upper  floor,  as.  they 
would  only  be  13  feet  8  inches  in 
height  instead  of  14  feet.  It  is  scarcely 
fair  to  call  them  galleries.  They 
will  be  very  fair  rooms,  available  for 
the  purposes  of  the  House,  and  will 
be  approached  by  stone  steps  leading 
downwards  from  Westminster  Hall,  the 
fact  being  that  Westminster  Hall  itself 
stands  on  a  different  level  from  the  land 
immediately  on  its  West  side.  On  that 
account,  the  rooms  would  open  at  once 
into  the  space  on  the  West  side  of  the 
Hall ;  and  they  cannot,  in  any  true  or 
proper  sense  of  the  term,  be  called 
cellars.  I  have  now  described  what  are 
the  proposals  of  Mr.  Pearson,  which, 
after  careful  inquiry,  received  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Committee  to  which  I  have 
referred.  I  have  now  to  point  out  to 
the  Committee  what  are  the  main 
grounds  of  opposition  to  the  scheme, 
and  the  alternative  proposed  by  those 
who  object.  Objection  has  been  raised 
to  these  plans  from  very  different  points 
of  view,  and  it  comes  from  two  quarters 
principally.  In  the  first  place,  it  comes 
from  those  who  think  that  Sir  Charles 
Barry's  original  plan  for  the  comple- 
tion of  this  great  Palace  should  be  car- 
ried out ;  and,  secondly,  it  comes  from 
a  group  of  archseologists,  to  whom  I 
have  ahready  referred,  and  of  whom  I 
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Bhall  speak  again  shortly.  No  doubt 
Sir  Charles  Barry  made  proposals  to 
extend  the  Houses  of  Parliament  by 
adding  two  other  wings  to  it,  one  of 
which  was  to  proceed  from  St.  Stephen's 
Porch,  in  front  of  Westminster  Hall, 
and  another  wing  extending  from  the 
Clock  Tower  in  the  comer  of  New 
Palace  Yard.  These  new  buildings 
would  have  cost  £500,000.  The  House 
considered  that  scheme  many  years  ago, 
and  I  need  hardly  remind  the  Commit- 
tee that,  after  the  most  careful  conside- 
ration, all  idea  of  completing  this  wing 
was  definitely  abandoned  in  1 865 .  Money 
was  then  voted  by  the  House  for  cover- 
ing with  stone  the  side  of  the  Clock 
Tower,  which  had  been  previously  left  in 
brick,  and  for  surrounding  New  Palace 
Yard  by  an  elaborate  and  costly  griiU 
in  the  form  of  railings.  These  works  were 
wholly  inconsistent  with  the  carrying  out 
of  Sir  CharlesBarry'splans.  Theimmense 
extension  contemplated  by  Sir  Charles 
Barry  was  not  required  for  the  purposes 
of  this  House ;  and  as  it  would  be  very 
unsuitable  and  very  inconvenient  for 
other  Public  Offices  tiie  scheme  was  com- 
pletely abandoned.  Now  that  the  West 
Front  of  Westminster  Hall  has  been  ex- 
posed to  view  it  would  be  a  very  mis- 
taken policy  to  cover  it  up  again,  and 
public  opinion  would  not  justify  conceal- 
ing it  by  this  proposed  extension.  In 
the  opinion  of  the  ablest  architects, 
Westminster  Hall,  with  its  severer  as- 
pect and  great  size,  combines  well  with 
the  elaborate  and  delicate  work  of 
Barry's  building.  Under  no  possible 
circumstances  can  it  be  anticipated  that 
the  House  will  be  induced  to  sanction 
Sir  Charles  Barry's  extension  at  the  cost 
proposed.  As  far  as  I  understand  there 
is  no  great  necessity  in  this  House  for 
accommodation  such  as  would  have  been 
provided  by  a  building  of  that  magni- 
tude ;  and,  therefore,  whether  we  look 
at  it  from  an  utilitarian  or  any  other 
point  of  view,  I  do  not  think  it  will 
be  deemed  advisable  to  complete  Sir 
Charles  Barry's  scheme.  Looking  at  it 
from  the  opposite  side  of  Parliament 
Square,  I  cannot  but  think  that  West- 
minster Hall  in  the  centre  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  together  with  West- 
minster Abbey  and  St.  Margaret's 
Church,  form  one  of  the  most  pic- 
turesque and  interesting  group  of  build- 
ings to  be  found  in  Europe.  I  think, 
therefore,  the  House  would  be  most  un- 
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willing  to  conceal  Westminster  Hall  by 
proceeding  with  the  scheme  of  Sir 
Charles  Barry ;  and  if  the  House  does 
not  proceed  with  Mr.  Pearson's  scheme, 
I  believe  it  will  be  absolutely  impossible 
to  obtain  its  assent  to  the  completion  of 
that  of  Sir  Charles  Barry.  The  other 
opposition  to  Mr.  Pearson's  plans  came 
from  a  certain  small  school  of  archeeo- 
logists,  who  carry  their  views  against 
restorations  of  all  kinds  to  a  fana- 
tical and  absurd  point.  They  are  of 
opinion  that  if  anything  is  to  be  done 
to  an  old  building  in  the  way  of  addi- 
tion it  should  be  done  in  a  completely 
modern  style,  and  that  no  attempt 
should  be  made  to  restore  what  existed 
previously.  These  gentlemen  are  not 
distinguished  as  architects;  they  have 
not  erected  any  buildings  of  importance. 
They  are  archsBologists  rather  than 
architects.  They  object,  on  principle,  to 
any  restoration  or  reconstruction  of  an 
old  building  on  the  ground  that  it  is  the 
mere  imitation  of  old  work  and  a  falsifi- 
cation of  history.  These  are  the  views 
of  a  distinct  school  of  archaeologists,  who 
consider  that  if  any  addition  to  or  re- 
storation is  to  be  made  of  an  old  build- 
ing it  would  be  better  that  it  should  be  as 
incongruous  as  possible  to  the  building, 
so  as  to  mark  distinctly  that  it  is  modem 
work.  For  this  reason  they  object 
strongly  to  Mr.  Pearson's  plans.  They 
regard  those  plans  as  the  very  embodi- 
ment of  what  they  most  object  to ;  and 
they  are  determined,  as  they  avow,  to 
storm  and  take  the  citadel  and  destroy 
it.  Fortunately,  they  did  not  content 
themselves  with  objections,  but  pro- 
pounded an  alternative  plan,  and  the 
Committee  will  scarcely  credit  what  their 
proposal  was.  It  is  difficult  to  conceive 
anything  more  absurd  or  more  hideous. 
They  all  of  them  admit  the  necessity  of 
erecting,  ag-ainst  the  West  Front  of 
Westminster  Hall,  some  structure  to  pre- 
serve the  old  Norman  wall.  The  structure 
they  recommend,  in  lieu  of  that  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Pearson,  is  to  be  of  wood 
and  plaster,  after  the  fashion  of  the  old 
buildings  to  be  found  in  Cheshire— the 
wood  painted  black,  and  the  plaster 
white,  with  two  rows  of  small  windows 
in  it,  by  means  of  which  the  old  wall  can 
be  examined.  No  utilitarian  use  is  to  be 
made  of  the  building,  and  the  sole  object 
of  it  is  to  preserve  the  walls  behind  it. 
They  admitted  that  such  a  building 
would  not  be  sightly.    They  contem. 
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plated  that  Sir  Charles  Barry's  wing 
would  hide  it  from  view ;  and  when  I 
asked  what  they  would  do  if  Parlia- 
ment should  decide  not  to  erect  that 
wing,  they  suggested  that  the  struc- 
ture might  be  planted  out.  It  is 
scarcely  necessary  further  to  criticize 
that  foolish  and  impossible  plan,  yet  it 
is  the  only  alternative  suggested  by  any 
of  the  witnesses  called  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie). 
On  the  other  hand,  five  of  the  leading 
architects  of  the  day  were  called  by  him, 
who  joined  in  emphatic  condemnation 
of  this  alternative  proposal.  They  were 
Mr.  Christian,  the  President  of  the  In- 
stitution of  Architects,  Mr.  Blomfield, 
Mr.  Waterhouse,  Mr.  Oldrid  Scott,  and 
Mr.  Brooks,  and  they  gave  a  general 
approval  of  Mr.  Pearson^  plans.  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  impossible  to  find  five 
greater  architects,  or  men  of  a  more  re- 
presentative character.  [Mr.  Caven- 
DisH  Bentinck  :  But  they  are  all  of  one 
school.]  That  is  true ;  but  it  is  a  very 
important  school,  and  the  school  best 
acquainted  with  the  style  of  the  ad- 
jacent buildings.  As  I  have  said,  they 
all  united  in  condemning  the  plans  of 
the  archaeologists  I  have  referred  to,  and 
they  all  united  in  approving  in  the  main 
Mr.  Pearson's  proposals.  There  was, 
indeed,  a  difiPerence  of  opinion  between 
them  as  to  whether  the  proposed  build- 
ing under  the  buttresses  should  have 
two  stories  or  one  storey.  Two  of  them 
were  of  opinion  that  a  building  of  one 
storey  under  the  buttresses  would  be  pre- 
ferable to  two  stories,  and  in  deference 
to  the  views  of  the  Committee  Mr.  Pear- 
son proposed  plans  for  a  one-storied 
building ;  models  were  erected  on  the 
side  of  the  Hall  of  both  his  plans. 
When  these  were  completed  the  two 
architects  who  had  originally  favoured 
the  one-storied  building  came  before 
the  Committee  and  stated  that  they 
wished  to  be  re-examined  on  that  -ques- 
tion. They  said  that,  having  seen  the 
models  of  the  two-storied  building,  they 
had  completely  chcmged  their  mind ;  and 
they  desired  to  state  to  the  Conmiit- 
tee  that,  in  their  opinion,  Mr.  Pearson 
had  been  perfectly  right  in  proposing  a 
two-storied  building,  and  that  they  with- 
drew their  objection  to  it.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
who  had  also  been  in  favour  of  a  one- 
storied  building  changed  their  opinion 
in  consequence  of  having  seen  the  erec- 
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tion  I  have  referred  to ;  and  the  result 
was  that  the  Committee  were  almost 
unanimously  in  favour  of  a  two-storidd 
building,  and  Mr.  Pearson  himself  said 
that  the  models  had  convinced  him  more 
than  ever  that  the  higher  or  two- 
storied  building  was  the  best.  In  de- 
ference, however,  to  the  opinions  of 
some  Members  of  the  Committee,  who 
thought  that  the  building  proposed  by 
Mr.  Pearson  did  not  show  enough 
of  the  windows  of  the  Hall,  and  sug- 
gested that  it  concealed  too  much  of 
the  fiying  buttress,  Mr.  Pearson  made 
a  further  alteration  in  his  plan,  which 
hon.  Members  will  find  in  the  last  Be- 
port  laid  before  the  House.  He  consented 
to  lower  somewhat  the  height  of  the 
wall  in  the  two-storied  building,  and  he 
has  substituted  for  the  battlemented 
parapet  a  plain  coping,  the  result  of  which 
will  be  that  the  upper  windows  of  the 
Hall  will  be  almost  completely  open — 
that  is  to  say,  the  building  will  leave 
exposed  a  great  deal  more  of  the  flying 
buttresses  and  upper  tier  of  windows  to 
be  seen  from  a  distance.  The  plan  thus 
adopted  will  be  found  at  the  end  of  the 
Appendix;  it  met  with  the  unanimous 
approval  of  the  Committee,  with  the  exr 
ception  of  the  two  Members  already 
alluded  to.  I  have  now  to  submit  that 
after  this  discussion  has  taken  place, 
and  after  the  long  inquiry  before  the 
Select  Committee,  the  Committee  should 
come  to  a  conclusion  on  this  subject.  I 
have  not  personally  approached  the 
matter  in  any  dogmatic  spirit,  nor  have 
I  intruded  my  own  views  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  on  the  contrary,  I  have  been  most 
anxious  to  assist  in  arriving,  if  possible, 
at  a  unanimous  opinion  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee.  In  matters  of  this 
kind  I  think  that  we  should  be  guided 
by  the  highest  architectural  authority 
of  the  day.  I  believe  that  the  plan 
of  Mr.  Pearson  has  received  the  sup- 
port and  approval  of  the  highest  pro- 
fessional men  in  the  country,  and  it  is 
in  that  sense  that  I  put  it  before  the 
Committee.  I  will  only  express  my 
belief  that  the  treatment  of  Westmin- 
ster Hall  proposed  by  Mr.  Pearson  can 
be  justified  on  archssological,  historical, 
ana  architectural  grounds,  and  that 
when  his  plan  is  completed  the  Hall 
will  combine  with  the  other  buildings 
around  it  in  a  manner  that  will  be 
worthy  of  its  ancient  associations  and 
fame,  and  worthy  of  the  most  splendid 
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and  interesting  architectural  group  in 
Europe. 

Me.  DICK-PEDDIE  said  that  when 
the  Vote  for  Westminster  Hall  was  be- 
fore the  Committee  last  year  he  op- 
posed it  on  three  groimds — £rst,  because 
the  proposed  buildings  were  not  a  re- 
storation of  the  West  side  of  the  Hall ; 
secondly,  because,  on  artistic  grounds, 
they  were  objectionable  ;  and,  thirdly, 
because  the  accommodation  to  be  pro- 
vided by  them  was  not  needed,  and  was 
of  a  very  unsatisfactory  kind.  After 
serving  on  the  special  Committee  which 
had  considered  the  plans — and  he  might 
say  that  he  was  not  one  of  those  Mem 
bers  of  the  Committee  to  whom  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  had  referred  as  having 
been  seldom  present  at  the  meetings  of 
the  Committee,  for  he  had  been  con- 
stantly present  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end  of  its  Sittings — he  had  been 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  objec- 
tions he  had  ventured  to  submit  to  the 
Committee  last  year  were  only  too  well 
founded.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  said  that  day 
tbat  the  opposition  to  the  plans  for 
carrying  out  which  a  Vote  was  now 
asked  proceeded  from  two  classes  of  per- 
sons—first,  those  who  desired  to  see  Sir 
Charles  Barry's  designs  carried  out; 
and,  secondly,  those  who  belonged  to  a 
peculiar  archaeological  school,  of  whom 
ne  spoke  in  a  contemptuous  way,  and 
whom  he  described  as  persons  who  were 
opposed  to  all  restoration.  He  (Mr. 
Dick-Peddie)  did  not  belong  to  either 
of  those  classes.  As  his  proposed  He- 
port  showed,  he  did  not  advocate  the 
carrying  out  of  Sir  Charles  Barry's  de- 
signs, no  present  need  of  the  accommoda- 
tion it  proposed  to  provide  having  been 
shown;  neither  was  he  in  sympathy 
with  the  school  of  archeeologists  referred 
to,  as  he  had  no  objection  to  archi- 
tectural restoration  where  there  were 
data  on  which  a  true  restoration 
might  be  based.  His  first  objection 
to  the  plans  was  still,  as  it  was  last 
year,  that  they  had  no  claim  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  restoration.  .  Now,  he 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that  it 
was  chiefly  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a 
restoration  that  the  plans  were  origin- 
ally put  before  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  country  as  worthy  of  accept- 
ance.   They  were  described  as  <*  Plans 
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for  the  Restoration  of  Westminster 
Hall."  The  Committee  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  '*  Plans 
for  the  Restoration  of  the  West  side  of 
Westminster  Hall."  The  Vote  was  de- 
scribed in  the  Estimates  as  **for  the 
Restoration  of  Westminster  Hall.  Mr. 
Pearson,  in  his  Report  (Appendix  No.  1, 
page  156),  said,  his  object 

**haB  been,  consistently  with  present  re- 
quirements, to  recover  the  aspect  which  it " — 
that  was,  the  West  side  of  the  Hall — "pre- 
sented in  Richard  II. *s  time." 

He  further  said,  (Appendix  No.  1,  page 
156),  after  describing  certain  details  of 
his  design — 

**  In  fact,  but  very  little  of  the  restoration  is 
conjectural ; " 

and  he  spoke  of  the  projecting  building 
at  the  North- West  angle,  which  was  to 
stand  on  the  site  of  a  building  of 
Henry  III.'s  time  that  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  restore,  in  words  which  implied 
that  for  the  rest  of  his  design  he  did 
claim  that  it  was  truly  a  restoration. 
He  said  in  his  Report  (Appendix  1, 
page  151)  that  he  had  designed  the 
building  on  the  site  referred  to 

"  In  character  with  Eichard  II. 's  work,  con- 
sidering the  data  insufficient  to  warrant  any 
attempted  restoration  of  the  work  of  Henry 
III." 

He  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  was  satisfied  that 
there  were  more  data  on  which  to  found 
a  restoration  of  this  building  of  Henry 
III.  than  there  were  for  restoring  any 
part  of  Richard  II. 's  work.  In  the  answer 
to  the  first  question  put  to  him,  Mr. 
Pearson  spoke  of  his  plans  as  a  '*  restora- 
tion," and  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
examination  by  the  Chairman  this  re- 
presentation of  his  designs  was  kept  up. 
But  when  he  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  came 
to  cross-examine  Mr.  Pearson,  the  claim 
that  the  plans  were  a  restoration  was 
entirely  destroyed  ;  it  had  been  formally 
given  up  in  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee,  and  there  was  no  longer  the 
pretence  that  the  Hall  was  to  be  "re- 
stored" to  its  original  state.  He  might 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  chief 
feature  in  the  designs  was  the  erection  of 
a  two-storied  building  between  the  but- 
tresses. In  each  bay,  that  was  the  por- 
tion of  the  building  between  the  two 
buttresses,  the  lower  storey  had  two  wide 
low  arches  formed  in  it,  and  the  upper 
storey  was  to  have  two  windows  almost 
exact  reproductions  of  the  windows  of 
the  Hall    Those  windows  were  s^m* 
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metrically  placed  ;  the  wall  head  was  to 
be  aurmonnted  with  an  embattled  parapet 
and  cope.  Mr.  Pearson's  authority  for 
the  design  of  the  lower  storey  was  a  plan 
by  Capon  to  be  found  in  the  Appendix. 
But  Mr.  Pearson  was  compelled  to  ad- 
mit that  what  Capon's  plan  showed  was 
not  two  arches  in  each  bay,  but  one 
wide  low  arch  instead  of  two  as  shown 
in  the  designs.  For  the  windows  in  the 
upper  storey  Mr.  Pearson  appealed  to  a 
plan  by  Sir  Christopher  Wren,  which 
was  also  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Report ; 
hut  he  had  to  admit  in  examination  that 
Wren's  plan  showed  not  two  windows  in 
each  bay,  symmetrically  arranged,  but 
that  it  showed  in  some  of  the  bays  one 
window  only  in  the  centre,  and  in  others 
two  windows  irregularly  placed,  and  that 
of  the  size  and  form  of  the  windows  it 
gave  no  indication  at  all.  Mr.  Pearson 
had,  indeed,  in  reply  to  the  last  question 
which  he  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  put  to  him, 
which  was  if  he  could  state  shortly  what 
part  of  his  design  was  restoration,  to 
admit  that  nothing  was  rebtoration  but 
the  base  of  the  wall,  its  height,  and  the 
fact  that  there  were  windows  having 
each  two  lights  in  it.  Well,  even  as  to 
the  height  Mr.  Pearson  was  wrong  in  the 
estimation  of  the  Select  Committee,  for 
in  their  Keport  they  recommended  the 

"Lowering  of  the  wall,  and  that  a  plain 
coping  should  he  substituted  for  the  battle- 
mented  coping.  There  is,  they  might  observe, 
no  direct  evidence  that  the  original  wall  had 
panpeta." 

But  the  whole  architectural  design  in 
this  wall  lay  in  the  parapet  and  the 
windows  ;  and  if  there  was  not  reliable 
evidence  for  the  existence  on  the  design  of 
the  former,  nor  for  the  size  or  number  or 
shape  and  distribution  of  the  latter,  the 
claim  for  the  design  as  a  restoration  he 
said  was  completely  destroyed,  and  all  that 
remained,  even  according  to  Mr.  Pear- 
son, was  the  fact  that  they  were  to  have 
a  new  wall  in  the  same  position  as  an 
old  one.  That  a  wall  did  at  one  time 
exist  in  this  pt)sition  was  unquestion- 
able; but  as  to  its  height  there  was 
great  doubt,  and  whatever  that  height 
might  have  been  in  comparatively  recent 
times  there  were  absolutely  no  data 
whatever  for  determining  what  it  was  in 
Bichard  II.'s  time.  But  there  was  conclu- 
sive evidence  given  by  Mr.  Scott,  a  wit- 
ness brought  in  support  of  the  design, 
and  of  Mr.  Brock,  who  had  more  atten- 
tively studied    the    indications  of   the 
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building  than  any  other  witness,  that 
the  wall  had  not  been  at  any  time  of 
uniform  height.  He  was  sorry  that  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind,  of  a  highly  tech- 
nical character,  the  Members  of  the 
House  could  not  be  expected  to  read 
the  long  evidence  that  had  been  brought 
forward.  He  was  satisBed  that  any  Mem- 
bers who  did  read  it  could  come  to  no 
other  conclusion  than  that  there  was  no 
evidence  at  all  on  which  to  found  any 
restoration  of  the  building  **to  the  aspect 
which  it  presented  in  Richard  II. *s  time." 
But  while  Mr.  Pearson  professed  to  re- 
store what  there  was  no  data  for  restor- 
ing, he  did  not  restore  features  which 
the  building  undoubtedly  did  possess  at 
whatever  date  it  existed.  There  did  un- 
doubtedly exist,  as  Mr.  Pearson  himself 
had  pointed  out,  cross  walls,  extending 
from  the  side  of  the  Hall  to  the  but- 
tresses. These  he  did  not  restore.  Again, 
Sir  Christopher  Wren*s  plan  showed  that 
a  number  of  fire-places  existed  in  the 
old  building  which  must  have  had  tall 
chimneys  rising  above  the  wall  heads. 
Neither  fire-places  nor  chimneys  were 
shown  in  Mr.  Pearson's  designs.  In 
fact,  Mr.  Pearson  "restored"  that  of 
the  existence  of  which  there  was  no  evi- 
dence, and  he  did  not  restore  that  of 
which  there  was  clear  evidence.  A  very 
important  fact,  bearing  on  the  date  of 
the  building  which  at  one  time  existed 
on  the  site,  was  that  according  to  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Stevenson,  the  accuracy 
of  which  was  in  effect  admitted  by  Mr. 
Pearson,  the  only  portion  of  the  cope 
which  remained  when  he  inspected  the 
old  walls  was,  as  shown  by  its  mouldings, 
of  later  date  than  Bichard  II.'s  time.  He 
had  said  that  there  were  more  data  on 
which  to  found  a  restoration  of  the 
building  of  Henry  III.  at  the  North- 
West  angle  of  the  wall,  than  of  the  build- 
ings of  Richard  II.'s  time.  In  fact,  that 
building  was  in  existence  till  1806,  and 
a  beautiful  drawing  made  by  Capon  in 
that  year,  and  copied  in  plate  No.  24  of 
the  Appendix  to  the  Beport,  showed  its 
character  so  distinctly  that  it  might 
easily  have  been  reproduced.  He 
wished  to  put  strongly  before  the 
Committee  that  even  had  it  been  pos- 
sible to  ascertain  the  exact  nature 
of  the  buildings  of  Bichard  II.  and  to 
restore  them,  their  restoration  would 
not  have  been  desirable  when  it  had 
become  impossible  to  show  the  buildings 
under  conditions  at  all  similar  to  those 
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under  whicli  tbey  had  originally  existed. 
The  Select  Committee  gave,  as  one  of 
their  conclusions,  that  Eichard  II.'s 
building  was  intended  to  be  seen.  No 
one  had  ever  questioned  that.  What 
was  questioned  was,  whether  they  were 
intended  to  be  seen  in  an  extensive 
view.  All  mediajval  work  was  built 
well  and  made  sightly ;  but  its  designers 
had  too  much  common  sense  to  make 
the  side  of  a  building,  which  was  to  be 
seen  from  the  kitchen  court  of  a  palace, 
of  the  same  architectural  character  as  a 
show  front  to  be  seen  from  a  great  space 
like  Palace  Yard.  Accordingly,  while 
the  front  facing  Palace  Yard  was  made 
digni6ed  and  noble  with  its  lofty  gable 
and  flanking  towers,  the  side  was  made 
suitable  for  a  front  to  be  viewed  from  * 
narrow  court.  It  was  no  doubt  sub- 
stantial, well  designed,  and  well  built, 
but  of  a  plain  character.  Much  evidence 
had  been  brought  before  the  Committee 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  buildings  ex- 
isted formerly  on  the  West  side  of  West- 
minster Hall.  In  the  first  sentence  of  Mr. 
Pearson's  Eeport,  he  said  that  the  Hall 
was  originally  erected  in  1097  by  William 
Eufus  •*  as  the  nucleus  of  an  extensive 
palace  which  he  proposed  building." 
But  a  nucleus  was  a  point  around  which 
matter  was  to  gather ;  and  it  was  rea- 
sonable to  suppose  that  if  this  nucleus 
was  erected  in  1097  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  buildings  must  have  gathered 
around  it  before  Eichard  II.'s  time, 
that  was  nearly  300  years  later.  Well, 
they  had  an  inventory  of  Edward  III.'s 
time,  which  showed  that  even  then  up- 
wards of  300  buildings  connected  with 
the  Palace  had  arisen  round  the  Hall. 
Mr.  Pearson's  Eeport  mentioned  14  of 
those;  but  Mr.  Pearson  thought  that 
almost  all  of  them  were  on  the  East  side 
of  the  Hall,  and  he  said  there  was  no 
evidence  of  what  existed  on  the  West 
side  of  the  Hall  before  Henry  VIII.'s 
time.  But  the  evidence  of  the  eminent 
archsBologists  and  architects  who  had 
studied  not  only  Mr.  Pearson's  Eeport, 
but  every  ancient  record  of  the  indica- 
tions of  foundations  revealed  by  the 
excavations  recently  made,  showed  that 
not  only  the  greater  number  of  the  14 
buildings  mentioned  by  Mr.  Pearson, 
but  many  more  of  the  100  buildings  in 
Edward  III.'s  inventory,  were  on  the 
West  side  of  the  Hall,  and  that  the  Hall 
was  so  densely  closed  in  on  that  side  that 
not  more  than  two  of  its  bays  could  have 

J(V.  J)icl''Peddie 


been  seen  from  any  point  so  far  removed 
from  it  as  St.  Margaret  Street,  and  that 
that  limited  amount  could  have  been 
seen  from  only  one  point— namely,  the 
opening  of  the  Fish  Yard.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  was  Chairman  of 
the  Select  Committee  had  spoken  dis- 
paragingly of  these  archseologists ;  but 
they  were  gentlemen  quite  as  eminent 
as  architects  as  the  witnesses  brought  in 
support  of  Mr.  Pearson's  designs,  while 
they  added  to  their  acquirements  as 
architects  an  archfieological  knowledge 
to  which  none  of  the  witnesses  in  sup- 
port of  Mr.  Pearson  could  pretend.  He 
would  point  out  that  not  one  of  Mr. 
Pearson's  witnesses  claimed  to  have  any 
knowledge,  except  from  Mr.  Pearson's 
Eeport,  of  the  state  of  the  buildings 
around  the  Hall  in  olden  times.  Three  of 
them  admitted  that  they  had  not  studied 
the  question  at  all;  the  rest  admitted 
that  what  knowledge  they  had  was  de- 
rived from  Mr.  Pearson's  Eeport.  He 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  had  pointed  that  out 
during  the  proceedings  of  the  Select 
Committee,  and  Mr.  Pearson  was  recalled 
and  defended  his  witnesses  by  saying 
that  they  had  studied  the  question  be- 
cause they  had  read  his  Eeport.  But 
the  correctness  of  his  Eeport  was  the 
very  matter  in  dispute ;  and  statements 
confessedly  based  only  on  the  study  of 
the  Eeport  were  absolutely  useless  for 
establishing  its  authority.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  read  the  evidence  they  would 
find  that,  with  the  exception  of  Mr. 
Pearson's  own  evidence,  the  whole 
weight  of  archasological  evidence  was 
on  one  side,  and  that  it  conclusively  es- 
tablished that  the  West  side  of  the  Hall 
could  only  be  seen  in  small  portions  at 
a  time  and  from  narrow  kitchen  courts. 
To  reproduce  and  present  ^  front  in- 
tended to  be  thus  seen,  even  if  it  could 
be  ascertained  what  it  was  as  a  featiure 
in  a  wide  view  from  an  extended  open 
space,  would  be  a  serious  mistake  and 
violation  of  the  spirit  which  animated 
mediaeval  architects.  Of  the  architec- 
tural merits  of  the  design  he  would  say 
little.  Most  hon.  Members  had  seen 
the  models  recently  put  up,  and  could 
form  their  own  judgment  of  their  effect; 
but  he  would  point  out  that  the  models 
failed  to  give  a  true  impression  of  the 
complete  design,  because  they  did  not 
show  the  building  which  was  to  project 
from  the  Hall  at  its  North-West  angle. 
Everyone  who  looked  at  th^  West  side 
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of  Westminster  Hall  must  be  satisfied 
that  the  effect  of  erecting  a  two-storied 
bailding  between  the  buttresf^es  must 
be  to  shut  out  to  a  great  extent  from  view 
the  most  important  arcbiteotural  features 
which  the  Hall  possessed.  Those  were 
the  row  of  windows  and  the  flying  but- 
tresses. Of  those  features  some  of  the 
witnesses  had  spoken  in  the  strongest 
terms  of  admiration.  Mr.  Ewan  Chris- 
tian spoke  of  the  *'  magnificent  series  of 
windows,"  and  Mr.  Scott  spoke  of 
the  filing  buttresses  as  being  ''the 
most  striking  part  of  the  whole  build- 
ing/' and  of  what  was  proposed  in 
the  designs  as  to  shutting  out  to  a 
large  extent  the  windows  from  the 
view  of  anyone  standing  in  St.  Margaret 
Street,  and  even  at  more  distant  points. 
Nearly  two-thirds,  or  at  least  one-half, 
of  the  windows  would  be  hidden.  With 
regard  to  the  flying  buttresses,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Qttlway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  had  already  pointed 
out  that,  while  a  small  portion  would 
be  visible  from  the  street,  a  large  por- 
tion would  actually  be  buried  in  the 
proposed  buildings,  and  would  appear 
as  an  unsightly  mass  coming  through 
the  ceiling  of  the  upper  range  of  rooms. 
As  to  the  projecting  building  at  the 
North- West  angle,  the  efl'ect  of  it  could 
not  be  better  described  than  in  the 
graphic  words  of  Mr.  Barry  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee.  Mr.  Barry 
said — 

"It  would  look  extremely  insignificant  at 
the  end  of  a  pile  of  buildings  which  began  with 
the  Clock  Tower  to  the  extreme  East,  cornea 
down  to  lofty  buildings  on  the  site  of  New 
Palace  Yard,  continues  as  a  lofty  building  to 
the  North  end  of  the  Hall,  and  then  all  of  a 
sadden  ie  diminished  to  a  most  insignificant 
bailding  at  a  very  important  point." 

He  would  not  dwell  farther  on  the  ob- 
jections to  the  architectural  effect  of  the 
proposed  buildings;  but  before  sitting 
down  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
what  was,  perhaps,  the  most  important 
matter  for  consideration — namely,  their 
practical  utility.  He  ventured  to  say 
that,  on  the  score  of  utility,  nothing 
could  be  said  in  favour  of  the  designs  ; 
and  that,  he  thought,  was  the  strongest 
argument  against  them.  He  might  re- 
mmd  the  Committee  that  in  the  speech 
which  the  late  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  made  in  support  of  the  designs 
he  did  not  venture  to  say  that  the  ac- 
commodation to  be  provided  was  re- 
quired, or  that  it  would  serve  any  im- 


portant useful  purpose.  It  could  hardly 
be  expected  that  it  should  if  the  course 
of  procedure  were  kept  in  mind.  The 
hrst  thing  that  a  Commissioner  of  Works, 
who  proposed  to  make  any  addition  to  a 
great  public  building,  should  consider 
was,  what  were  the  requirements  of  the 
Public  Service.  He  had  put  to  several 
of  the  witnesses— to  Mr.  Pearson,  to 
Mr.  Barry,  and  to  a  former  First  Com- 
missioner (Mr.  Ayrton) — whether  it  was 
not  usual,  before  instructing  an  archi- 
tect to  prepare  designs,  to  inform  him 
what  were  the  purposes  the  building 
was  intended  to  serve,  and  they  had  all 
answered  in  the  affirmative.  Mr.  Ayrton 
said — 

"  I  made  it  a  positiye  rule  that  the  whole 
exigencies  of  the  Public  Service  should  be  the 
thing  to  be  settled  before  an  architect  is  even 
consulted  at  all  about  a  building.*' 

The  Committee  would  recogni£e  that  as 
consistent  with  common  sense.  In  the 
present  case,  however,  a  very  different 
course  was  followed.  Mr.  Pearson 
said — 

*<  His  instructions  g^ve  him  no  indication 
whatever  what  might  be  the  wish  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment;  '* 

because,  as  the  Chairman  put  it  in  his 
question,  the  Government  **had  not,  in 
fact,  any  wish  at  the  time ; ''  and  the 
Chairman  in  his  own  evidence  said — 

"There  is  a  very  serious  demand  which 
could  not  be  met  by  re-arrangement  of  the 
rooms  already  existing  under  the  roof  of  the 
House." 

And  he  stated — 

**I  gave  Mr.  Pearson  the  most  general  in- 
structions. I  had  at  that  time  no  expectation 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  erect  any  building 
on  the  West  Front  of  the  Hall." 

He  further  said,  after  stating  that  Mr. 
Pearson  recommended  reconstruction  or 
the  restoration  of  buildings  which  he 
supposed  had  formerly  existed  between 
the  buttresses — 

*'  We  then,  for  the  first  time,  discussed  the 
uses  to  which  the  galleries  and  buildings  could 
be  put." 

The  Chairman  had  repeated  that  state- 
ment in  his  speech  that  day,  and  he 
seemed  to  take  credit  to  himself  for 
the  way  in  which  he  had  proceeded. 
He  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  ventured  to  say 
that  it  was  a  great  failure  of  duty 
on  the  part  of  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  the  House  to  defray 
the   expenses    for    carrying    out    the 
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erection  of  buildings,  the  necessity  for 
^hioh  had  never  presented  itself  to  his 
tnind  until  the  plans  were  before  him. 
No  wonder  that,  proceeding  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done,  he  had  first 
submitted  plans  which  showed,  as  the 
only  accommodation  to  be  provided,  a 
carnage  stand  on  the  gronnd  floor  and 
a  long  gallery,  whose  uses  were  un- 
defined, on  the  first  floor,  and  then  a 
eecond  set  of  plans  showing  the  space 
on  both  floors  divided  into  rooms 
for  Committees  or  Commissions.  He 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Plunket) 
would  take  the  matter  into  his  seri- 
ons  consideration,  and  he  could  much 
wish  that  he  had  applied  his  own  mind 
to  the  question  before  submitting  this 
Vote  to  the  House  of  Commons.  Well, 
what  had  been  the  result  of  that  uncer- 
tainty on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman?  They  had  often 
heard  the  late  Government  accused  of 
vacillation.  He  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  had 
no  sympathy  with  those  charges;  but 
he  thought  that  in  this  case  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  shown 
very  marked  vacillation.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  amount  of  accommodation 
which  the  buildings  would  offer,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  upon  that 
important  point.  What  amount  of  ac- 
commodation was  the  country  getting 
for  its  money  ?  He  would  not  dwell  on 
this  point  at  length,  as  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gal  way  had  gone  fully 
into  it.  His  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  of 
the  lower  range  of  rooms  as  cellars.  He 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  would  hardly  be  pre- 
pared to  characterize  them  so  strongly ; 
but  it  was  safe  to  say  that,  sunk,  as 
they  would  be,  below  Westminster  Hall, 
going  to  them  from  the  Hall  would  be, 
as  some  of  the  witnesses  described  it, 
like  going  down  into  cellars.  West- 
minster Hall  was  a  low  building,  and 
the  entrance  to  it  actually  sloped  down 
from  New  Palace  Yard ;  but  these  rooms 
were  to  be  nine  or  1 0  steps  lower.  That, 
he  thought,  was  an  utterly  absurd  ar- 
rangement. Of  the  witnesses  brought 
in  support  of  Mr.  Pearson's  plans,  Mr. 
Ewan  Christian  admitted  **that  he  did 
not  think  the  lower  rooms  could  be  made 
available,"  and  Mr.  Scott  said  *'they 
would  not  be  suited  for  anything  but 
storage."  Well,  those  were  rooms 
which  he  did  not  think  the  country 
ought  to  pay  £1,500  for.     The  upper 
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rooms,  again,  would  be  very  badly 
lighted.  They  would  each  have  a 
lighting  area  of  48  square  feet ;  while 
their  cubical  space  was  about  11,600 
feet.  There  would  thus  be  1  square 
foot  of  lighting  area  to  240  cubic 
feet  of  space.  Now,  in  an  ordinary 
London  drawingroom,  the  lighting  area 
was  1  square  foot  to  about  70  feet  of 
cubic  space.  It  was  suggested  that 
recourse  might  be  had  to  roof  lights. 
But  everyone  acquainted  with  lighting 
knew  that  the  most  disagreeable  mode 
of  lighting  was  a  combination  of  side 
lights  and  roof  lights ;  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  not  far  to  go  to  prove  this,  for 
that  was  the  mode  of  lighting  in  the 
Grand  Committee  Eoom  on  the  same 
floor  as  this  House,  and  a  very  dis- 
agreeable room  it  was.  That  was  not 
the  way  in  which  the  mediaeval  archi- 
tects, of  whose  work  this  professed  to 
be  a  restoration,  would  have  done. 
They  would  have  considered  what 
amount  of  light  was  needed,  and  would 
have  made  the  number  and  size  of  their 
windows  sufficient  to  provide  it.  This, 
like  many  restorations,  professed  to  re- 
produce mediaeval  forms,  while  tbeir 
authors  utterly  failed  to  grasp  the  spirit 
of  the  medisBval  architects.  With  re- 
gard to  the  horse  shed,  he  must  say  a 
few  words.  It  was  sunk  below  the 
level  of  the  Hall,  3  feet  6  inches,  and 
was  approached  by  the  steep  gradients 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Galway 
had  described.  It  was  a  place  of  limited 
height,  the  front  of  it  was  to  be  formed 
by  solid  piers,  with  heavy  stone  arches 
springing  from  them.  The  horses  of 
Members  were  to  stand  there,  and  it 
was  to  have  a  publio  urinal  connected 
with  it ;  while  above  it  was  to  be  the 
large  Committee  Eoom  which  had  al- 
ready been  described  in  the  debate. 
The  effluvia  from  the  horse  shed  and 
urinal  must  ascend  to  this  room,  and 
no  mode  of  ventilation  that  could  be 
adopted  would  prevent  the  evil.  Not 
one  rational  suggestion  was  made  for 
obviating  the  evil.  One  witness  indeed 
— namely,  Mr.  Brooks — had  the  courage 
to  suggest  ventilation  by  a  fan.  He 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  asked  Mr.  Brooks 
how  the  fan  was  to  be  driven,  and  the 
reply  was  **  by  steam,  or  gas,  or  water 
power,''  and  by  that  means  the  witness 
said  the  air  would  be  exhausted  in  five 
minutes.  He  asked  the  witness  whether, 
in  that  case,  there  would  not  be  a  rush 
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of  air  info  the  place  to  fill  the  space 
from  which  air  had  beea  extraotel  by 
the  fan,  and  whether  that  would  not 
involve  draughts  of  air  which  would  be 
injurious  to  the  horses?  Mr.  Brooks 
admitted  that  **it  would  not  be  good 
for  tlje  horses."  In  fact,  the  plan  of 
ventilation  was  utterly  absurd,  and,  if 
adopted,  would  kill  the  horses  in  a  week. 
He  thought  that  to  spend  the  public 
money  in  the  erection  of  buildings  such 
as  had  been  described  should  be  con- 
demned by  the  Committee,  and  that  no 
additions  to  this  great  national  building 
should  be  made,  except  to  meet  some 
urgent  need,  and  after  every  care  had 
been  taken  to  make  sure  that  that  need 
was  met  in  the  best  way.  The  building 
now  proposed  would  be  nearly  useless, 
and  would  only  be  a  record  of  error. 
He  need  not  say  that  he  found  it  no 
agreeable  duty  to  oppose  the  carrying 
out  of  these  plans,  as  he  had  done. 
For  Mr.  Pearson  he  had  the  greatest 
respect.  As  an  ecclesiastical  architect, 
he  was  second  to  none  in  the  profession ; 
but  for  a  building  of  the  kind  proposed 
he  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  could  not  admit 
that  he  was  the  best  fitted.  One  other 
matter  only  he  must  refer  to.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  had 
been  strongly  censured  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway,  for  the  way  in 
which  he  had  treated  the  witnesses  who 
gave  evidence  against  the  designs  of 
Mr.  Pearson.  He  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie) 
was  not  inclined  to  endorse  all  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  said ;  but  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that  he  was  not  surprised  to  hear 
the  charge.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  defended  himself  by  saying  that  he 
was  acting  te  two  capacities — first  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee ;  and, 
second,  as  the  person  responsible  for 
the  plans,  he  having  been  First  Com- 
missioner when  they  were  prepared. 
He  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  had  yet  to  learn, 
however,  that  the  fact  of  a  Chairman's 
filling  a  dual,  or  even  a  triple  capacity, 
was  any  justification  for  treating  wit- 
nesses otherwise  than  with  courtesy. 
He  was  sorry  to  have  to  refer  to  this 
matter.  But  he  felt  it  duo  to  some  of 
the  witnesses  to  do  so.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  constantly,  in  the  Com- 
mittee, made  invidious  comparisons  be- 
tween Mr.  Pearson's  witnesses  and 
those  who  had  given  evidence  against 
the  plans.  Now,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  latter  witnesses  were,  as  archi- 
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tpcts,  quite  as  eminent  as  those  whom 
Mr.  Pearson  had  brought,  while,  as 
archaeologists,  they  possessed  eminence 
and  qualifications  which  no  witness  on 
the  other  side,  except  Mr.  Pearson  him- 
self, could  pretend  to.  The  way  in 
which  the  witnesses  had  been  treated 
had  had  a  bad  effect  on  the  inquiry. 
It  was  an  easy  matter  for  any  architect 
to  bring  forward  five  or  six  friends  to 
give  evidence  in  favour  of  his  plans; 
it  was  a  very  different  thing  to  find  wit- 
nesses to  oppose  them,  for  professional 
men  were  naturally  averse  to  criticize 
the  plans  of  a  professional  brother, 
knowing  how  liable  tbey  became  to 
invidious  remarks.  The  way  in  which 
several  of  the  witnesses  had  been  treated 
had  prevented  other  eminent  architects 
from  coming  forward.  He  had  to  thank 
the  Committee  for  their  kind  indulgence, 
and  he  ventured  to  express  the  hope 
that,  even  now,  they  would  decline  to 
grant  the  Vote  asked. 

The  SECKETAKY  to  the  TREi- 
SURY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  he 
did  not  desire  to  stand  between  the 
Cominittee  and  those  who  were  more 
competent  than  he  was  to  address  them 
on  this  question.  He  wished  to  rise  early 
in  the  discussion,  because  he  wanted  to 
say  that  he  should  speak  only  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  and  not  as 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  seemed  to  think  he 
would  address  the  Committee  in  an 
official  capacity ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  he  had  nothing  more  to  do 
with  this  Vote  than  any  other  Member 
of  the  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  had  spoken  of  him  as  pos- 
sessed of  a  judicial  mind  ;  but,  whether 
that  was  so  or  not,  he  had  never  laid 
any  claim  to  the  possession  of  taste.  He 
always  bore  in  mind  Pope's  lines — 
"  What  brought  Sir  Visto's  ill-got  wealth  to 
waBte  ? 

Some  demon  whispered,  *  Yisto,  have  a  taste.*  ** 

He  only  wanted  to  state  on  what  prin- 
ciple, rightly  or  wrongly,  he  approved 
of  the  plan  before  them.  Certainly, 
he  had  entered  the  Committee  with  no 
feeling  one  way  or  the  other ;  and 
while  bearing  his  testimony  to  the  zeal, 
ability,  and  knowledge  of  Mr.  Pearson, 
he  desired  to  bear  a  no  less  willing  tes- 
timony to  the  ability  and  knowledge  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr. 
Dick-Peddie).    In  fact,  the  hon.  Ucu- 
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tleman's  Report,  which  had  been  moet 
carefully  prepared,  had  formed  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gal  way,  and  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  himself;  and 
he  should  be  surprised  if  it  were  not 
made  the  subject  of  reference  by  subse- 
quent speakers,  because  it  embraced,  in 
his  opinion,  every  point  in  connection 
with  the  subject.  However,  after  care- 
ful consideration,  that  Report  had  been 
rejected  by  the  Committee — ^not  unani- 
mously,  because  there  was  one  other 
Member,  but  only  one,  who  voted  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock.  He 
did  not  propose  now  to  go  into  the  de- 
tails of  the  subject;  but  he  believed 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  plan  which  had 
been  adopted  was  the  best.  What  other 
plan  had  the  Committee  before  them  ? 
They  had  the  proposal  of  the  revival 
of  Sir  Charles  Barry's  plan ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  admitted  that  Par- 
liament had  distinctly  put  an  end  to  any 
revival  of  that  plan.  Although  it  might 
not  be  absolutely  necessary  to  carry  out 
that  plan  that  St.  Margaret's  Church 
should  be  removed,  yet  the  modified 
plans  brought  before  the  Committee  by 
his  son,  Mr.  Barry,  were  extremely  awk- 
ward in  appearance,  the  front  being 
rounded  off  in  a  very  unpleasant  way, 
and  he  believed  that  no  Member  of  the 
Committee  approved  that  plan.  Then 
there  was  the  plan  of  the  wood  and 
plaster  gallery,  which  he  was  not  sur- 
prised bad  been  dropped  in  this  debate* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had 
said  nothing  in  his  speech  with  respect 
to  that  gallery.  [Mr.  Dick-Peddie  :  I 
never  was  in  favour  of  it.]  Of  course, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in  favour 
of  it,  he  withdrew  the  observation  so 
far  as  he  was  concerned ;  but  some  of 
the  witnesses  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  had  declared  in  favour  of 
it.  Then,  as  to  the  third  plan  before 
the  Committee,  that  was  again,  of  course, 
a  matter  of  taste — it  was  to  repair  the 
buttresses ;  in  other  words,  to  rebuild 
them,  as  they  were  so  grievously  out  of 
repair,  and  to  lay  down  grass.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  had  thrown 
out  some  further  suggestion  that  there 
should  be  a  modest  structure  of  glass 
and  iron  for  cabs  and  horses.  He  pre- 
sumed the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean 
that  that  should  be  anywhere  near  West- 
minster Hall.  fM.T.  Mitchell  Henry  : 
No;     On  the  other  side  of  the  Yard.] 

Sir  Hmry  Holland 
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Those,  then,  were  the  three  plans  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  certainly  he 
did  not  intend  to  set  himself  up  as  an 
absolute  judge  of  their  respective  merits; 
but,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  the  Com- 
mittee were  right  in  choosing  the  plan 
which  had  been  most  carefully  worked 
out  by  a  gentleman  thoroughly  com- 
petent, and  which  was  approved  by  the 
most  able  architects.  He  did  not  want 
to  say  anything  against  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  G^way 
upon  that  subject ;  but  he  thought  no 
one,  after  reading  the  evidence,  would 
dispute  that  the  leading  architects  had 
approved  Mr.  Pearson's  plan.  He  would 
now  refer  to  one  or  two  of  the  points 
which  had  been  brought  forward  against 
the  plan.  It  was  said  that  it  would  make 
the  Hall  very  dark,  and  that  was  one  of 
the  reasons  which  had  made  him  desire 
to  see  the  height  of  the  new  buildings 
somewhat  lowered ;  and  he  had  himself 
introduced  the  Amendments  in  the  draft 
Report  which  gave  effect  to  that  view, 
and  which  were  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee. As  the  matter  now  stood,  he 
very  much  questioned  whether  there 
would  be  any  serious  darkness  to  com- 
plain of. 

Mb.    MITCHELL    HENRY:    They 
block  up  one  window  absolutely. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  that  was  so;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  would  be  the  case  under  any 
plan,  as  it  would  be  necessary  in  order  to 
fiuieh  the  North  side  of  the  Tower  over- 
looking the  proposed  cloister.  It  had 
been  said  that  according  to  this  plan 
the  Richard  II.  windows  would  be  shut 
out.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  plan 
originally  proposed  did  shut  them  out 
too  much ;  out  it  must  be  remembered 
that  very  eminent  architects,  who  were 
very  anxious  that  the  upper  parts  of  the  . 
windows  should  be  seen,  were  by  no 
means  desirous  of  having  the  lower  part 
visible.  It  was  desirable,  in  their  opi- 
nion, to  have  this  lower  part  hidden, 
because  the  windows  were  too  short ;  aud 
if  that  part  were  not  hidden  the  defect 
would  be  shown.  There  was,  therefore, 
no  reason  for  the  Committee  to  guard 
against  the  hiding  of  the  lower  parts  of 
the  windows.  A  very  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  windows  would  be  seen  accord- 
ing to  the  amended  plan.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  the  steps  into  the 
Hall.  That  matter  had  been  carefully 
considered,  and  it  had  been  decided  that 
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there  should  be  no  steps  siioli  as  hereto- 
fore had  existed,  and  which  had  always 
been  a  ^eat  blot  on  the  beauty  of  the 
Hall.     The  steps,  if  it  was  necessary  to 
have  them  at  all,  would  be  in  one  corner 
by  the  side  of  the  door.  As  to  the  building 
which  would  go  at  right  angles  from  the 
wall,  he  admitted  it  would  not  be  a  very 
pleasant  thing  to  have  horses  under  the 
room  in  which  Grentlemen  were  to  meet 
for  conferences,  or  for  other  purposes; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  there 
would  be  no  horses  there  until  4  o'clock. 
Members  did  not  come  down  on  horse- 
back before  that  hour,  by  which  time  all 
conferences  would  have  ceased.     He  did 
not,  therefore,  anticipate  that  the  use  to 
which  it  was  proposed  to  put  this  part  of 
the  biiilding  would  be  of  any  inconve- 
nience to  hon.   Members   who  had  to 
make  use  of  those  rooms.    It  was  not 
yet  definitely  arranged  that  the  rooms 
would  be  used  for  the  holding  of  con- 
ferences.    True,  they  might  be  used  for 
that  purpose ;  but  it  was  not  necessary 
that  they  should  be.    And  that  brought 
him  to  his  last  point— namely,  the  resto- 
ration, question,  which  had  been  treated 
bysome as oneof  importance.  He,  for  one, 
as  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  had  not 
attached  great  importance  to  it.     If  the 
plans  submitted  were  consistent — not  as 
a  pure  and  simple  restoration,  but  con- 
sistent with  what  it  was  possible  West- 
minster Hall  had  been  in  the  old  days — 
he  was  prepared  to  adopt  it.     He  was 
prepared  to  adopt  it,  though  it  was  not 
a  restoration.     He  had  put  aside  the 
question  of  absolute  restoration  in  con- 
sidering the  case ;  and  he  was  satisfied 
if  the  proposed  building  was  in  general 
harmony  with  the  simple  grandeur  of 
the  Hall.     He  was  obliged  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  having  listened  to  him,  al- 
though he  felt  he  was  not  dealing  fully 
with  the  points  hon.   Gentlemen    had 
raised  in  their  speeches.     He  had  en- 
deavoured to  deal  with  these  points  when 
the  subject  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Select  Committee.     He  had  had 
constant  discussions  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie) 
on  those  subjects;  but,  seeing  that  that 
hon.  Gentleman's  Eeport  had  been  over- 
ruled, the  Committee  would  not  desire 
to  hear  him  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  go 
into  the  matter  again. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  declared  that, 
from  the  leisurely  way  in  which  they 
had  proceeded  that  day,  it  would  scarcely 


be  credited  by  a  stranger  that  they  had 
arrived  at  the  last  few  hours  of  an  ex- 
piring Parliament.     He  was  of  opinion 
that  a  question  of  this  character,  instead 
of  sufi'ering  by  delay,  would  benefit  by 
it.     Delay  would  prove  that  Parliament 
had  been  wise,  seeing  that  there  were 
such  wide  differences  of  opinion  on  the 
subject,  in  hesitating  and  taking  time  for 
consideration.    The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Gal  way  County  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  had  pointed  out  that  there  would 
shortly  be  a  new  Parliament,  sent  there 
by   a  very  difi^erent  electorate  to  that 
they  had  had  in  the  past.     There  was 
great  force  in  the  observation ;  and  the 
Committee  would  be  acting  wisely,  he 
thought,  in  leaving  the  whole  subject  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  new  Parliament, 
according  to  the  conditions  and  exigen- 
cies which  might  be  found  to  exist  in 
connection  with  it.    The  question  might 
wear  a  very  different  aspect  in  the  future, 
and  the  tendency  of  the  House  and  the 
requirements  of  the  building  might  be 
very  different  to  what  they  had  been  in 
the  past.     Hon.  Members  might  not  be 
disposed  to  perform  their  duties  in  the 
somewhat  leisurely  way  in  which  many 
hon.  Members  had  performed  them  in 
the  present  and  in  past  Parliaments. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  not  going  to 
attempt  to  settle  the  difference  between 
the  two  opposing  schools  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  restoration  of  Westminster 
Hall.     He  would  only  venture  to  say 
that  he  hoped  the  utilitarian  question 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of.     His  own 
opinion  was,  from  the  proposals  which 
were   before  the  Committee,    and  the 
plans  which  had  been  submitted  to  them, 
that  they  were  really  damaging  the  work 
they  had  in  hand  by  a  slavish  adherence 
to   some  medisBval  notions.     The  first 
question  for  them  to  decide  was  what 
could  really  be  done  on  this  site,  bear- 
ing in  mind  the  desirability  of  having 
harmony  of  design,  as  far  as  possible, 
between  the  new  and  the  old  buildings  ; 
but  the  main  question  for  the  moment 
was  whether  an  increase  in  the  accom- 
modation of  the  House  of  Commons  or 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament  was 
required.     If  it  was  not,  he  maintained 
that  there  was  no  hurry,  and  there  could 
not  be  any  hurry  for  pushing  forward 
the  question.     He  wished  to  give  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefcvre) 
credit — and  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
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Qentleman  deserved  a  p^at  deal  of 
credit  —  for  the  masterly  manner  in 
which  he  had  carried  out  most  of  the 
work  with  which  he  had  been  intrusted 
in  connection  with  the  Office  he  had 
held.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had 
immense  ability ;  and  he  possessed  an- 
other quality,  which,  if  it  were  rightly 
directed,  was  invaluable  to  a  Minister 
in  his  position— that  was  to  say,  he 
liked  to  succeed.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  miist  excuse  him  for  saying 
that  in  this  manner  he  had  been  like 
one  of  the  ships  of  Her  Majesty's  Fleet 
— his  steering  apparatus  had  been  out 
of  order.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  admitted  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee that  he  had  a  difficult  function 
to  discharge,  in  being  himself  a  most 
ardent  advocate  of  one  of  the  schemes 
before  the  Committee,  so  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  him,  with  his  zeal 
for  something  to  be  done,  to  sail  with 
an  even  keel;  and  he  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
thought  there  might  be  some  little  foun- 
dation for  the  complaint  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  and  noticed  to  some  extent  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr. 
Dick-Peddie).  He  did  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  altogether;  his 
zeal  had  probably  led  him  a  little  be- 
yond what  some  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
wish  him  to  go.  But  the  point  was  a 
small  one,  and  he  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
would  not  dwell  on  it  further.  He  did 
maintain,  however,  that  there  was  no 
haste  for  the  settlement  of  this  question 
as  it  was  now  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  As  to  the  danger  of  the 
stone  decaying  in  the  winter  if  the  settle- 
ment of  the  question  were  deferred  to 
next  Session,  he  thought  that,  seeing 
that  the  stone  had  been  where  it  was 
for  centuries,  and  had  now  been  ex- 
posed for  a  considerable  period,  they 
might  put  that  consideration  aside.  He 
could  not  believe  that  any  real,  sub- 
stantial harm  would  be  done  to  the 
Norman  masonry  if  Parliament  should 
take  another  year,  or  even  two  years, 
before  coming  to  a  final  decision  on  the 
matter.  He  was  satisfied  of  this— that, 
as  far  as  the  utility  of  the  buildings 
proposed  was  concerned,  a  strong  case 
could  not  be  made  out  for  the  plan  be- 
fore the  Committee.  In  the  first  place, 
his  right  hon.  Friend — as  they  had  been 
already  reminded — with  regard  to  one 
important  matter  connected  with  this 
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subject — namely,  the  question  of  addi- 
tional accommodation  for  Committee 
Eooms,  had  not  thought  it  worth  while, 
in  the  strengthening  of  his  case,  to  say 
one  word  as  to  that  in  his  very  able 
speech.  As  far  as  the  oth^r  buildings 
were  concerned,  there  did  not  seem  to 
be  any  call  for  them  whatever.  In  fact, 
it  seemed  very  uncertain  what  uae  the 
rooms  could  be  put  to  if  really  built. 
Considering  the  enormous  amount  of 
work  Parliament  had  on  its  hands,  the 
expenditure  the  country  was  involved 
in,  and  the  altered  circumstances  in 
which  the  new  House  of  Commons 
would  come  together,  he.  for  his  own 
part,  should  rejoice  if  the  Vote  were 
to  be  delayed  for  another  year,  and 
if  the  responsibility  and  work  to  be  un- 
dertaken in  sanctioning  the  plans  and 
designs  were  left  over  to  the  new  House 
of  Commons  when  it  should  be  elected. 
Of  course,  this  question  was  to  be  looked 
at  from  many  different  standpoints. 
He,  for  one,  looked  at  it  from  a  utili- 
tarian point  of  view.  He  considered 
they  were  paying  a  very  poor  compli- 
ment to  the  men  who  originally  built 
this  magnificent  building — Westminster 
Hall — if  they  assumed  that  they  did  it 
for  the  mere  sake  of  appeiiranoe.  It 
was  one  of  the  most  capacious  rooms  in 
the  world,  and  it  was  manifestly  one  in 
which  utility  had  been  first  oonsidered 
by  those  who  built  it.  When  it  was  re- 
membered that  the  carrying  out  of  the 
proposal  before  the  Committee  might 
necessitate  the  sinking  of  the  floor,  that 
it  would  give  them  an  imperfectly 
lighted  range  of  rooms,  that  care,  had 
not  been  taken  to  arrange  for  warming 
the  building,  and  that  with  regard  to 
ventilation  the  frivolous  proposal  was 
made  that  they  should  have  a  fan 
worked  in  connection  with  the  rooms  in 
consequence  of  the  use  the  cloister 
would  be  put  to,  and  to  prevent  un- 
pleasant odours  annoying  anyone  up- 
stairs, he  thought  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  be  justified  in  hesitating 
before  deciding  the  matter  that  Session. 
It  was  only  due  to  the  new  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  that 
he  should  have  time  to  consider  the 
matter  on  his  own  responsibility.  He 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  did  not  contend  that 
all  wisdom  rested  with  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  see  a 
manifestation  of  it  from  the  other  aide ; 
and  from  no  hon.  Gentleman  would  ho 
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expect  snob  manifestation  with  more 
confidence  than  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  now  represented 
the  Office  of  Works,  and  who,  pre- 
Bumably,  expected  that  he  and  his 
Friends  wonld  have  to  carry  oat  this 
work. 

Mb.  BERE8F0RD  HOPE  said,  he 
should  take  up  as  little  of  the  time  of 
the  Committee  as  possible ;  but  still 
this  was  a  question  upon  which  he 
would  not  be  doing  his  duty  to  his  own 
conyictions^haying  taken  great  interest 
in  the  matter,  and  haviug,  certainly, 
gone  far  to  make  up  the  average  of  the 
Members,  whoever  they  might  be,  who 
had  sat  very  continuously  on  the  Oom- 
mittee— if  he  did  not  take  part  in  the 
debate.  The  difficidty  he  had  expe- 
rienced in  dealiug  with  this  question 
was,  that  he  had  to  deal  with  Gentlemen 
who,  no  douht,  from  most  honourable 
and  eulightened  motives,  had  followed 
the  rule  of  the  -well-known  and  time- 
honoured  game — a  game,  no  doubt,  well 
known  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  called  ''thimble- 
rig."  He  could  not  find  out  under 
which  thimble  the  pea  was.  Some  Gen- 
tlemen, like  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  got  up  and 
fell  very  heavily  upon  Mr.  Pearson  be- 
cause he  was  not  archseological  enough. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  was 
followed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, whose  complaint  against  Mr. 
Pearson  was,  his  aversion  to  such  me- 
diseval  matters  as  the  architect  pur- 
veyed. The  hon.  Member  was  practical. 
Now,  whether  Mr.  Pearson  was  too 
archroological  or  too  practical  was  a 
matter  upon  which  his  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope's)  mind  had  been  in  a  state  of  con- 
fusion and  flux  ever  since  he  came  into 
the  House.  He  had  heard  this  gentle- 
man attacked  with  much  vigour  on  one 
or  on  other  of  the  two  points  mentioned ; 
and,  if  he  remembered  rightly,  one  hon. 
Member  had  attacked  him  on  both. 
That  being  the  case,  what  were  they 
called  upon  to  decide  ?  Here  was  West- 
minster Hall  stripped  naked,  and 
ashamed  by  an  act  of  most  righteous 
judgment  on  the  part  of  the  then  au- 
thorities who  had  pulled  down — and  he 
was  glad  to  find  that  amongst  the  many 
differences  of  opinion  which  had  been 
exhibited  that  day  all  were  at  one  on 
this  question— those  most  hideous  build- 
ingSy  the  old  Law  Courts.    They  had  to 
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be  pulled  down.  ["  No,  no ! "]  Well, 
at  any  rate,  they  were  pulled  down,  and 
Westminster  Hall  was  left  as  they  saw 
it  now  ;  and  whether  the  Estimates  were 
in  one  state  or  another,  whether  they 
were  at  war  or  peace,  every  man  with 
taste  and  common  sense  must  see  that 
it  would  be  a  national  disgrace  to  leave 
that  West  Front  of  Westminster  Hall  in 
its  present  condition  one  day  more  than 
was  absolutely  necessary.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry), 
with  that  bright  imagination  which  they 
knew  was  the  heritage  of  the  Hibernian 
race  whom  he  represented — and  it  was  of 
the  hon.  Member's  official  Hibernianism 
and,  consequently,  of  his  official  repre- 
sentative imagination  that  he  spoke — 
had  declared  that  until  the  Old  Law 
Courts  were  pulled  down  nobody  knew 
of  the  existence  of  the  flying  buttresses. 
That  was  not  the  fact.  Possibly  he 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  had  been  excep- 
tionally placed ;  but  he  had  known  of 
and  had  seen  the  flying  buttresses,  or  at 
least  one  or  two  of  them,  from  the  win- 
dows of  the  official  residence  of  one  of 
the  most  respected  officers  of  the  House. 
Everyone  who  had  been  able  to  look  at 
the  back  of  the  Law  Courts  knew  that 
those  buttresses  existed.  The  point, 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
had  attempted  to  make  out  of  this 
alarming  discovery  of  these  flying  but- 
tresses was  due  to  the  hon.  Member's 
own  bright  imagination.  No  doubt  the 
discovery  of  the  Norman  wall,  in  its 
present  condition,  was  a  new  matter. 
That  wall,  with  its  untouched  face,  was 
a  discovery  of  great  importance,  and 
one  that,  of  course,  modified,  or  ought 
to  have  modified,  the  plans.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
had  said — **  Why  not  put  off  the  thing 
for  a  year?  This  wall,  which  had  existed 
for  centuries,  can  wait  a  year  more,  and 
will  take  no  harm."  But  how  had  it 
existed  for  centuries  ?  Why,  because  it 
was  well  built  up  and  kept  air-tight,  water- 
tight, eye- tight,  and  tight  all  round.  If 
it  were  now  allowed  to  remain  open  for 
even  a  year  to  the  atmosphere  and  the 
weather,  in  time  an  effect  might  be  pro- 
duced upon  it  which  by  no  possibility 
could  ever  be  repaired.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
had  complained  that  the  plan  submitted 
to  the  Committee  would  have  the  effect 
of  partially  hiding  the  flying  buttresses; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  had  studied 
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well— as  no  doubt  he  did  study  well — 
the  full-sized  model  that  was  on  exhi- 
bition a  few  weeks  or  months  ago,  and 
if,  now,  he  would  look  at  the  piofcures 
in  the  Blue  Book,  he  would  see  that  no 
part  at  all  of  the  flying  buttresses  would 
be  shut  up.  They  woidd  be  all  open  and 
exposed  to  the  day.  To  say  that  the 
flying  buttresses  would  be  hidden  was 
a  thing  of  which  the  very  simplest  test 
of  evidence  would  prove  the  unwarrant- 
ableness.  The  hon.  Member  had  grown 
pathetic  when  he  had  touched  upon  the 
question  of  the  amount  of  light  which 
would  be  built  out  of  Westminster  Hall 
by  the  cloister.  There,  again,  he  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  joined  issue  with  the 
hon.  Member,  and  declared  that  it  would 
only  be  an  inflnitesimal  amount  of  light 
which  would  be  shut  out,  if  any  at  all. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie),  essaying  even  a 
bolder  flight,  had  poured  much  ridicule 
and  contempt  on  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  and  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre),  for  saying  that  there 
would  be  two  doors  leading  into  the 
building  which  stood  at  right  angles. 
He  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  had  been 
rather  surprised  at  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's assertion,  for  he  could  not  credit 
it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  would 
make  a  statement  without  knowing 
what  he  was  talking  about ;  but,  upon 
this  matter,  he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
had  looked  into  the  Blue  Book.  He 
had  there  found  two  or  three  plans 
giving  the  ground  and  other  floors,  and 
of  course  a  ground  floor  plan  did  not 
represent  doors  leading  into  rooms 
on  the  stairs  above;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  had  the  patience —  and 
it  would  not  have  been  a  very  long 
or  onerous  task-^o  look  on  as  far  as 
plan  number  six  he  would  there  have 
seen  in  the  Blue  Book  the  two  doors, 
one  at  the  end  and  the  other  out  in  the 
turret.  Therefore,  the  hon.  Member's 
charge  fell  entirely  to  the  ground.  But, 
of  course,  the  way  in  which  the  ques- 
tion was  presented  to  the  Committee, 
who  were  anxious  to  follow  out  the 
question  modestly  and  industriously, 
prevented  them  £rom  being  able  to  do 
so.  With  regard  to  the  rooms,  if  an 
hon.  Member  ventured  to  make  a  pro- 
posal as  to  the  use  to  which  the  ro«ms 
should  be  put,   ho  was  held  for  ever 
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afterwards  to  have  laid  down  an  un- 
alterable opinion  that  that  was  the  par- 
ticular use  to  which  the  rooms  should  be 
put.  If  at  any  time  he  should  see 
reason  to  modify  his  view  ho  was  at 
once  charged  with  vacillation  and 
double-dealing.  That  was  the  complaint 
made  against  a  Member  if,  in  the  course 
of  his  investigation,  he  saw  something 
better,  and  had  sufficient  common  sense, 
when  he  had  made  up  his  mind 
to  something  better,  not  to  stick  to 
what  he  now  thought  something  worse. 
And  so  the  subject  of  the  use  to  which 
these  three  or  four  rooms  in  the  cloister 
should  be  put  was  made  matter  of  con- 
tention, and  for  bringing  charges  of 
vacillation  and  double-dealing  to  an  ex- 
tent which  he  would  have  thought  men 
of  common  sense  would  have  been 
ashamed  of.  The  first  thing  the  Select 
Committee  had  looked  to  had  been  the 
preservation  of  Westminster  Hall  and 
the  safeguarding  of  -the  flying  but- 
tresses; and,  no  doubt,  if  the  House 
succeeded  in  that  object---no doubt,  if  the 
safety  of  Westminster  Hall  and  the  safe- 
guarding of  the  flying  buttresses  were 
secured  by  pleasant  architectural  im- 
provements— ^they  would  be  able  to  find  a 
use  for  the  rooms.  The  rooms  would  be 
40  feet  long  and  20  feet  broad,  and  of 
good  height.  They  would  be  very  use- 
ful, but  there  was  no  practical  purpose 
in  connection  with  the  House  to  which 
they  could  be  applied  at  present.  The 
House  had  no  immediate  use  for  them. 
They  might  be  found  useful  for  confer- 
ences and  for  Members  to  see  their  con- 
stituents in;  but,  such  as  they  were, 
there  was  great  probability  that  they 
might  be  wanted  some  time ;  and  from  a 
practical  point  of  view  they  would  not 
be  unworthy  of  the  adoption  of  the 
House  as  additional  space.  There  they 
were ;  rooms  available  for  something  or 
other.  They  might  be  called  Com- 
mittee Booms.  .  *'  Committee  Boom  " 
was  an  easy  and  a  comprehensive  term, 
and  one  generally  adopted  to  describe 
rooms  used  in  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
The  room  which  would  leave  West- 
minster Hall  at  right  angles  had  been 
much  discussed,  and  when  it  had  been 
mentioned  in  connection  with  Grand 
Committees,  **  Grand  Committees  "  had 
been  made  fun  of.  But  who  had  ever 
said  that  this  was  to  be  a  Grand  Com^ 
mittee  Boom  ?  To  begin  with,  they  could 
not  have  a  Grand    Committee    Boom 
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without  a  Grand  Committee  to  put  into 
it ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  the  House 
by  its  action  that  ISession  was  so  ena- 
moured of  Grand  Committees  that  any- 
one could  say  there  was  ever  likely  to 
be  a  Gband  Committee  to  put  into  this 
room.  If  they  had  another  Grand  Com- 
mittee appointed  in  addition  to  the  two 
they  had  already,  then  it  would  be  time 
enough  to  consider  whether  or  not  this 
room — with  its  two  doors  at  two  ends, 
and  not  with  its  one  door  at  one  end — 
could  be  made  available.  If  not  used 
for  a  Gbrand  Committee,  it  might  be,  as 
had  been  pointed  out,  utilized  for  con- 
ferences or  some  other  purpose.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  Members  for  Kilmarnock 
and  Bradford,  or  any  other  Members, 
desired  at  times  to  meet  their  consti- 
tuents, and  no  doubt  their  constituents 
might  at  times  desire  to  meet  Bepre- 
sentatives  so  well  educated  upon  all 
political  questions  and  so  capable  of 
giving  an  opinion.  It  was  said 
Uiere  was  to  be  no  fire-place  in  this 
room.  One  hon.  Gentleman — he  thought 
it  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
— had  drawn  a  touching  picture  of  the 
men  of  the  olden  time  who  made  real 
substantial  fire-places,  and  the  men  of 
the  present  day  who  could  not  properly 
supply  these  conveniences.  The  only 
flaw  in  the  indictment  was  that  Mr. 
Pearson  did  arrange  for  fire-places  in 
his  designs,  not  on  the  model  of  ancient 
fire-places  it  was  true,  but  with  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  great  knowledge  of  the 
chemistry  of  air  and  smoke,  which 
builders  and  architects  in  mediaoval 
times  had  not  the  least  idea  of.  Mr. 
Pearson's  scientific  knowledge  enabled 
him  to  adapt  his  fire-places  and  chim- 
neys to  the  space  at  his  command.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had  dwelt 
very  much  on  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Brock, 
who  had  come  forward  with  a  theory  of 
his  own,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  could  make  out,  which  was  un- 
supported by  anyone  else.  Now,  he 
gladly  admitted  Mr.  Brock's  erudition,  in- 
dustry, and  antiquarian  ability ;  but  this 
gentleman  was  not  to  be  put  forward  as 
a  man  who  had  only  to  speak  for  them 
to  fall  down.  Some  hon.  Members 
would  kill  Mr.  Pearson's  plan  because 
it  was  not  archaeological  enough,  whilst 
others  would  kill  it  because  it  was  too 
archedological.  Mr.  Pearson's  proposal 
was  in  the  true  spirit  of  archssology.  It 
was  not  an  absolute  restoration  of  what 
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could  not  be  absolutely  restored,  seeing 
that  all  evidence  of  what  the  building 
originally  was  had  perished ;  but  it  did 
take  up  in  a  generous  spirit  the  general 
form  and  outline  of  the  old  buildings, 
and  give  something  which  in  itself  and 
in  its  general  outline  gave  abroad  idea, 
a  pleasant  and  complete  whole.  If 
they  were  to  do  nothing  until  they 
knew  what  building  had  stood  on  this 
site  in  the  time  or  Itichard  II.  they 
would  never  do  anything  at  all.  If 
they  waited  until  they  could  reproduce 
the  whole  thing  the  building  would  re- 
main in  the  condition  in  which  it  was  at 
the  present  moment  for  ever.  It  would 
be  like  the  old  book  of  illustrations  of 
costumes  which  gave  the  dresses  of  every 
country  till  it  reached  England,  which 
appeared  in  the  shape  of  a  man  stark 
naked,  with  some  bundles  of  cloth 
under  his  arm,  unable  to  decide  which 
pattern  he  would  prefer.  They  had  a 
man-  who  was  prepared  to  carry  out 
the  building,  who  was  determined  to 
take  it  up  on  general  lines  and  give  a 
broad  idea  of  what  the  structure  might 
have  been,  and  that  the  Committee  were 
asked  to  adopt.  If  it  were  a  very  ex- 
travagant idea  which  would  cost  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  pounds,  like  Sir 
Charles  Barry's  plan,  then  he  would 
say — **  Have  nothing  to  do  with  it." 
But  what  would  Mr.  Pearson's  plan 
cost  ?  Here  he  would  say  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  not  dealt  quite 
fairly  with  their  figures.  What  made  up 
the  £35,000  ?  Why,  it  was  partly  asked 
for  in  respect  of  the  two  towers  at  the 
entrance  to  Westminster  Hall,  which, 
whether  they  added  to  the  beauty  of  the 
Hall  or  not,  were  not  at  present  to  be 
constructed — a  circumstance  which  some 
people  might  regret  from  a  merely 
artistic  point  of  view.  He  might  be 
one  of  those  people  himself.  He  was 
quite  satisfied  that  from  a  utilitarian 
and  practical  point  of  view  that  part  of 
the  work  might  be  postponed,  and  ought 
to  be  postponed.  That  would  diminish 
the  expense  very  largely.  Another  part 
of  the  expenditure  had  reference  to 
what  must  be  done,  whether  any  plan 
was  adopted,  or  no  plan  was  adopted; 
and  that  was  the  repairing  and  com- 
pleting of  the  ragged  corner  of  the 
building  near  St.  Stephen's  Porch — the 
building  thrown  open  by  the  demolition 
of  the  old  Law  Courts.  Hon.  Members 
would,  therefore,  see  that  one  part  of  the 
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work  was  not  to  be  done,  and  that  an- 
other  might  or  might  not,  but  was  quite 
independent  of  the  proposed  cloister; 
and  in  this  way  the  cost  was  reduced  to 
about  £10,000.  This  would  be,  for  the 
magnitude  of  the  work,  a  most  cheap 
undertaking,  and  he  would  strongly  re- 
commend it  to  the  Committee.  What 
would  its  effect  be  ?  Everyone  who  had 
studied  archaeological  effect  would  know 
very  well  that,  with  all  the  magnificence 
and  grandeur  of  the  Palace,  its  fault  was 
that  it  was  too  regular.  Its  architecture 
had  not  the  light  and  shade,  the  ad- 
vances and  recesses,  of  true  Gothic  work. 
In  the  proposed  new  building  they 
would  gain  that.  The  westerly  building, 
with  its  different  heights,  would  give 
a  lightness,  and  life,  and  vigour  to 
Barrj's  great  pile  which  nothing  else 
could  do.  On  these  grounds  the  plan  of 
Mr.  Pearson  was  recommended  to  the 
'  Committee.  He  maintained  that  the 
objections  were  frivolous,  because  they 
were  inconsistent,  because  they  killed 
each  other.  The  expense  would  not  be 
great,  looking  at  the  character  of  the 
undertaking ;  and  if  the  present  wretched 
ruin  were  left  in  the  condition  in  which 
it  was  at  that  moment  it  would  get  worse 
and  worse.  As  to  leaving  the  work  to 
the  new  Parliament,  he  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  new  Parliament ;  and  his 
opinion  was  that  although  in  some  re- 
spects it  might  be  better  or  worse  than 
the  present  Parliament,  at  any  rate  with 
regard  to  the  considerations  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  now  to  deal  with,  it  would  be 
the  same  sort  of  Parliament  as  that  of 
to-day.  He  thought  the  plea  for  delay 
was  based  on  insufficient  grounds,  and 
hoped  that  the  Committee  would  pass 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  said,  that  in  the  few 
words  he  proposed  to  address  to  the 
Committee  he  would  not  touch  the  sub- 
ject from  either  an  architectural  or 
archceological  point  of  view,  but  would 
simply  approach  it  from  what  he  con- 
sidered to  be  a  practical  business  point 
of  view.  He  had  no  intention  of  saying 
anything  against  Mr.  Pearson,  or  his 
design,  or  the  designs  of  any  of  the 
other  architects ;  but  he  was  one  of  those 
who  felt  that  it  was  not  necessary  in  the 
year  1885  to  ask  what  was  the  intention 
of  an  architect  800  ago  when  he  de- 
signed a  building,  the  accommodation 
in  which,  for  the  purposes  of  the  present 
day,  they  were  considering.     Now,  the 

Mr,  JSeres/ord  Mope 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  last  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  but  one  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  stated  in  his  speech  that 
immediately  the  old  buildings  that  sur- 
rounded Westminster  Hall  were  pulled 
down  he  endeavoured  to  ascertain  who 
was  the  best  architect  for  the  purpose 
of  restoration,  and  that  he  had  selected 
Mr.  Pearson.  He  had  said  he  had 
given  no  instructions  and  no  hints  as  to 
what  should  be  done.  Well,  that  was 
the  complaint  he  (Mr.  Causton)  had  to 
make,  looking  at  the  matter  from  a 
practical  point  of  view.  When  they 
considered  that  the  Westminster  side 
of  Westminster  Hall  was  the  only  space 
available  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Palace,  it  would  be  folly  to  appropriate 
it  until  that  matter  had  been  fully  con- 
sidered. As  to  the  best  plan  by  which 
they  could  make  use  of  that  space  for 
Parliamentary  purposes,  he  contended 
that  the  proper  course  to  have  adopted 
would  have  been  when  that  space  was 
cleared  to  have  consulted  some  autho- 
rities here,  if  not  the  House  generally, 
saying — '*  Here  is  a  space  available  now 
for  the  use  of  Parliament ;  in  what  way 
can  we  best  utilize  it?"  But,  instead 
of  that,  an  architect  was  sent  for  who, 
no  doubt,  was  a  man  of  great  ability, 
and  he  was  told  to  propose  plans  suit- 
able for  the  elevation.  He  (Mr.  Causton) 
thought  that  was  a  wrong  course  to 
have  adopted.  Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  they  had  the  authority  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  in  the  Beport,  when 
he  stated 

**  That,  according  to  his  view,  there  was  no 
very  serious  demand  for  increased  accommoda- 
tion in  the  Houses  of  Parliament  which  could 
not  be  met  by  the  arrangements  already  ex- 
isting under  the  Rules  of  the  House," 

he  (Mr.  Causton),  for  one,  should  cer- 
tainly be  disposed  to  disagree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Holding  this 
view,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  presented 
a  Eeport  which  the  Committee  adopted 
— in  which  he  stated  that  several  rooms 
would  be  conveniently  situated  in  that 
new  building  for  conference  rooms,  or 
deputation  rooms,  for  Members  or  Minis^ 
ters,  or  would  be  useful  for  Eoyal  Com- 
missions, or,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  last  spoke  declared,  would  be 
useful  for  ^'  something  or  other."  He 
(Mr.  Causton)  did  not  think  that  was  at 
all  the  way  to  approach  a  subject  of  this 
kind ;  and,  for  his  own  part,  he  would 
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earnestly  wish  the  Committee  to  adopt 
the  view  suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Uling- 
worth),  who  had  said  he  desired  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
now  filled  the  position  of  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  looking  into  that 
matter  for  himself.  They  had  heard  the 
criticism  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick- 
Peddie),  and  he  thought  he  had  put  it 
perfectly  clearly  to  the  Committee— al- 
though if  he  had  not  made  it  clear  to  the 
Committee  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
did  so — that  the  question  of  restoration 
bad  been  thoroughly  disposed  of.  The 
Committee  in  their  Heport  said  that 
much  of  the  evidence  before  them  had 
tended  to  show  that  they  could  not  go 
beyond  conjecture  as  to  the  building 
which  previously  existed  on  the  vacant 
site,  and  that  much  had  been  directed 
to  criticism  of  Mr.  Pearson's  plan  which 
they  considered  to  be  wrongly  described 
as  •*  restoration,"  on  this  ground — 
namely,  that  the  form  of  the  windows  in 
the  gallery  was  conjectural.  Mr.  Pear- 
son himself  had  fully  admitted  that — 
that  the  windows  in  the  Hall  were  not  a 
restoration  of  what  existed  in  the  time 
of  Henry  III.  He  (Mr.  Causton)  thought 
they  had  disposed  of  the  arguments  of 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
.  anxious  that  the  building  should  be  re- 
stored in  the  form  in  which  the  architect 
800  years  ago  originally  built  it.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  real  wants  of 
the  House  had  not  been  considered  by 
the  Committee.  In  fact,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  never  for  a  moment  sug- 
gested that  anyone  was  called  before  the 
Committee  to  say  what  the  requirements 
of  the  House  were.  And  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rebuked  them  for  that. 
He  took  it  that  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee it  was  the  duty  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  lead  up  to  such  an  inquiry 
if  he  thought  it  necessary;  but  it  ap- 
peared from  the  evidence  before  the 
House  that  that  point  had  never  been 
attended  to  at  all.  He  (Mr.  Causton) 
thought,  for  his  own  part,  that  the  ques- 
tion could  stand  over  for  another  year. 
That  which  was  necessary  to  protect  the 
walls  could  be  done.  They  heard  the 
statement  made  last  year  that  the  walls 
would  be  considerably  damaged  if  they 
were  allowed  to  remain  open  and  unpro- 
tected last  winter.     The  building  was 


not  erected,  and  yet  he  had  not  heard  to- 
day that  any  damage  had  been  caused 
by  that  exposure.  As  to  the  plans  of 
Sir  Charles  Barry,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  opposition  to  the 
Vote  to-day  was  divided  into  two  classes 
— namely,  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
the  plan  of  the  late  Sir  Charles  Barry 
being  adopted,  and  those  who  looked 
upon  the  matter  from  an  archsoological 
point  of  view.  For  his  part  he  thought 
it  would  bo  undesirable  that  Sir  Charles 
Barry's  designs,  or  any  other  architect's 
plans,  should  be  adopted,  unless  the 
buildings  erected  were  suitable  for  the 
purposes  of  Parliament,  and  all  they 
were  asking  now  was  that  the  matter 
should  be  postponed.  He  was  sure  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment,  would  be  quite 
willing  to  adopt  the  suggestion  that  the 
matter  should  be  left  over  for  another 
year.  In  the  meantime  he  hoped  that 
an  inquiry  would  take  place  as  to  what 
thoir  requirements  were.  As  to  the  ex- 
pense of  Sir  Charles  Barry's  plan,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  it 
would  be  at  least  £500,000  ;  but  he  must 
understand  that  that  was  for  the  com- 
plete building — to  finish  the  whole 
square  court-yard.  But  there  was  no 
occasion  to  carry  out  the  full  plan.  The 
plans  that  were  now  to  be  seen  in  the 
Tea  Koom  of  the  House  showed  that 
that  was  unnecessary ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  was  not  there  that  day  to 
advocate  the  plana  of  any  architects. 
All  he  would  say  was — "Do  not,  for 
the  sake  of  archaeological  or  architec- 
tural effect,  put  up  what  he  believed 
would  be  thoroughly  useless  build- 
ings, containing  rooms  which  had  not 
been  considered  with  regard  to  any 
object  of  utility,  but  which,  according  to 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope),  could  bo  used  for 
*  some  purpose  or  other.'  "  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  allow  the  vote 
to  be  carried  that  day,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
charge  of  the  Committee  would  see  what 
the  feeling  of  the  Committee  really  was, 
and  would  not  endeavour,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Government  Bench,  to 
drive  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
through  Parliament  in  a  manner  which 
he  thought  would  be  greatly  opposed  to 
the  feelings  of  a  large  majority  of  the 
House. 
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Mr.  OAYENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  very  much  afraid  that  he  must 
follow  the  lead  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick- 
Peddie),  and  endeavour,  at  all  events, 
to  bring  about  a  postponement  of  the 
Vote  for  this  expenditure  for  some  time 
to  oome.  He  would  state  his  reasons  for 
taking  that  course  in  as  few  words  as 
possible.  His  first  objection  to  the 
plan  before  the  Committee  was  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  no  restoration 
at  all.  It  was  an  invention  of  Mr. 
Pearson's  which,  on  the  face  of  it,  did 
not  pretend  to  be  an  absolute  attempt  to 
reproduce  the  work  of  old  times.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Mr.  Beres- 
ford  Hope)  had,  however,  gone  so  fully 
into  this  question  that  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  him  to  deal  with  it  any  fur- 
ther. His  general  objections  had  been, 
to  a  certain  extent,  stated  by  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  who  had  addressed  the  Com- 
mittee previously,  the  point  being  this — 
that  the  plan  was,  after  all,  nothing 
but  a  piece  of  patchwork.  It  never 
could  be  satisfactory  in  its  general  re- 
sults, and  would  preclude  the  possibility 
at  some  future  time  of  work  being  done 
which  would  mctke  complete  the  Palace 
of  Westminster  in  the  manner  in  which 
the  architect  had  originally  contemplated 
its  completion.  But,  passing  by  his 
general  objection,  he  came  to  the  par- 
ticular one  he  desired  to  press  on  the 
Committee — ^namely,  that  of  all  men  in 
the  world  Mr.  Pearson  was  the  last  one 
who  ought  to  be  called  on  to  carry  a 
restoration  of  this  kind.  He  quite  ac- 
cepted the  idea  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry 
Holland).  They  all  knew  that  taste 
differed  very  widely  in  difEerent  indi- 
viduals, some  saying  that  a  certain  thing 
was  good,  others  that  it  was  bad.  There 
was  no  definition  for  **  taste."  But  he 
could  say,  and  he  thought  they  were  en- 
titled to  say,  that  the  taste  of  the  Ancient 
Masters  was  a  thing  they  ought  to  fol- 
low— not  invariably,  perhaps,  but  as  a 
rule.  Well,  then,  as  to  Mr.  Pearson, 
however  good  an  architect  he  might  be, 
however  ingenious  and  original,  he  was, 
judging  from  his  public  work,  one  of 
those  who  entirely  discarded  the  prin- 
ciples  which  he  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck)  insisted  on.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had 
spoken  of  Mr.  Pearson's  plan  as  having 
the  unanimous  assent  of  aU  who  had 


been  considted  on  the  subject.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  him  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Beutinck)  the  honour  to  con- 
sult him,  though,  admittedly,  his  opinion 
was  of  small  value.  What  he  had  said 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this, 
''  If  we  employ  Mr.  Pearson  we  shall 
get  into  a  mess  at  the  end."  All  the 
architects  referred  to — that  was  to  say, 
Mr.  Waterhouse,  Mr.  Blomfield,  Mr. 
Scott,  and  the  rest — all  had  a  scheme  of 
their  own  which  they,  no  doubt,  thought 
better  than  the  Old  Masters ;  and  it  was 
because  of  this  that  he  did  not  believe 
in  them,  and  did  not  think  that  their 
opinions  deserved  weight.  But  he 
would  not  confine  himself  to  theory — 
he  would  bring  a  few  examples  before 
the  Committee  to  illustrate  his  meaning, 
and  bear  out  entirely  the  position  he 
assumed.  Let  them  take  the  case  of  the 
two  towers  in  Mr.  Pearson's  plan,  which, 
he  understood,  were  not  to  be  at  the 
present  moment  erected.  Look  at  the 
picture!  Did  anyone  ever  see  towers 
produced  by  mediroval  architects  of  the 
perpendicular  period  anything  like 
these  ?  They  were  opposed  to  the  ideas 
of  the  great  architects  not  only  of  the 
15th  century,  but  of  the  14th  and  the 
1 3th.  Architects  in  those  days  had  great 
ideas  of  uniformity.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
disputed  that  let  them  go  across  the 
road  and  look  at  Westminster  Abbey. 
Whoever  saw  a  tower  of  the  14th  or 
1 5th  century  with  one  pinnacle  longer 
than  the  other.  It  looked  like  a  donkey 
with  one  ear  longer  than  the  other. 
The  old  architects  used  to  go  in 
for  uniformity ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock,  he  was  sure, 
would  support  him  in  that  assertion. 
Another  example  of  Mr.  Pearson's  work 
was  to  be  seen  in  the  piece  of  patchwork 
in  Little  Dean's  Yard.  He  had  abso- 
lutely spoiled  the  building.  Let  hon. 
Gentlemen  look  at  the  facade  it  was  pro- 
posed to  erect  under  this  Vote.  On  the 
one  side  they  would  have  an  over- 
powering building,  on  the  East  there 
was  the  structure  which  was  now  to  be 
seen,  and  on  the  West  there  would  be  a 
small  building  which  would  have  no  cor- 
respondence whatever  with  the  rest. 
Then  they  came  to  Westminster  Hall. 
Had  anyone  who  was  a  believer  in  the 
Old  Masters,  and  who  knew  anything 
about  their  staircases,  ever  heard 
of  staircases  being  erected  in  such  a 
place    as    Westminster    Hall?      Thejr 
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would  spoil  the  grand  appearance  of  t]ie 
area  of  the  Hall.  They  would  be  eight 
or  10  feet  in  height,  and  would  extend 
into  the  Hall  some  15  feet.  No  one 
who  understood  anything  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Old  Masters  would  make 
such  a  suggestion  as  that.  On  the  ques- 
tion of  utility  he  (Mr.  Oavendish  £en- 
tinck)  did  not  propose  to  enter,  as  it  was 
a  matter  which  had  been  fully  dealt 
with  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  pre- 
ceded him  ;  and  he  confessed  he  had  not 
aufficiently  studied  the  plans  to  be  able 
to  form  a  proper  judgment  on  the  point. 
He  would  only  conclude  his  observations 
by  entering  upon  an  argument  which 
had  been  raised  by  the  late  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
and  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  who  had  said — **  Oh  ! 
it  amounts  to  this — we  are  obliged  to 
adopt  this  plan  because  we  have  no 
other."  That  argument  was  no  argu- 
ment at  all.  They  did  not  know  what 
plans  would  have  been  produced  had 
they  given  a  general  authority  to  archi- 
tects to  prepare  them  by  way  of  oom- 
petition.  He  could  not  for  the  life  of 
him  understand  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  when  he 
had  raised  an  open  competition  for  the 
new  Government  Offices,  which  it  was 
aaid  were  about  to  be  constructed — al- 
though he  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck) 
doubted  whether  they  would  ever  be 
built  at  all — and  had  got  a  large  num- 
ber of  designs  sent  in,  could  say  that  the 
designs  of  Mr.  Pearson  were  all  that 
could  be  obtained  for  this  restoration. 
In  the  case  of  the  new  Government 
Offices  there  was  only  an  idea  that  the 
work  would  be  carried  out,  and  no  cer- 
tainty, when  the  designs  were  obtained. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  eould  have 
given  the  Committee  three  or  four  or  a 
dozen  sohemes,  he  then  could  have  met 
the  argument,  or  rather  the  objection, 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  by  saying — **  We 
have  no  satisfactory  alternative  scheme." 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
neglected  this  ordinary  precaution,  he 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  those 
who  were  supporting  him — however  un- 
willingly— should  object  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  It  was 
for  those  reasons  that  he  would  support 
the  rejection  of  the  Vote ;  and  he  hoped 
hon.  Members  would  oppose  the  £^ti- 


mate  with  such  force  as  to  show  the 
independent  voice  of  the  Committee  in 
the  matter. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  he 
rose  with  great  diffidence;  but  as  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  serving  on  the 
Committee  he  would  like  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject.  It  was,  perhaps, 
to  be  regretted  that  they  should  have 
pulled  down  the  old  Courts  without  know- 
ing what  they  were  going  to  put  up  in 
their  place.  What,  however,  now  was 
the  position  in  which  they  found  them- 
selves ?  Of  course,  they  could  not,  with- 
out considerable  danger,  leave  the  build- 
ing in  its  present  condition.  One  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
debate  had  made  use  of  an  expression 
which  he  very  much  agreed  with — 
namely,  that  it  was  no  use  discussing 
matters  of  taste,  and  that  he  would  not, 
therefore,  do  so.  But  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  quite  followed  out  his  own  rule. 
Without  going  so  far  as  to  say  that  Mr. 
Pearson  was  the  highest  authority,  no 
one  would  question  that  he  was  a  very 
high  authority,  and  that  they  would  do 
well  to  give  very  careful  consideration 
to  everything  he  proposed  to  them.  It 
was  quite  true  that  the  walls  had  stood 
for  many  centuries,  and  had  not  suffered; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  they 
had  stood  under  totally  different  condi* 
tions  to  those  which  existed  now.  They 
had  stood  without  injury  because  they 
had  been  covered ;  but  if  they  were  left 
uncovered  they  would  certainly  suffer, 
and  that  before  long.  The  outer  wall 
was,  of  course,  of  very  great  interest, 
presenting,  as  it  did,  the  ancient 
Norman  mason's  marks,  and  it  required 
protection  from  the  weather,  without 
which  it  would  soon  perish.  They  would 
be  incurring  great  responsibility  if  they 
were  not  to  take  steps  as  quickly  as 
possible  to  prevent  injury  being  done  to 
the  wall.  Then,  again,  the  flying  but- 
tresses, beautiful  as  they  were,  were 
not  strong  enough  by  themselves.  It 
was  never  intended  that  they  should 
remain  as  they  were,  without  support. 
It  was  necessary  that  they  should  be 
strengthened ;  and  the  Committee  would 
incur  grave  and  serious  risk  if  they 
allowed  the  wall  to  remain  as  it  was 
without  an  attempt  to  strengthen  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Eolmarnock  (Mr. 
Dick-Peddie),  in  his  interesting  speech, 
had  spoken  a  good  deal  about  '*  re- 
storation : "  and  he  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
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would  not  follow  him  in  that.  He  would 
not  discuss  with  the  hon.  Member  whe- 
ther this  was  a  restoration  in  the  sense 
in  which  he  used  the  words.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  there  were  once  some 
Tery  high  chimneys,  which  were  not  to 
be  replaced.  But  they  were  no  part  of 
the  original  plan,  and  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  Member  himself  would  not  propose 
to  re-erect  high  chimneys  there.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had  spoken 
of  rooms  at  £1,500  a-piece,  and  had 
arrived  at  that  by  taking  the  cost  and 
dividing  it  by  the  number  of  rooms. 
But  he  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  demurred 
to  that,  because,  even  if  they  did  not 
build  a  single  room,  some  expense  must 
be  incurred  to  protect  the  wall  and 
strengthen  the  building.  Expenditure 
would  have  to  take  place  to  put  the 
building  in  a  safe  position.  The  Com- 
mittee would  observe  that  the  Gentle- 
men who  had  opposed  the  Vote  were 
not  by  any  means  agreed  as  to  what 
should  be  done.  Some  recommended 
one  course  and  some  a  totally  different 
one ;  but  as  opponents  to  the  suggestion 
of  Mr.  Pearson  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment they  had  no  other  definite 
plan  to  lay  before  the  Committee.  The 
evidence  of  archseolog^sts  who  had  come 
before  the  Committee  had  been  quoted, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
had  truly  said  that  they  had  objected 
that  any  attempt  to  retain  the  character 
of  the  building  might  lead  to  confusion 
and  to  mistakes  hereafter  as  to  which 
was  the  new  and  which  was  the  old 
portion ;  but  the  Committee  had  adopted 
a  suggestion  he  made  in  order  to  meet 
any  snch  objection — ^namely,  that  re- 
mark by  making  a  suggestion  that  the 
stones  used,  or  a  sufficient  number  of 
them,  should  bear  some  distinguishing 
mark,  such  as  a  date,  so  that  it  might 
always  be  possible  to  distinguish  the 
new  from  the  ancient  work.  If  that 
had  been  done  in  the  case  of  earlier 
restorations,  they  would  now  be  in 
possession  of  a  great  deal  of  informa- 
tion which  would  be  most  valuable, 
but  which  it  was  now  impossible  to 
obtain.  He  hoped  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  would  act  on  that  re- 
commendation. It  must  be  remembered 
that  something  must  be  done,  and  the 
Gentlemen  who  opposed  the  present  plan 
were  by  no  means  agreed  on  an  alterna- 
tive. The  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
spoke  of  the  much-despised  archseolo- 
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gists.  Certainly,  he  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
would  not  be  disposed  to  despise  archsBO- 
log^sts ;  but  archseologists  could  not  be 
expected  all  to  agree.  He  did  not  deny 
the  difficulty  of  the  subject,  or  that 
there  might  fairly  be  differences  of  opi- 
nion ;  and  he  thought  they  were  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Members  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  and  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie),  who  had  given  so 
much  attention  to  the  subject,  for  the 
able  manner  in  which  they  had  placed 
their  views  before  the  Committee;  but 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  support 
the  Government  and  its  own  Committee, 
who  had  recommended  that  Yote  after 
a  prolonged  and  careful  inquiry. 

Mr.  RYLA.NDS  said,  that  perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  one  word  on 
this  matter,  having  been  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  to  whom  had  been  re- 
ferred the  consideration  of  what  was 
called  the  restoration  of  Westminster 
Hall.  Very  admirable  speeches  had 
been  delivered  by  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee— speeches  which  had  explained, 
to  a  large  extent,  the  conclusions  to 
which  the  Committee  had  arrived.  He 
was  bound  to  say,  in  justification  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  that 
the  Committee  had  been  constituted  with 
the  greatest  desire  to  secure  on  it,  as  far 
as  possible,  a  fair  representation  of  dif- 
ferent sections  and  opinions  in  the  House, 
and  that  the  Members  generally  had 
given  their  very  careful  attention  to  the 
subject.  It  might  have  been  well  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  could  have  been  placed  on  the 
Committee  as  representing  the  Irish 
Members,  for  he  would  have  brought 
the  force  of  his  great  ability  and  judg- 
ment to  bear  upon  the  question ;  but,  as 
the  hon.iGentleman  himself  perfectly  well 
knew,  in  the  unfortunate  position  in 
which  they  stood  with  regard  to  Irish 
Members  in  the  House  of  Commons — or 
a  large  majority  of  them — there  was 
some  difficulty  in  regarding  him  as  the 
Representative  of  that  portion  of  the 
House.  No  doubt,  the  Irish  Members 
had  insisted  upon  the  Irish  Member 
who  was  appointed  on  the  Committee 
being  so  placed  on  it ;  but  the  services 
of  that  Gentleman  were  of  little  use,  as 
it  was  said  he  had  never  attended.  He 
(Mr.  By  lands)  was  bound  to  say,  how- 
ever, that,  on  the  part  of  the  other 
Members  of  the  Committee,  there  was 
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very  close  and  constant  attention  paid  to 
the  question  under  consideration.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway, 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Eylands)  had  listened 
with  great  interest,  and  which  the 
Committee  would  agree  displayed  great 
ability,  was,  after  all,  only  the  case  of  a 
strong  partizan  against  the  conclusions 
of  the  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
had  spoken  of  lofts  and  collars,  and 
had  pointed  out  all  sorts  of  enormities 
connected  with  the  proposal  of  the  CTom- 
mittee ;  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  had  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  very  com- 
plete Report  the  Committee  had  pre- 
sented, they  might  easily  be  mistaken 
as  to  the  nature  of  these  proposals.  It 
was  to  be  hoped  that  hon.  Members  had 
made  themselves  familiar  with  that  Be- 
port.  Now,  in  the  course  of  the  day's 
discussion  he  had  observed  that  not 
only  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  but  all  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  opposed  the  Vote,  had  cried  out 
for  delay.  Let  the  Committee  under- 
stand what  was  behind  these  Gentlemen. 
They  did  not  come  and  say  exactly  what 
they  wanted.  They  said  —  **  Let  us 
delay  tiU  the  new  Parliament;  let  us 
delay  in  order  to  enable  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  to  bring  his  care- 
fully-trained intellect  to  bear  upon  the 
question;  let  us  put  it  off,  in  fact,  to 
some  future  time."  Why?  Because 
those  Gentlemen,  for  the  most  part,  had 
a  scheme  of  their  own  to  which  they 
believed  this  scheme  of  the  Committee 
would  b©  fatal,  and  because  they  thought 
that  by  putting  off  the  present  proposal 
it  would  be  a  point  gained,  and  that 
their  scheme  might  have  a  chance  in 
the  future.  ['*No,  no!"]  Yes;  and 
he  would  say,  further,  that  those  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  considered  the  matter, 
and  were  pressing  for  delay,  were  doing 
so  under  the  influence  of  a  strong  feeling 
they  had  in  favour  of  carrying  out  to  a 
greater  or  less  degree  Sir  Charles  Barry's 
plan. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH :  No,  no!  no- 
thing of  the  kind. ' 

Mb.  RYLANDS  said,  he  knew  a 
number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
had  that  in  their  minds  in  striving  for 
delay.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Colchester  (Mr.  Causton)  had 
strong  sympathy  with  Sir  Charles 
Barry's  design. 

Mb.  CAUSTON  :  I  am  not  advocating 
any  particular  plan. 
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Mb.  RYLANDS  said,  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  advocated  Sir  Charles  Barry's  plan ; 
but  they  had  it  in  their  minds.  There 
was  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Galway — let  him.  prepare  a  plan  and. 
lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  Let  him 
bring  forward  the  sort  of  plan  he  would 
like  to  see  adopted.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
would  raise  the  magnificent  roof  of  West- 
minster Hall  to  carry  out  Sir  Charles 
Barry's  plan.  He  would  run  any  risk 
to  do  that ;  at  any  rate,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  in  favour  of  a  large  portion  of 
Sir  Charles  Barry's  plan.  [Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry  :  No,  no  !  J  The  Select  Com- 
mittee, in  their  Report,  recommended 
only  a  small  expenditure.  It  did  not 
come  forward  with  a  large  scheme  like 
Sir  Charles  Barry's.  The  latter  the 
Committee  thought  out  of  the  question. 
They  would  be  no  party  to  recommend- 
ing it,  and  they  contended  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  do  well  to 
adopt  the  moderate  scheme  they  had 
proposed  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
other  wild  plan,  which  would  cost  such 
an  enormous  sum  in  the  future.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  had  pointed  out  a  fact  that  he 
thought  hon.  Gentlemen  should  bear 
strictly  in  mind.  Prom  the  total  sum 
talked  of  in  the  first  instance — namely, 
£35,000,  they  must  eliminate  certain 
items  which  need  not  bo  expended,  or 
which  were  absolutely  necessary  to  be 
spent,  restoration  or  no  restoration.  It 
was  clear,  with  regard  to  the  present 
condition  of  Westminster  Hall,  it  would 
never  do  for  them  to  leave  it  in  the 
state  in  which  it  was  now.  It  was  a 
positive  disgrace  to  the  country  that 
they  should  have  this  magnificent  West- 
minster Hall  allowed  to  remain  in  its 
present  dilapidated  and  disgraceful  state 
on  its  West  side.  It  presented  a  most 
disagreeable  face  to  strangers,  and  must 
be  a  great  eyesore  to  them,  to  say  no- 
thing of  the  people  who  lived  in  the 
Metropolis.  To  think  of  leaving  the 
West  Front  of  the  Hall  in  its  pre- 
sent partially  restored  or  dilapidated 
state  would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  coun- 
try ;  and  since  they  must  rebuild  and 
repair  the  place,  they  should  decide 
upon  commencing  it  at  once,  and  adopt 
the  economical  Estimate  which  was  here 
proposed.  They  ought  not  to  leave  St. 
Stephen's  Porch  in  its  present  condition. 
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It  was  in  a  serious  state  of  disrepair 
and  dilapidation  since  the  Law  Courts 
had  been  pulled  down.  The  towers,  as 
they  had  been  recommended  by  Mr. 
Pearson,  had  been  given  np.  There 
•  had  been  no  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee  to  carry  out  the  towers 
in  the  way  which  had  been  suggested. 
As  for  the  other  part  of  the  work,  and 
the  expenditure  it  would  entail,  the 
Committee  recommended  it  as  a  wise 
and  economical  undertaking,  and  one 
which  would  be  a  credit  to  Westminster 
Hall  itself.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  a  single  hon.  Gentleman  who 
pleaded  for  delay,  and  who  had  taken 
a  decided  opinion  on  the  subject,  who 
would  not  propose  a  plan  to  meet  the 
difficulty  which  would  cost  enormously 
more  than  the  £25,800  that  the  Com- 
mittee proposed  to  spend.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Dick-Peddie),  who  had  taken  a 
very  able  part  in  this  discussion,  no 
doubt  would  be  content  with  a  very 
simple  arrangement  —  with  the  simple 
spending  of  a  few  thousand  pounds  on 
the  repair  of  the  buttresses  and  the 
covering  of  the  face  of  the  wall.  He 
supposed  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  en- 
tirely given  up  now  that  which  he  had 
been  rather  inclined  to  favour — namely, 
the  idea  of  having  a  lath  and  plaster 
building,  which,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Whitehaven 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  would  un- 
hesitatingly condemn.  What  he  (Mr. 
Bylands)  understood  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  objected  to  this  Vote  to  say  was 
this — "Do  not  do  anything,  or  do  as 
little  as  possible.  Let  it  remain  until 
the  new  Parliament  meets,  and  then  we 
shall  have  a  chance  of  going  in  for  a 
more  ambitious  scheme."  He  did  not 
think  that  would  be  a  wise  or  judicious 
course  to  take.  This  subject  had  been 
carefully  inquired  into,  the  necessity  for 
doing  something  was  urgent,  and  he  did 
not  think  they  should  throw  over  the 
carrying  out  of  essential  works  to  the 
new  Parliament,  at  any  rate  until  they 
had  endeavoured  to  carry  them  out 
themselves.  He  should  most  certainly 
support  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  as  the 
discussion  had  lasted  for  some  hours  he 
was  very  reluctant  to  prolong  it  much 
longer;  indeed,  he  should  trouble  the 
Committee  with  very  few  remarks.    He 
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had  taken  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  this 
project  ever  since  it  was  conceived  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  forltead- 
ing  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  Having  taken 
that  interest,  he  had  more  or  less  studied 
the  proceedings  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, the  recommendations  made,  and  the 
Eeport  finally  arrived  at ;  and  he  desired 
to  impress  on  the  Committee  the  desira- 
bility of  not  coming  to  a  vote  which 
would  approve  of  the  scheme  suggested 
by  Mr.  Pearson.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
took  away  the  old  Law  Courts.  He 
(Mr.  Courtney)  would  not  go  into  the 
question  whether  that  was  a  good  step ; 
but  it  was  obvious  that  when  the  old 
Law  Courts  were'  taken  down  and  the 
condition  of  the  West  Front  of  West- 
minster Hall  revealed  to  the  public  it 
was  necessary  the  state  of  things  should 
be  considered.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  to  be  praised  for 
the  great  care  he  took  in  the  selection 
of  authorities  to  whom  he  referred,  in 
the  fullest  manner,  the  question  of  what 
should  be  done  with  the  West  Front  of 
the  Hall.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  no  conception  of  his  own  as  to  the 
result ;  it  was  admitted  he  had  no  utili- 
tarian view  in  his  mind.  The  only  ques- 
tion submitted  to  Mr.  Pearson  was — 
What  should  be  done  ?  and  in  answer 
to  that  question  Mr.  Pearson  produced 
plans,  which  were  first  laid  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  which  had 
since  been  considerably  modified.  When 
he  (Mr.  Courtney)  saw  them  he  was 
struck  with  a  feeling  of  something  like 
dismay,  and  he  retained  that  feeling 
still,  because  this  was  the  state  of  the 
case.  The  removal  of  the  Law  Courts 
revealed  what  was  really  a  most  striking 
and  noble  wall  with  fiying  buttresses, 
which  should  command  the  admiration 
of  any  person,  whether  he  presumed  to 
be  a  man  of  taste  or  not.  He  could  not 
imagine  an3rthing  in  architecture  more 
noble  than  the  West  Front  with  its  fiying 
buttresses ;  and  he  confessed  he  should 
have  expected  Mr.  Pearson  to  arrive  at 
some  conclusion  of  thb  kind — **  What- 
ever we  do  we  must  not  obscure  the  front 
so  presented  to  the  public  gaze;  we 
must  do  what  we  can  to  strengthen 
what  is  there  shown,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent any  dilapidation  of  the  West 
Front  or  buttresses ;  but  the  front  and 
buttresses  must  be  preserved  in  their 
original  intention  and  completeness." 
But  instead  of  that  the  scheme  of  the 
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Academician  was  shortly  this,  to  hide  the 
huttresses  by  building  rooms  which  were 
not  wanted,  in  the  reproduction  of  some- 
thing which  never  existed,  to  be  devoted 
to  purposes  which  nobody  could  define, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  interfere  not 
only  with  the  outward  form  of  West- 
minster Hall,  but  with  the  inside  itself. 
He  hoped  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  First  Ck)mmissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plnnket)  would  hesitate  before  he 
gave  his  official  sanction  or  support  to 
the  resolution  to  adopt  this  scheme,  a 
scheme  which  need  not  be  adopted  at 
the  moment,  but  which  might  very  weU 
be  deferred  for  maturer  consideration. 
He  had  as  strong  an  opinion  as  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  that 
they  should  run  no  risk  of  any  injury 
happening  to  the  West  Front ;  but  that 
could  be  easily  and  effectually  guarded 
against.  He  understood  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  to  propose  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote  proportionate  to  this  pur- 
pose, leaving  enough,  or  what  was  con- 
ceived to  be  enough,  to  be  expended  in 
preventing  any  further  injury  being 
suffered  by  the  wall  or  buttresses.  If 
the  proposed  reduction  was  too  consider- 
able, if  the  margin  left  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  preserve  the  wall  and  buttresses 
from  further  damage,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  would  modify  the  amount  of 
reduction.  What  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sired was  that  only  so  much  should  be 
voted  now  as  would  prevent  the  wall 
and  buttresses  from  receiving  further 
damage,  and  that  the  settlement  of  the 
question  be  left  for  persons  who  could 
give  to  it  the  most  mature  consideration. 
It  was  asked — what  was  the  alternative 
scheme?  He  confessed  that  the  primary 
busineas  was,  at  all  events,  extremely 
simple.  They  had  to  repair  and 
strengthen  the  buttresses  where  they 
were  faulty.  The  stones  which  were 
worn  and  could  not  be  trusted  to  enable 
the  buttresses  to  fulfil  their  original 
purpose  of  supporting  the  wall  must 
be  replaced.  Evidence  was  given  to 
the  Seleot  Committee  that  the  Northern 
wall,  which  was  so  highly  and  deservedly 
valued,  could  be  easily  preserved  from 
further  damage  for  at  least  two  or  three 
years  by  the  simple  process  of  washing 
it  with  a  chemical  mixture.  But  there 
was  a  further  plan  submitted  to  the  Se- 


lect Committee  by  two  or  three  Gentle- 
men, and  more  or  less  supported,  which 
Parliament  might  possibly  have  to  fall 
back  upon,  and  that  was  to  build  a  wall 
which  should  be  within  the  buttresses — 
a  wall  with  a  lean  to.  The  buttresses 
would  then  be  left  in  that  noble  and 
simple  sweep  which  was  now  exhibited. 
A  part  of  the  suggestion  was  that  there 
should  be  a  sort  of  arcade  along  which 
people  could  walk  and  admire  the  noble- 
ness of  the  buttresses.  He  wished  to 
speak  with  all  respect  of  Mr.  Pearson 
and  his  proposition ;  but  anybody  who 
could  see  what  the  idea  of  the  wall  and 
buttresses  was,  must  have  felt  something 
like  a  sudden  shock  at  the  notion  of 
closing  them  up  with  the  building  Mr. 
Pearson  proposed  to  put  up.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  did  not  approach 
the  matter  in  an  official  spirit*,  but  as  a 
private  Member ;  in  his  official  capacity 
he  must  have  been  startled  at  the  pro- 
posal to  spend  the  sum  of  money  sug- 
gested upon  rooms  which  would  be  ab- 
solutely useless,  and  for  which  no  pos- 
sible employment  could  be  found.  The 
upper  rooms  would  be  dark,  and  they 
would  have  introduced  in  them  the  but- 
tresses, over  which  they  would  in  a  cer- 
tain measure  be  built.  The  buttresses 
would  be  like  the  ribs  inside  a  steamer's 
cabin,  making  the  room  a  marvel  of 
mystery  and  curiosity.  The  under  rooms 
would  be  nothing  but  cellars,  to  which 
people  would  have  to  descend  from  the 
level  of  Westminster  Hall  by  means  of 
a  flight  of  steps.  The  inner  portion  of 
Westminster  Hall  would  be  more  or  less 
disfigured  by  the  steps,  and  there  would 
be  outside  a  building  which  could  not 
answer  any  purpose,  but  which  would 
have  the  possible  effect  of  darkening 
the  interior  of  the  Hall.  Then  there 
was  the  right  angular  building,  which 
was  to  occupy  the  site  of  a  building 
which  stood  there  a  long  time.  Avowedly 
it  was  not  an  attempt  at  reproduction ; 
but  it  was  something  entirely  different 
to  the  building  which  originally  stood 
there.  The  upper  room  in  this  building 
was  to  be  ventilated  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie). 
j** There  is  no  ventilation  at  all."] 
Well,  the  question  of  ventilation  was 
raised,  and  it  was  suggested  that  the 
room  might  be  ventilated  by  means  of  a 
fan  working  every  five  minutes.    The 
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other  room  which  it  was  suggested 
should  be  used  as  a  Oonference  Boom 
or  Oommittee  Boom  was  situated  over 
the  space  to  be  occupied  by  the  horses 
of  Members.  It  was  said  that  any  Com- 
mittee would  have  ceased  to  sit  by  the 
time  Members  came  down  to  the  House 
and  horses  were  standing  in  the  shed. 
That  might  be  true.  Bat  Conference 
Booms  were  often  used  from  5  to  7 
o'clock,  which  was  just  the  time  that 
horses  would  be  there.  Therefore,  in 
the  month  of  June  or  July  Members 
would  have  the  option  of  sitting  in  the 
room  with  the  windows  open,  under- 
neath which  were  the  horses  with  all 
the  attendant  circumstances,  or  of  shut- 
ting the  windows  up  and  being  broiled. 
Besides,  the  building  at  the  North- West 
comer  would  altogether  prevent  the 
West  Front  of  the  Hall  being  seen  by 
anyone  coming  down  Parliament  Street. 
Now,  if  the  design  were  something  very 
good  in  itself,  he  could  understand  a 

food  deal  being  said  in  favour  of  it; 
ut  as  soon  as  they  had  discovered  the 
possession  they  had,  it  was  proposed  to 
hide  it  or  cover  it  up.  They  were  about 
to  hide  one  of  the  finest  tilings  in  all 
Europe,  when  they  might  preserve  it  for 
all  time.  They  were  going  to  hide  what 
was  a  very  beautiful  possession  in  order 
to  build  rooms  which  were  not  wanted, 
which  could  not  be  appropriated  to  any 
use  whatever.  There  was  no  value  at 
all  in  the  design — it  was  a  poor  thing. 
He  believed  that  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  would 
only  take  this  matter  into  serious  con- 
sideration, he  would  determine  that  he 
would  not  be  committed  to  the  scheme 
now.  Let  them  take  money  enough  to 
keep  things  as  they  were,  and  leave  the 
consideration  of  the  scheme  to  the  new 
Parliament. 

Mr.  WALTEB  said,  he  had  not  the 
advantage  of  being  present  during  the 
earlier  part  of  the  discussion,  having 
been  engaged  on  a  Committee  upstairs ; 
but  the  speech  he  had  just  listened  to 
from  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Courtney) 
made  him  regret  very  much  that  they 
had  not  the  assistance  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  Select  Oommittee  which 
sat  last  year  and  the  previous  year  to 
consider  this  question.  There  was 
always  much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  de- 
laying any  question,  and  he  was  anxious 
to  do  full  justice  to  all  his  hon.  Friend 
Mr.  Courtney 


had  said  on  that  subject.  But  having 
endeavoured  to  acquaint  himself  with 
the  merits  of  Mr.  Pearson's  plan,  and 
having  also  fully  considered  all  the 
alternatives  which  were  presented  to 
the  Committee  in  lieu  of  it,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that,  on  the  whole,  Mr. 
Pearson's  plan  was  by  far  the  beet  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee,  and  that  it 
did  really  and  adequately  meet  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  position.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  had  discovered  what  iJieir 
forefathers  never  appeared  to  have  dis- 
covered, or,  at  any  rate,  to  have  shut 
their  eyes  to — namely,  that  the  row  of 
flying  buttresses  which  had  been  re- 
vealed to  the  publie  by  the  demolition 
of  the  Law  Courts  was  one  of  the  won- 
ders of  the  world.  No  doubt,  the  ex- 
hibition of  a  row  of  flying  buttresses 
was  a  very  uncommon  thing ;  he  knew 
of  only  one  or  two  places  in  England 
where  there  was  anything  of  the  kind. 
He  happened  to  be  at  Tewkesbury  the 
other  day,  and  he  saw  at  the  end  of  the 
Abbey  there  one  flying  buttress  bear- 
ing a  close  resemblance  to  the  row  at 
Westminster.  How  the  row  came  to  be 
there,  and  why  they  were  built  in  that 
particular  way,  the  Committee  never 
could  distinctly  gather  from  any  archi- 
tect; indeed,  there  was  great  conflict 
of  opinion  on  the  subject.  Mr.  Pear- 
son was  strongly  of  opinion  that  they 
were  built  solely  for  structural  rea- 
sons, and  not  from  any  supposed 
value  which  flying  buttresses  possessed. 
However  that  might  be,  as  a  matter  of 
fact  the  most  beautiful  part  of  the  but- 
tresses— namely,  the  upper  part,  would 
not  be  concealed  from  the  public  by  the 
adoption  of  Mr.  Pearson's  plan.  Great 
pains  were  taken  to  prevent  that  being 
done,  and  the  public  would  have  ample 
opportunity  of  seeing  what  was  resJly 
the  most  beautiful  in  the  flying  but- 
tresses, even  if  Mr.  Pearson's  plans 
were  carried  out.  It  was  altogether 
out  of  the  question  to  let  the  but- 
tresses remain  in  their  present  condition. 
The  strongest  evidence  was  presented  to 
the  Committee  that  it  was  essential  for 
the  security  of  the  structure  that  the 
flying  buttresses  should  be  connected, 
up  to  a  certain  level,  at  all  events,  by  a 
wall.  The  beauty  of  the  buttresses,  as 
it  was  now  presented,  would  be  alto- 
gether destroyed  by  any  such  structure. 
But   his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Courtney) 
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talked  as  if  an  arcade  might  be  made 
there,  having  an  entrance  from  West- 
minster Hall,  80  that  people  might  walk 
along  and  enjoj  the  eight  of  the  but- 
tresses. But  the  level  of  Westminster 
Hall  was  five  or  six  feet  above  the 
ground  line  of  the  buttresses,  and  that 
was  one  of  the  points  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  to  consider.  The  base  of 
the  flying  buttresses  was  several  feet  be- 
low the  surface  of  the  street ;  and  if  the 
Committee  would  adjourn  to  the  build- 
ing itself,  and  walk  along  the  excava- 
tion which  had  been  made  by  the  de- 
molition of  the  old  Law  Courts,  they 
would  see  how  impossible  it  was  to  con- 
nect the  base  of  the  buttresses  with  the 
floor  of  Westminster  Hcdl.  It  was  too 
late  to  argue  the  thing  at  length — in 
fact,  it  was  altogether  impossible  to  dis- 
0088  the  question  fairly  except  in  the 
presence  of  the  object  itself.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  that  the  Se- 
lect Committee  had,  at  all  events,  ex- 
ercised a  wise  discretion  in  not  attempt- 
ing to  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
towers.  That  would  very  properly  be 
relegated  to  another  Committee;  but 
with  regard  to  the  block  of  buildings  at 
the  West  end  of  Westminster  Hall,  about 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  w€W  so 
severe,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
have  a  structure  of  some  kind.  The 
only  alternative  of  any  importance 
which  was  submitted  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  that  which  was  presented  to 
them  by  the  advocates  of  the  comple- 
tion of  Sir  Charles  Barry's  scheme. 
The  Select  Committee  spent  a  great  deal 
of  time  in.  discussing  the  plans ;  and  the 
conclusion  they  arrived  at  was  that, 
even  if  no  other  plan  was  to  be  adopted, 
it  was  not  worth  while  to  ask  the  House 
to  spend  £500,000  in  carrying  the  plan 
into  effect.  His  own  belief  was  that  the 
best  thing  to  do  was  to  adopt  Mr.  Pear- 
son's plan,  which  was  not  costly  or  elabo- 
rate; and  if  a  future  generation  could 
discover  a  better  way  of  dealing  with  the 
building,  it  would  not  be  a  large  sum  of 
money  which  had  been  thrown  away. 

Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  general  feeling  in 
the  ^mmittee  that  it  would  be  better 
to  defer  the  decision  on  this  question; 
there  seemed  to  be  nothing  approaching 
unanimity  of  feeling.  Personally,  he 
oonsidered  that  the  plans  of  Mr.  Pear- 


son amounted  to  nothing  more  than  a 
piece  of  patchwork.  He  might,  per- 
haps, be  in  a  small  minority  in  the 
House ;  but  he  was  one  of  those  who 
held  that  they  ought  to  revive  the  ori- 
ginal plans  of  Sir  Charles  Barry.  He 
thought  that  nothing  less  than  them 
would  satisfy  the  case,  or  do  justice  to 
this  grand  building.  The  designs  of 
Sir  Charles  Barry  had  unity ;  they  were 
those  of  one  man  ;  and  it  was  always 
better  ta  carry  out  the  designs  of  an 
original  architect  than  to  adopt  patch- 
work of  this  kind.  It  was  not  possible 
to  bring  about  harmony  or  unity  of  de- 
sign between  an  ancient  building  like 
Westminster  Hall  and  a  modern  build- 
ing like  Westminster  Palace.  It  was 
true  that  experts  might  give  pedantio 
opinions  on  the  subject  of  architecture ; 
but  he  thought  if  this  question  were 
left  to  be  decided  by  the  country  they 
would  hold  that  the  original  designs  of 
Sir  Charles  Barry  would  produce  a  finer 
edifice  than  it  was  now  proposed  to  con- 
struct. What  the  Committee  should  aim 
at  was  that  the  West  side  of  Westmin- 
ster Palace  should  present  a  similar  ap- 
pearance to  the  East  side.  As  they 
approached  this  building  from  West- 
minster Bridge,  they  were  confronted  by 
the  finest  architectural  outlines  to  be 
seen  in  the  world;  but  as  they  ap- 
proached it  from  the  other  side,  the  eye 
was  painfully  confused  by  the  totfid  want 
of  harmony  between  the  two  classes  of 
8u:chitecture.  He  did  not  believe  that 
justice  would  be  done  to  the  building 
until  they  revived,  in  some  shape  or 
other,  those  admirable  plans  which  were 
drawn  by  that  great  man  who  was  the 
designer  of  the  building.  He  was  aware 
that  the.  cost  was  the  great  obstacle  ; 
but  the  country  had  spent  millions  of 
money  on  the  building,  and  when  they 
had  done  nine- tenths  of  the  work  he 
did  not  see  why  they  should  hesitate  to 
do  the  remaining  tenth.  In  his  opinion, 
it  was  a  penny-wise-and-pound-foolish 
policy.  The  cost  would  be  spread  over 
a  number  of  years;  it  would  scarcely 
be  felt;  but  the  result  would  be  the 
finest  public  building  in  the  country, 
perhaps  in  the  whole  world.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  be  in  a  hurry 
to  commit  itself  to  any  scheme  which 
subsequent  generations  might  very  likely 
upset. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  go  into  the  structural 
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details  of  the  subject,  though  he  was 
Borrj  to  differ  from  some  of  his  hon. 
Eriends  in  regard  to  those  details.  He 
ooiild  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  S. 
Smith),  neither  could  he  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memberfor  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney),  because  he  considered 
that  the  West  Front  of  Westminster 
Hall,  in  its  present  shape,  was  hideous. 
His  simple  aod  sole  reason  for  desiring 
the  posl^nement  of  this  Vote  was  that 
lie  wished  to  preserve  the  piece  of 
ground  for  the  future  use  of  Parliament. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  held  strongly 
the  view  that,  at  a  not  very  distant 
date,  it  would  be  found  necessary  to 
8ub-diyide  the  Business  of  Parliament 
by  means  of  Grand  Committees.  Booms 
would  be  required  for  those  Committees, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  they  had  in  the 
ground  on  the  West  of  Westminster 
Hall  the  very  piece  of  ground  on  which 
to  provide  the  accommodation.  He  was, 
therefore,  very  unwilliug  to  see  the 
ground  taken  up  by  an  imperfect  and 
insufficient  and  not  very  useful — ^in  fact, 
a  very  useless — construction,  sucb  as 
they  were  told  the  building  suggested 
by  Mr.  Pearson  would  be.  He  was 
sorry  the  debate  had  been  prolonged  to 
such  length  by  what,  after  all,  had 
merely  been  a  battle  of  architects.  He 
advocated  postponement  because  he 
wished  to  see  this  piece  of  ground 
turned  to  the  utmost  advantage  another 
day.  He  thought  it  was  to  be  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  put  the  question  as 
if  it  were  a  matter  of  confidence  in  Mr. 
Pearson.  He  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
never  heard  of  Mr.  Pearson  until  he 
was  told  that  gentleman  had  been  con- 
sulted in  reference  to  this  matter  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Reading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  This  was 
a  case  which  ought  to  be  decided  on 
public  grounds  alone.  Why  not  pay 
Mr.  Pearson  for  the  work  he  had  done, 
and  let  the  settlement  of  the  matter 
&tand  over  ?  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  had  done  an  inj  ustice  to  himself. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
rendered  a  tribute  to  the  conspicuous 
business  ability  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  it  very  often  happened  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  the  best  and 
most  practical  men  had  some  fad.    His 
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right  hon.  Friend  had  immense  prac- 
tical ability ;  but,  imfortunately,  his  one 
purpose  in  this  matter  appeared  to  be 
to  carry  out  the  designs  of  Mr.  Pearson. 
He  (Sir  George  Campbell)  was  not  an 
advocate  of  the  plan  of  Sir  Charles 
Barry;  he  wanted  to  see  something 
humbler  and  simpler.  He  trusted  the 
settlement  of  the  question  would  be 
postponed  until  such  time  as  they  could 
ascertain  the  future  needs  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The   FIEST   COMMISSIONER   of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  said,  he  had 
listened  with  the  greatest  attention  to 
the  debate  that  had  gone  on  for  the  last 
five  hours,  and  he  did  not  regret  that 
there  should  have  been  a  very  full  ex- 
pression  of  the  opinions  wMch  were 
entertained  by  hon.  Members  on  the 
subject.     He  had  no  intention  of  speak- 
ing at  any  length,  not  only  because  the 
Committee  had  already  heard  his  views 
on  the  question,  but  also  because  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  add  anything  to 
what  had  been  said  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry 
Holland),  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock),   and  others,  who 
were  all  Members  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, by  whom  very  great  care  was 
bestowed  on  the  consideration  of  this 
question.     He  would  like,  however,  to 
explain  to  the  Committee  the  exact  posi- 
tion in  which  he  found  himself.    He  had 
been  invited  in  the  most  flattering  manner 
to  consent  to  the  postponement  of  this 
Vote  until  next  year.     That,  certainly, 
was  not  only  a  very  flattering  but  a  veiy 
tempting  invitation ;  and  he  plainly  fore- 
saw that  if  he  did  not  accept  ithe  should, 
for  some  time  to  come,  receive  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  bombardment  from 
different  Members  of  the  House,  and 
persons  out   of  the  House,   upon  the 
matter.     Of  course,  he  did  not  wish  to 
press  the  Vote  against  the  will  of  the 
Committee  ;    but   he  felt  it  incumbent 
upon  him  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
that  this  was  a  Vote  which  ought  now 
to  be  adopted.    It  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  it  was  impossible  to  leave 
the  outside  of  Westminster  Hall  as  it  was 
at  present ;  and  the  question  what  was 
best  to  be  done  in  order  to  remedy  the 
horrible  disfigurement  that  had  been 
produced  by  the  removal  of  the  old  Law 
Courts  was  referred,  last    year,   to  a 
Committee — as  he  had  already  said,  a 
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very  strong  and  a  very  representatiye 
Committee.  That  Committee  took  the 
matter  into  consideration  as  carefully  as 
^ey  could ;  and  although  all  the  yaried 
opinions  expressed  that  day  were  yery 
fally  discussed  hy  the  Select  Committee 
what  was  the  result  of  the  inyestigation  ? 
Against  eyery  argpiment  put  forward 
that  day,  and  which  was  put  forward 
before  the  Select  Committee,  the  Select 
Committee  arriyed  at  a  decision  in 
fayour  of  the  plan  of  Mr.  Pearson  by  a 
majority  of  eight  to  two.  He  put  it  to 
the  Committee,  as  men  of  common  sense, 
were  they  oyer  likely  to  achieye  a  de- 
cision BO  nearly  unanimous  as  that,  if 
they  were  to  refer  the  matter  to  another 
Select  Committee  ?  He  had  no  personal 
prejudice  in  fayour  of  either  of  the 
schools  which  had  been  so  strongly  re- 
presented that  day.  Neither  did  he  wish 
to  side  with  those  who  would  complete 
the  great  work  of  Sir  Charles  Barry 
against  those  who  were  entirely  against 
any  such  attempt ;  but  this  he  did  feel 
strongly — ^that  the  hope  of,  within  any 
reasonable  time,  getting  Parliament  to 
consent  to  the  expenditure  of  £500,000 
to  carry  out  the  design  of  Sir  Charles 
Barry  was  perfectly  yisionary.  He 
really  belieyed  that  the  Hall,  if  left 
in  its  present  condition,  would  crumble 
to  pieces  before  that  object  was  at- 
tained. Whateyer  else  the  Select  Com- 
mittee might  haye  differed  about,  they 
were  all  agreed  that  Mr.  Pearson 
was  a  most  competent  authority,  and 
that  his  plans  were  supported  by  some 
of  the  most  eminent  architects  of  the 
day.  The  Select  Committee  were  unani- 
mous as  to  Mr.  Pearson's  professional 
qualification,  and  they  approyed  of  his 
scheme  by  a  majority  of  eight  to  two. 
Now,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  miscon- 
ception as  to  the  necessity  of  increased 
accommodation.  It  was  said  that  the 
lower  storey  of  the  proposed  addition  to 
Westminster  Hall  would  consist  of  no- 
thing more  or  less  than  cellars.  It 
would  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  The 
rooms  on  the  Western  side  would  be 
leyel  with  the  ground,  and  would,  he 
belieyed,  be  quite  as  comfortable  as 
many  of  the  rooms  now  set  apart  for  the 
different  Members  of  the  Government, 
and  which*  whether  cellars  or  not,  were 
competed  for  by  them  with  the  greatest 
possible  zeal.  Therefore,  whoever  the 
persoiLS  might  be  who  would  be  asked  to 


occupy  the  lower  range  of  rooms  they 
would  be  in  no  worse  position  as  regarded 
accommodation  than  were  some  of  the 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
In  conclusion,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  as  the  proposal  which  he  bow 
submitted  to  the  Committee  had  been 
assailed  by  a  good  many  Members 
whose  sincerity  he  could  not  for  a 
moment  question,  who,  no  doubt,  felt 
very  strongly  on  the  subject,  but  who 
differed  amongst  themselves — differed 
probably  more  amongst  themselves  than 
they  did  from  the  views  of  Mr.  Pearson — 
it  was  not  reasonable  that  the  Commit- 
tee should  be  asked  to  postpone  this 
matter  to  some  future  time.  However 
much  he  might  consult  his  own  conve- 
nience by  agreeing  to  the  suggestion  of 
hon.  Members,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  fair  to  the  Committee,  or  to  the  coun- 
try, to  postponje  for  some  uncertain  time 
a  matter  which  had  received  so  large  an 
amount  of  support. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
had  made  his  proposal  for  the  express 
purpose  of  preserving  the  West  Front 
of  Westminster  Hall  as  it  at  present 
existed.  Last  year  the  Government  ob- 
tained a  Vote  of  £3,000  to  be  applied 
to  the  preservation  of  the  flying  but- 
tresses and  wall,  not  \d.  of  which  they 
expended.  What  he  proposed  now  was 
that  the  Government  should  have  a 
grant  of  £2,000,  which  was  all  that 
could  be  expended  upon  the  preservation 
of  the  flying  buttresses  between  this  and 
the  time  when  Parliament  met  again. 
The  opinion  of  Mr.  Butterfield,  one  of  the 
greatest  Gothic  architects  in  the  world, 
was  that  if  they  committed  the  act  of 
barbarism,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  had  described, 
of  covering  up  the  flying  buttresses, 
which  were  unique  of  their  kind,  and 
more  beautiful  than  anything  which 
existed  in  this  country,  they  would  do 
that  for  which  they  would  for  ever  be 
blamed.  Do  not  let  anyone  be  led  away 
by  the  idea  that  the  plan  of  Mr.  Pear- 
son was  one  acceptable  to  every  architect 
equally  eminent.  Mr.  Butterfit-ld  was 
an  architect  of  the  highest  eminence, 
and  his  opinion  coincided  with  the 
architectural  journals  and  various  emi- 
nent men  that  the  buttrebses  t^hould  be 
preserved  in  their  integrity.  That  O) union 
be  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  lommonded  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Committee, 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  42; 
Noes  196:  Majority  154.— (Div.  List, 
No.  231.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Class  VI. — Non-Effkctive  and  Chabi- 

TABLE  SeBYIOES. 

(2.)  £9,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pen- 
sions, &c. 


(3.)  £478,600,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Eng- 
land. 

(4.)  £69,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 

(5.)  £51,021,  Savings  Banks  and 
Priendly  Societies  Deficiency. 

(6.)  £1,751,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Al- 
lowances, Great  Britain. 

Class   IV. — Education,  Science,    and 
Abt. 

(7.)  £6,464,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Gallery. 

(8.)  £1,630,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Portrait  Gallery. 

(9.)  £13,900,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investi- 
gation. 

(10.)  £8,484,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  London  University. 

(11.)  £10,500,  University  Colleges, 
Wales. 

(12.)  £3,627,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition 
(Eeport). 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Friday. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Eesolutions  [14th  July]  reported. 
First  Eighteen  Resolutions  agreed  to. 
Nineteenth  Resolution  postponed. 
Postponed    Resolution    to    be    con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


ADMIRALTY  (EXPENDITURE  AND 

LIABILITIES). 

MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY ^Lord  Geokge  Hamilton),  in 
liaing  to  moye— 


880 

<*  That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Expenditure  and  Liabilities 
incurred  by  the  Admiralty  under  the  recent 
Tote  of  Credit  have  exceeded  the  revised  Esti- 
mate stated  to  the  House  by  the  late  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  on  the  6th  of  June,  I88d ; 
that  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seven  Mem- 
bers, to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection ;  Three  to  be  the  quorum  : — Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records," 

said :  In  making  this  Motion,  I  beg  per- 
mission to  read  the  following  letter, 
which  I  have  received  from  Loi^  North- 
brook  : — 

«*4.  Hamilton  Place,  July  15,  1886,  9.30  a.m. 

**  Dear  Lord  George, — I  have  just  received 
jrour  letter  of  yesterday.  You  are  quite  correct 
m  saying  that  I  *  impugned  the  accuracy  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  fig^ures^  in  the 
speech  I  made  last  night  in  the  House  of  Liords, 
and  I  accept  with  pleasure  the  proposal  which 
you  inform  me  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  about  to  make  to-day  that  the  *  meritfl  of 
the  controTersy '  between  ns  should  be  tested 
by  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

'*  I  understand  from  your  letter  that  th«  Re- 
ference is  to  be  limited  to  this  matter,  which  is 
a  very  simple,  one,  and  need  take  but  a  short 
time. 

*'  I  should  be  obliged  to  you  if  you  will  read 
this  note  from  me  in  the  House  of  Commons 
when  y ou'make  your  Motion,  as  I  have  not  time 
to  be  sure  of  communicating  with  any  of  my 
late  Colleagues. — Yours,  &c, 

"NORTHBROOK." 

The  OHANCELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUER :  There  is  only  one  observation 
I  wish  to  offer  with  reference  to  a  state- 
ment which  Lord  Northbrook  is  reported 
to  have  made  of  a  personal  character 
touching  myself.     No  one  will  desire 
now    to    discuss    the    merits    of   this 
question ;  but  I  find  that  Lord  North- 
brook  is  reported  to  have  said  yesterday 
that  I  was  desirous  of  making  an  attack 
upon  him.    I  wish  entirely  to  repudiate 
any  such  desire.    I  felt  it  necessary,  in 
the  discharge  of  my  duty,  to  state  to  the 
House  that  the  £9,000,000  had  been  ex- 
ceeded, and  also  the  reasons  why,  in  my 
belief,  that  excess  had  occurred.    I  cer- 
tainly did  not  make  that  statement  be- 
cause I  was  desirous  of  attacking  Lord 
Northbrook. 

Mr.  0HILDEE8:  After  what  ha« 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
think  I  ought  to  say  that  I  was  in  the 
House  of  Lords  yesterday,  and  heard,  I 
believe,  every  word  that  Lord  North- 
brook said.  Certainly  I  did  not  hear 
him  make  any  dbiarge  against  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  of  desiring  to  make  any 
attack  on  liim.  From  my  knowledge  of 
the  characters  of  both  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  Lord  Northbrook,  I  am 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  never  be  desirous  of  making  an 
attack  on  the  noble  Lord,  and  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  never  intentionally 
have  imputed  any  such  desire  to  him. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  as  Ireland 
was  very  much  interested  in  this  ques- 
tion, he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
Committee  was  to  be  composed  exclu- 
sively of  the  two  great  Parties  in  the 
House,  or  whether  a  Member  of  the 
Lish  Party  was  to  sit  upon  it  ? 

Thb  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  bind 
the  action  of  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
though  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  they  will  take  all  circumstances 
into  consideration. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  as  the  Chair- 
man  of  the  Committee  of  Selection  was 
present  he  would  ask  him  to  give  an 
assurance  that  at  least  one  Member  of 
the  Irish  Party  would  be  placed  on  the 
Committee. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  said,  that  he 
could  not  answer  that  appeal,  as  he  had 
no  right  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection.  A  highly  respected 
Member  of  the  House  sitting  beside  the 
hon.  Member  was  on  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  and  he  would  doubtless  see 
that  the  interests  of  the  Irish  Party  were 
fully  considered. 

Mr.  SEXTON  observed  that  in  case 
no  Member  of  the  Irish  Party  was  placed 
on  the  Committee  he  should  move  the 
addition  of  the  name  of  Mr,  Arthur 
O'Connor. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appointedf  **  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  Expenditure  and  Liahilities  incurred  by  the 
Admiralty  under  the  recent  Vote  of  Credit  have 
exceeded  the  revised  Estimate  stated  to  the 
House  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  the  6th  June  1886.*' — Committee  to  consist 
of  Seven  Members,  to  be  nominated  b)'  the 
Oommittee  of  Selection ;  Three  to  be  the 
quorum  :— Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. — {Lord  Oeorg$  Hamilton.) 

SCHOOL  BOARDS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stanhope,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  School  Boards,  so  far  as 
a£fected  by  the  incorporation  of  a  Municipal 
Borough,  and  as  respects  the  Divisions  of  the 
MetropoUa,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Staxhopb  and  Mr.  Arthur  BALFora. 
B\}lpr€sented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  236.] 


BiU. 
QUESTION. 
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CENTRAL  ASIA—RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN-REPORTED RUSSIAN 
ADVANCE. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  the  Government 
haye  reoeived  any  confirmation  of  the 
rumours  that  the  Eussians  have  attacked 
Zulfikar? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  I  beg 
to  say  that  rumours  have  reached  Her 
Majesty's  G-ovemment  that  there  has 
been  some  increase  of  the  Russian 
Forces  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Zulfikar. 
As  to  the  actual  extent  of  that  increase, 
the  Government  have  not  received  at 
the  present  moment  any  very  reliable 
information;  but  inquiries  are,  of  course, 
being  made.  Colonel  Ridgeway's  Com- 
mission has  moved  to  the  neighbourhood 
of  Herat,  and  two  oflB.cers — Captain  Pea- 
cook  and  Captain  Yate — have,  on  the 
invitation  of  the  Heratees,  repaired  to 
Herat. 

OATHS  BILL.- [Bill  62.] 
{Mr.  Hopwoody  Mr.  Statis/eld,  Mr.  Percy  TFynd- 
ham,   Mr.    Charles  Riusell,    Mr.   Xoel,   Mr. 
Penningtoriy  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourmd  till  To-morrow. 

Houfie  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  \Uh  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— J^<V«^  Reading^ 
Post  Office  Sites*  (181);  Cholera  Hospitals 
(Ireland)  •  (182) ;  Polehampton  Estates  • 
(183). 

Second  Reading  —  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  (England)  (177). 

Committee  —  Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  2)  (65) ;  Archdeaconries  • 
(150-180);  Tithe  Rent  Charge  Redemption  * 
(165). 
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8$lect  Committee— 'JUport^WsLterxf orVs  Clauies 
Act  (1847)  Amondment  [No.  170]. 

7?tf/Jor^— Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amend- 
ment *  (127) ;  Secretary  for  Scotland  (.178). 

Third  Meadiftff— Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  4)  •  (147) :  Tramways  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  2)»  (166);  Tramways 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  •  (167);  Public 
Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  •  (143)  ; 
Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  *  ( 1 14) ; 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000)  •  (164),  and 
passed. 

Boyal  Assent—'KBAi  India  Unclaimed  Stocks 
[48  k  49  Vict.  c.  26] ;  Yorkshire  Registries 
[48  &  49  Vict.  c.  26] ;  Friendly  Societies  Act 
(1876)  Amendment  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  27]  ; 
Gas  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  [48  &  49 
Vict,  c.  Iv] ;  Commons  Regulation  (Ashdown 
Forest)  Provisional  Order  [48  &  49  Vict. 
c.  Ivi]  ;  Commons  Regulation  (Drumburgh) 
Provisional  Order  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  Ivii] ; 
Commons  Inclosure  (Llanybyther)  Provi- 
sional Order  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  Iviii] ;  Local 
Government  (Gas)  Provisional  Orders  [48  & 
49  Vict.  c.  lix]  ;  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  4) 
[48  &  49  Vict.  c.  Ix];  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  [48  & 
49  Vict.  c.  Ixi];  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  6)  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  Ixii] ; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  [48  &  49 
Vict.  c.  Ixiii] ;  Gas  and  Water  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)  [48  &  40  Vict,  c  Ixiv]  ;  Water 
Provisional  Orders  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  Ixv] ; 
Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  [48  & 
49  Vict.  c.  Ixvi].  • 

TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  2)  BILL. 

{The  Earl  Spencer.) 
(wo.  65.)       COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — {The  £arl 
Spencer.) 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK,  in  rising 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  **That  the 
Order  of  Monday  last  for  committing 
the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  be  discharged,"  said,  that,  in 
adopting  that  course,  he  was  actuated 
by  no  other  than  feelings  of  high  re- 
spect for  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Bpencer),  who  had  made  the  Motion 
which  was  ccuried  on  Monday,  and  that 
he  had  no  knowledge  of  any  of  the  par- 
ties interested  in  this  particular  project, 
either  of  those  who  were  promoting  or 
those  who  were  opposed  to  it.  He  took 
the  course  he  had  taken  solely  because 
of  the  interest  which  now  for  20  years 
he  had  taken  in  the  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation of  the  House.    The  House,  he 


thought,  was  rather  taken  by  surprise 
by  what  took  place  on  Monday.  He  was 
sure  that  the  majority  of  their  Lordships 
could  not  have  been  aware  what  a  very 
large  question  affecting  the  whole  pro- 
cedure of  the  House  was  raised  by  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Earl.  When  the 
Notice  appeared  on  the  Paper  he  (the 
Earl  of  Limerick)  thought,  and  he  also 
was  of  opinion  that  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships looked  upon  it  as  being  simply  a 
Motion  to  commit  the  Bill  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House,  because  the 
noble  Earl  was  dissatisfied  with  the  re- 
ception of  the  Bill  before  the  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House. 
Their  Lordships  had  no  idea  of  the 
raising  of  the  larger  question  whatever. 
The  noble  EarPs  argument  was  that  the 
reference  to  a  Select  Committee  had  been 
made  under  a  misconception  of  the  Act 
of  I860,  which  regulated  the  procedure 
on  this  Bill,  and  that  the  Bill  was  really 
a  Public  Bill.  But  an  examination  of 
the  various  Acts  passed  between  1860 
and  the  present  time,  establishing  the 
procedure  on  Bills  confirming  Orders  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council,  showed 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  mistaken,  and 
that  the  procedure  of  the  House,  as  re- 
lated to  Irish  Tramway  Bills,  had  not 
been  founded  on  an  entire  misconception, 
as  contended.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  did  not  challenge 
the  fact  that,  if  the  Bill  had,  upon  the 
face  of  it,  been  a  measure  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order,  it  would  have 
necessarily  come  under  the  Standing 
Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
brought  before  a  Select  Committee  with- 
out any  opposition  being  made.  The 
ground  taken  was  that  the  Act  was  not 
an  Act  confirming  a  Provisional  Order 
at  all,  but  was  one  of  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent character,  though  he  could  not 
quite  gather  from  the  noble  Lords  who 
had  spoken  what  the  exact  nature  of 
the  Act  was  supposed  to  be.  He  thought 
the  matter  was  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance ;  and  if  this  was  an  Act  con- 
firming a  Provisional  Order,  it  should 
follow  the  Kule  of  the  House  applicable 
to  such  measures.  It  was  contended  that 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  as  a  Public 
Act ;  but  that  would  not  exempt  it  from 
the  ordinary  Bule  affecting  those  Public 
Acts  which  were  of  a  local,  limited  ap- 
plication affecting  private  rights,  which 
had  always  been  referred  to  Private  Bill 
Committees  when  they  were  opposed. 
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The  noblo  Earl  attributed  some  import- ' 
ance  to  the  wording  of  the  Act  of  1860. 
It 


"The  Lord  Lieutenant,  in  Council,  shall,  as 
conTeniently  as  may  be,  cause  steps  to  be 
taken  for  the  confinnation  of  suck  Order  in 
Council  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  until  such 
confirmation  the  Order  shall  have  no  effect 
whatever." 

At  that  time,  even  when  it  was  not  op- 
posed, a  Provisipnal  Order  was  to  have 
no  effect  until  it  was  confirmed  by  Act 
of  Parliament.  In  1861  the  Act  was 
changed  ;  but,  surely,  if  the  rights  of 
private  persons  to  appear  before  a  Pri- 
vate Bill  Committee  were  intended  to  be 
taken  away  by  either  of  those  Acts,  that 
would  have  been  done  in  specific  words, 
and  not  by  a  genered  statement  that  the 
Act  was  to  be  taken  as  a  Public  Act. 
He  could  not  find  anything  since  1861  to 
show  that  these  Orders  were  treated  in 
an  exceptional  way.  The  Act  of  1881 
went  further,  and  provided  that  no  Act 
to  confirm  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Order 
should  be  required,  unless  the  parties 
not  only  appealed,  but  also  appeared  to 
prosecute  the  appeal.  When  the  Bill 
of  1883  was  introduced,  there  was  no- 
thing to  show  that  these  Bills  were  not 
to  take  the  usual  course  of  Bills  confirm- 
ing Provisional  Orders.  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
in  introducing  that  Act,  said  that  the 
Order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
in  such  cases  as  the  present  being  only 
provisional,  and  requiring  to  be  con- 
firmed by  Parliament,  it  would  be  open 
to  anyone  to  oppose  it.  But  opposition 
would  be  impossible  unless  the  Bill 
were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  as 
a  matter  of  right.  It  would  come  to 
this — that  if  any  person  had  sufficient 
influence  he  could  get  a  Bill  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee ;  but  that  the 
general  public  who  had  private  rights 
which  were  injured  by  such  Bill,  but 
who  were  not  influential  in  Parlia- 
ment, could  not  get  them  so  referred. 
He  could  not  believe  that  that  was  the 
intention  of  Parliament.  Under  the  Act 
of  1883  very  large  rating  powers  were 
given,  and  also  the  power  to  take  land 
oompulsorily  and  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent ;  but  he  did  not  know  that  Parlia- 
ment had  ever  delegated  to  any  other 
body  the  right.to  take  land  oompulsorily. 
Those  were  the  general  grounds  upon 
which  he  based  his  Motion.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  they  should  continue 
the  procedure  they  had  followed  for  25 


years,  or  whether  they  should  adopt  the 
decision  of  Monday.  If  the  Bill  were 
not  a  Bill  for  confirming  a  Provisional 
Order,  but  was  to  be  treated  in  every 
respect  as  a  Public  Bill,  he  (the  Ecu*l 
of  Limerick)  submitted  that  it  ought 
not  to  have  been  introduced  into  that 
House  at  all,  for  it  was  one  of  those 
Bills  which  by  the  custom  of  Parlia- 
ment could  only  have  been  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Commons  according 
to  Standing  Order  226  of  that  House. 
Besides  these  reasons  of  a  general 
character,  he  would  urge  that  their 
Lordships  should  be  very  careful  be- 
fore they  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill.  Bightly  or  wrongly,  this  Bill 
went  belbre  a  Select  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  and  that  Com- 
mittee decided  that  it  was  not  advisable 
that  it  should  become  law.  He  sub- 
mitted that  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  be  received  with  great 
consideration.  He  wished  he  were  better 
able  to  meet  the  arguments  of  noble 
Lords  opposite.  He  had  not  raised  this 
question  out  of  any  disrespect  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lords  who  took  part 
in  the  discussion  on  Monday ;  but  those 
Noblemen  knew  the  exact  question  that 
was  to  be  raised  when  they  came  down, 
and  the  rest  of  the  House  did  not,  and 
he  thought  a  subject  so  important  should 
not  be  decided  hastily  and  without  due 
investigation.  In  conclusion,  he  trusted 
the  House  would  exonerate  him  from 
blame  for  occupying  so  much  time  in 
proposing  the  Eesolution  that  stood  in 
his  name. 

The  Eakl  of  LONGFORD,  in  second- 
ing the  Amendment,  said,  this  could  not 
be  both  a  Private  and  a  Public  Bill.  If 
it  was  a  Private  Bill,  it  had  been  killed 
in  Committee.  If  it  was  a  Public  Bill, 
it  could  not  now  commence  at  the  Com- 
mittee stage — in  fact,  it  had  never  been 
introduced  in  that  character.  Some 
consideration  ought  to  be  paid  to  those 
who  had  been,  by  the  Order  of  the 
House,  at  the  trouble  and  expense  of 
coming  over  to  oppose  the  Bill,  and  who 
had  proved  their  case  before  a  Select 
Committee.  It  was  not  desirable  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill. 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  (*'  That  ") 
and  insert  ("  the  Order  of  Monday  last  for 
committing  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  be  discharged.")— (T-^c  Earl  of 
Limeriek,) 
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The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
was  not  going  to  repeat  the  speech  he 
had  made  the  other  eyening;  but  the 
proceedings  were  quite  regular,  and  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  proceed 
with  the  Bill.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Limerick)  gave  due  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  bring  the  subject  for- 
ward theo  ther  evening;  but  no  new 
argument  had  been  adduced  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  He  (the  Earl  of  Sel- 
bome),  therefore,  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  adhere  to  the  decision 
at  which  they  arrived  the  other  night. 
He  maintained  that  the  Bill  was  a  public 
one,  and  that  it  had  gone  through  all 
the  usual  stages. 

The  CHAIEM an  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Eedesdale)  said,  that  he 
did  not  think  the  matter  was  thoroughly 
understood. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEIOK:  Hear, 
hear ! 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES : 
Whether  it  was  right  or  wrong,  the  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee  under  the  Standing 
Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House.  It  was 
called  a  Provisional  Order,  and  every  Bill 
which  was  called  a  Provisional  Order 
there  was  no  doubt  might  be  dealt  with 
in  the  way  that  this  Bifi  had  been.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Belmore),  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Select  Committee,  who  was 
absent  in  Ireland,  in  which  he  said  the 
Committee  unanimously  felt  that  the  Bill 
ought  not  to  proceed.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Eedesdale)  thought  the  decision  of  that 
Committee  was  a  far  more  important 
guide  to  their  Lordships'  House  than 
either  the  advice  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  or  the  Privy  Council  of  Ire- 
land. He  believed  that  matters  were 
inquired  into  before  those  Committees, 
and  that  their  investigations  were  con- 
ducted in  a  way  to  bring  out  all  the 
points  of  the  case  that  were  important  in 
regard  to  -legislation. 

The  Earl  of  EOSSE  said,  that,  as 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee who  considered  the  Bill,  he  de- 
sired to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  gene- 
ral feeling  of  the  Committee,  and  as  to 
why  it  was  their  general  feeling  that  the 
Bill  should  not  proceed.  So  far  as  he 
knew,  their  action  proceeded  entirely  on 
the  ground  that  there  seemed  extremely 
little  likelihood  that  the  line  would  ever 
pay.    The  guarantee  amounted  to  U.  in 


the  pound,  which  would  be  levied  on 
the  district ;  and  the  Committee  were  of 
opinion  that  they  should  not  allow  an 
Act  to  go  on,  which  would  so  heavily 
tax  the  occupiers  and  landowners  of  the 
district.  The  prospects  of  traffic  ap- 
peared much  over-rated,  as  the  resi- 
dences were  situated  principally  near 
BallincoUig,  which  was  already  served 
by  the  Cork  and  Macroom  line.  It  did 
not  seem  likely  that  lime  would  be  sent 
partly  by  rail  so  short  a  distance ;  and 
as,  under  the  scheme,  no  provision  was 
made  for  its  direct  transfer  from  the 
ships  to  the  trucks,  it  did  not  seem  pro- 
bable that  the  traffic  in  coal  would  be 
large. 

On  Question,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Motion?" 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Title. 

Earl  SPENCEE,  ih  moving  an 
Amendment  to  alter  the  title  of  the  Bill 
by  striking  out  the  words  **  Provisional 
Order,"  in  order  to  put  in  the  words 
**  Order  in  Council  (Ireland)  Bill,"  oaid, 
he  did  so  on  the  ground  that  the  mea- 
sure was  intended  to  affirm  not  a  Pro- 
visional Order,  but  an  Order  in  Council. 

Amendment  moved^  **  That  the  title  of 
the  Bill  be  changed  to  *  Order  in  Coun- 
cil (Ireland)  Bill.^"—(7%tf  Uarl  Spencer.) 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK  said,  he 
questioned  whether  the  former  stages  of 
the  Bill,  if  a  Public  Bill,  were  not  ir- 
regular. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  said,  the 
Amendment  was  only  to  insure  that  the 
Bill  should  be  called  by  the  name  by 
which  it  was  called  in  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment under  which  it  was  presented ;  and 
that  no  such  mistake  as  had  occurred  in 
this  instance  should  occur  again,  by  the 
use  of  a  form  of  title  which  failed  to 
make  a  distinction  between  an  Order  in 
Council  under  the  Act  of  1860,  and  a 
common  Provisional  Order  under  Acts 
of  a  very  different  kind. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFOED  said,  it 
would  appear  that  the  Bill  had  been  in- 
troduced and  read  a  second  time,  as  a 
Public  Bill,  under  false  pretences.  It 
was  read  a  second  time  as  a  Private  Bill, 
and  rejected  by  a  Select  Committee. 
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The  HouBe,  by  main  foroe,  might  be 
determined  to  pass  it;  but  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Limerick)  was  entirely 
in  the  right  that -the  measare  ought  not 
to  proceed  on  its  present  lines. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  changed 
accordingly. 

Title,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Spencer, 
consequential  Amendment  made  in  page 
1,  by  leaving  out  the  word  "Provi- 
sional," and  after  the  word  "Order" 
inserting  the  words  "  in  Council." 

Clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Keport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrow, 

House  resumed. 

The  OHAIEMAN  op  COMMITTEES 
said,  that  he  must  say  that  the  Amend- 
ments proved  most  clearly  that  the 
House  was  right.  The  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time,  and  confirmed  by 
the  House  as  a  Provisional  Order.  Under 
the  Orders  of  the  House  it  was  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  who  had  reported 
against  it,  and  he  thought  their  Lord- 
ships had  committed  an  act  of  great 
irregularity. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
(ENGLAND)  BILL. 
,     {The  Marqufiss  of  Sali$bury,) 
(no.    177.)        SECOND  EEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Mabqtjess  oi-  SALISBUEY,  in 
rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said :  The  Bill,  of  which  I 
have  now  the  honour  of  moving  the 
second  reading,  I  do  not  present  to  your 
Lordships  as  a  Member  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission,  although  it  is  a  Bill  which 
has  been  drawn  up  with  the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  Members  of  that  Commis- 
sion, and  in  concert  with  its  Chairman 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke).  The  composi- 
tion of  that  Commission  was  one  ranging 
over  a  lai^e  field  of  political  opinion  ; 
and  it  is,  no  doubt,  a  surprise  to  those 
parties  who  look  at  the  names  and  the 
Keport  that  the  Commission  came  to  any 
conclusion  at  all.  I  think,  however,  the 
Commission  have  made  a  very  consider- 
able number  of  very  important  recom- 
mendations, and  the  result  is  very  largely 
due  to  the  tact  and  conciliation  with 


which  the  deHberations  of  the  Commis- 
sion were  conducted  by  the  Chairman. 
Of  course,  anybody  reading  this  Bill 
must  read  it  with  the  knowledge  that  it 
is,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  compromise. 
Various  Members  of  the  Commission,  no 
doubt,  would  have  liked  to  go  further, 
each  in  his  own  direction  ;  but  perhaps 
they  occupied  ground  that  was  all  the 
safer  and  sounder,  because  they  had  had 
to  agree  with  one  another  in  regard  to 
the  provisions  of  this  measure.  No  one 
need  expect  to  find  that  it  contains  any 
magic  formula  which  will  cure  all  the 
evils  of  which  this  House  and  the  pubUc 
have  heard  a  great  deal,  and  there  is 
nothing  startling,  sensational,  or  ex- 
treme in  its  provisions.  We  are  hoping 
to  cure  those  evils  by  slow  and  gradual 
steps,  by  the  application  of  remedies 
apparently  not  far-reaching  in  their  oha- 
riicter,  but  still  judiciously  directed  to 
the  precise  difficulties  which  arose  in 
each  department  of  our  inquiry.  There 
is,  as  I  have  said,  therefore,  nothing 
sensational  or  extreme  in  the  measure 
which  we  recommend  your  Lordships  to 
accept.  I  will  just  go  through  the  various 
portions  of  the  BiU,  only  saying  that  it 
must  not  be  considered  to  be  the  whole 
outcome  of  the  deliberations  of  the  Com- 
mission, for  there  are  some  very  much 
larger  and  more  difficult  questions  be- 
hind, which  the  circumstances  of  the 
Session  do  not  permit  of  our  dealing  with 
now,  but  which  I  hope  wiU  be  dealt  with 
at  some  future  time.  The  evils  which 
this  Commission  was  appointed  to  remedy 
consisted  of  two  very  distinct  branches, 
which  must  not  be  confused,  but  must  be 
kept  apart  by  anybody  who  will  apply 
the  remedies  rightly,  but  which  there  is 
a  great  tendency  in  the  public  mind  to 
confuse.  There  are  evils  of  a  strictly 
sanitary  character— namely,  those  evils 
which  arise  out  of  material  causes, 
the  bad  structure  of  the  houses,  bad 
drainage,  insufficiency  of  water,  and  so 
forth;  and  the  evils  which  arise  from 
overcrowding,  due  to  the  excess  of  popu- 
lation in  one  particular  place.  These 
evils  are  different  in  their  nature,  dif- 
ferent in  the  remedies  which  it  is  re- 
quisite should  be  appHed  to  them, 
and  different,  above  all,  in  respect  to 
the  hope  with  which  we  can  look  for 
their  speedy  cure  with  the  prospects  of 
remedy  which  we  have  before  as.  The 
sanitary  evils — and  this  is  the  result  >  I 
our  investigation— although  they  exist, 
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are  in  process  of  fairly  rapid  cure.  In 
truth,  if  the  law,  as  it  exists,  was  fully 
carried  out,  these  evils  would  hardly  re- 
main. Our  task  has  principally  been  to 
suggest  alterations  that  would  secure  a 
more  ample  and  rapid  execution  of  the 
law ;  and  we  believe  if  that  can  be  done 
the  sanitary  evils  will  altogether  disap- 
pear. But  the  most  cheering  point  with 
respect  to  them  is  this— that  with  the 
increase  of  civilization  and  with  the  pro- 
gress of  the  community  these  sanitary 
evils  tend  to  vanish  altogether,  and  they 
essentially  dififer  in  this  respect  from  the 
evils  of  overcrowding.  The  more  our 
prosperity  increases  the  more  sanitary 
evils  will  vanish ;  but  the  more  our  pros- 
perity increases,  the  more  there  is  the 
danger  that  unless  remedial  measures 
are  taken  the  evils  of  overcrowding 
will  also  increase.  The  sanitary  part 
of  the  measure  consists  of  a  number 
of  details  which  we  cannot  well  dis- 
cuss without  the  Public  Health  Act 
in  our  hands ;  but,  in  the  first  place,  it 
may  be  said  that  we  give  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  power  to  put  into  effect  bye- 
laws  all  over  the  country,  giving  them 
the  right  of  supervision  as  to  tenement 
houses.  At  present,  I  think,  there  is 
only  power  in  the  Metropolis,  and  there 
only  power  where  the  Local  Government 
Board  give  their  previous  authority. 
The  Sanitary  Authorities,  by  this  Bill, 
receive  power  to  bring  these  bye-laws 
into  effect  at  once.  They  are  bye- 
laws  which  permit  the  proper  inspection 
and  supervision  over  tenement  houses — 
that  is,  over  houses  in  which  numbers  of 
rooms  or  floors  are  inhabited  by  several 
distinct  families,  and  where,  therefore, 
there  is  gpreat  danger  of  sanitary  evil 
arising.  The  next  point  that  we  deal 
with  in  respect  to  that  subject  is  an  alte- 
ration of  the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Act. 
Under  that  Act,  the  Local  Authority  has 
power  to  clear  these  places,  popularly 
called  "  slums,"  and  substitute  better 
buildings.  But  the  Local  Authority  is 
not  always  inclined  to  do  its  duty  in  that 
respect,  the  expense  being  very  con- 
siderable, and  local  interests  of  a  for- 
midable character  having  often  to  be 
met.  This  Bill  gives  power  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  where  the  officer 
reports  that  the  premises  are  unfit  for 
human  habitation,  to  authorize  the  Local 
Authority  to  put  in  force  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  and  then  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  the  Local  Authority  to  comply 
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with  the  order  for  the  removal  of  the 
premises.  Then  there  is  another  pro- 
vision which  will  tend  largely  to  increase 
the  health  of  the  Metropolis,  and,  in 
fact,  of  all  houses  in  large  towns.  Any- 
one who  has  had  a  house  built  is  ac- 
quainted with  the  speculative  builders 
or  the  builders  who  are  not  speculative. 
They  have  a  habit — ^I  do  not  know  under 
what  part  of  their  bubiness  it  cornea, 
perhaps  from  some  uninstructed  work- 
men —but  they  have  a  habit  of  conduct- 
ing all  the  drains  into  the  centre  of  the 
kitchen  and  leaving  them  there.  If  any- 
thing occurs  in  the  house  it  is  said — "  It 
cannot  be  the  drains,  because  it  is  a 
new  house."  The  children  die ;  typhoid 
fever  has  done  its  work,  and  then  it  is 
found  that  all  the  mischief  has  sprung 
from  proven tible  disease.  At  present, 
under  the  law,  a  man  who  lets  a  fur- 
nished house  is  compelled  to  enter  into 
a  contract  that  the  house  is  healthy; 
but,  by  a  curious  peculiarity  of  the 
law,  that  does  not  extend  to  an  unfur- 
nished house.  By  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  that  anomaly  will  be  removed 
and  the  evil  will  be  met.  Any  person 
building  a  house  and  letting  it,  and 
not  taking  proper  and  reasonable  pre- 
cautions that  it  shall  be  healthy,  will 
be  held  to  have  broken  the  contract,  and 
will  be  held  liable,  just  as  the  Railway 
Company  is,  for  the  illness  or  death  of 
any  person  living  in  it,  so  far  aa  it  is 
due  to  his  own  negligence.  I  believe 
.that  will  be  a  provision  of  considerable 
value,  which  will  put  a  stop  to  the  some- 
what reckless  disposal  of  unfurnished 
houses,  from  which  so  many  lamentable 
evils  have  arisen.  I  need  not  tell  your 
Lordships  of  the  evil  in  this  end  of  the 
town;  but  it  is  ten-fold  worse  in  the 
small  houses,  which  are  run  up  in  the 
suburbs  at  a  cheap  rate,  and  the  build- 
ing of  which  has  often  been  exceedingly 
disgraceful.  No  one  who  has  examined 
into  the  matter  can  doubt  that  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  scamped  work,  which  has 
greatly  increased  the  death-rate.  I  look 
to  this  clause  more  than  to  any  other  to 
diminish  the  death-rate  that  is  caused 
by  insanitary  dwellings.  But  we  must 
not  imagine  that  it  is  anything  we  can 
do  in  this  House,  or  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  will  remove  all  these 
evils.  It  must  be  done  by  that  stirring 
up  of  public  opinion  which  these  investi- 
gations cause ;  it  is  to  this  that  we  must 
look  for  any  real  reform ;  it  must  be 
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£rom  the  people  themselyes,  from  the 
owners,  builders,  and  occupiers,  when 
their  attention  is  drawn  to  the  enormous 
evils  which  past  negligence  has  caused — 
it  is  from  them  that  the  cure  of  the 
sanitary  evils  which  have  so  largely  in- 
creased the  death  rate  must  come.  I 
think  we  should  be  deceiving  ourselves 
if  we  imagined  that  any  impulse  would 
be  sufficient  to  cure  an  evil  so  widely 
spread.  But  with  regard  to  overcrowd- 
ing there  is  something  more  we  can  do. 
In  the  main,  the  worst  features  of  over- 
crowding are  to  be  found  in  the  Metro- 
polis, where  the  chief  difficulty  lies  in  the 
enormous  distance  which  the  circum- 
ference lies  from  the  centre.  In  other 
places  it  is  possible  to  meet  it  by  build- 
ing cottages  on  the  outskirts  of  the 
town  ;  but  that  cannot  be  done  in  Lon- 
don, because  of  the  distance  being  so 
great.  We  must,  therefore,  find  some 
mode  of  stimulating  the  provision  of 
houses  in  places  where  the  work- 
people have  their  work  to  do,  or  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood  thereof. 
We  propose  to  give  facilities  in  the  Bill 
for  using  certain  open  spaces,  which 
have  been  cleared  in  the  Metropolis  and 
elsewhere  —  for  instance,  the  sites  of 
prisons  in  the  Metropolis  —  which,  in 
consequence  of  recent  legislation,  have 
ceased  to  be  necessary.  The  recent 
alteration  of  our  prison-house  legislation 
has  made  it  expedient  that  many  of  the 
old  buildings  shall  cease  to  be  used  for 
the  purpose  for  which  they  were  in- 
tended and  to  which  they  are  now  ap- 
plied. It  is  proposed  with  reference  to 
MiUbank  Penitentiary,  Ooldbath  Fields, 
and  Pentonville  Prisons,  that  the  sites 
shall  be  sold  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  at  prices  which  will  enable 
the  Board  to  let  them  out,  either  to 
Trusts  like  the  Peabody,  or  other  similar 
Companies,  under,  of  course,  proper  re- 
strictions that  they  shall  be  applied, 
and  solely,  to  the  purpose  of  erecting 
dwellings  for  the  working  classes.  I 
cannot  help  hoping  that  in  connection 
with  that  provision  some  effort  may  be 
made  to  obtain  working-class  dwellings 
that  shall  be,  while  still  healthy  and 
useful,  somewhat  cheaper  in  their  con- 
struction than  those  which  the  Peabody 
Trustees  have  erected.  I  believe  that 
the  Peabody  buildings  have  done  an 
enormous  amount  of  good ;  but  they 
have  not  struck  at  the  lowest  and  most 
necessitous  class.    They  are  built  on  a 


scale  that  renders  necessary  a  rent 
higher  than  that  class  can  pay.  The 
people  must  be  housed ;  and  we  must 
make  an  effort  to  see  if  we  cannot,  with- 
out disregarding  the  laws  of  health, 
produce  buildings  sufficient  to  house 
them,  without  asking  a  rent  which  is 
beyond  their  means  to  pay.  As  far  as 
we  have  gone  at  present  1  do  not  think 
that  the  problem  has  been  sufficiently 
approached.  I  believe  it  is  possible  to 
grapple  with  it,  and  do  more  in  the 
way  of  cheap  buildings  than  we  have 
done.  I  hope  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  in  dealing  with  these 
sites,  if  it  shall  please  Parliament  to 
place  them  in  a  position  to  do  so,  will 
make  a  serious  and  earnest  effort  to  see 
that  that  great  difficulty  is  more  com- 
pletely removed  than  it  is  now.  Another 
change  which  we  propose  with  respect 
to  London  is  a  change  dealing  with 
private  and  corporate  property.  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  very  com- 
monly in  settlements  it  is  provided  that 
land  shall  only  be  leased  at  the  best 
price  that  can  be  had.  The  result  of 
that  is  that  though  the  tenant  for  life 
may  be  perfectly  willing  to  let  the  land 
for  building  working-class  dwellings 
upon,  and  though  it  is  for  the  pubHc 
interest  that  he  should  do  so,  and  every 
man  living  may  desire  that  he  should  do 
so,  yet  he  is  forbidden  by  this  provision 
to  let  the  land  for  such  purpose.  Of 
course,  it  is  more  profitable  to  let  the 
land  for  the  purpose  of  large  and  rich 
buildings,  shops,  or  private  houses,  than 
it  is  for  poorer  class  houses.  At  all 
events,  that  is  the  case  in  many  parts  of 
the  town.  There  are  large  properties 
in  this  part  of  the  town  which  are  bound 
up  in  that  way;  and  I  belieye  that  if 
some  legislation  of  this  kind  were  intro- 
duced we  should  find  a  great  deal  more 
land  set  free.  We  do  not,  of  course, 
wish  to  do  anything  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  the  owners ;  but  we  want  to 
give  liberty  to  use  land  for  working- 
class  dwelling^  in  towns  just  as  a  man  is 
at  liberty  now  to  use  his  land  in  the 
country  for  farmhouses  and  cottages, 
without  considering  whether  it  is  the 
most  profitable  purpose  for  which  the 
land  could  be  used.  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  feel  that  no  injury  is  done  to 
any  interest  by  conferring  powers  upon 
town  owners  of  providing  for  the  wants 
of  the  population  similar  to  those  which 
already  exist  in  the  country.    There  is 
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a  ouriouB  peculiarity  in  the  Settled  Land 
Act,  which  enables  trust  money,  or  the 
money  belonging  to  Corporations,  to  be 
expended  in  erecting  buildings  for  the 
country  population.  It  enables  farm- 
houses and  cottages  to  be  built  out 
of  the  money  belonging  to  the  trust 
or  Corporation;  but  the  Settled  Land 
Act  stops  short,  and  gives  no  such 
facility  for  building  these  working- 
class  dwellings  in  towns.  I  do  not 
imderstand  on  what  basis  this  excep- 
tion is  made.  I  was  anxious  that 
some  such  clause  should  be  introduced 
into  the  Settled  Land  Act  while  it 
was  passing  through  this  House ;  but  it 
was  thought  better  that  the  Act  should 
pass  without  the  introduction  of  matter 
which  would  lead  to  unnecessary  con- 
flict. I  hope,  now  that  it  is  recom- 
mended by  the  Boyal  Commission,  it 
will  commend  itself  to  your  Lordships. 
There  is  only  one  other  provision  of  im- 
portance to  which  it  is  necessary  I 
should  draw  your  Lordships'  attention. 
It  may  be  that,  after  all  these  facilities 
are  given,  cases  will  occur  in  which 
room  cannot  be  provided  for  the  popu- 
lation. These  cases  occur  principally  in 
places  where  industries  have  suddenly 
sprung  up,  and  where  a  large  population 
has  suddenly  gathered  together,  and 
where  there  is  no  local  capital  to  come 
forward  in  order  to  supply  the  necessary 
accommodation.  I  may  illustrate  what 
I  mean  by  the  case  of  the  town  of  Cam- 
borne, in  Cornwall,  which  occupies  a 
considerable  place  in  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  Commission.  In  that  case,  there 
were  local  difficulties  which  prevented 
the  proprietors  from  selling  the  land,  and 
there  was  no  one  who  was  willing  to  build. 
The  consequence  was  there  was  most 
frightful  overcrowding,  accompanied  by 
great  misery,  for  which  no  possible 
remedy  could  be  found.  I  do  not  think 
that  in  these  cases  there  should  be  an 
exceptional  remedy ;  but  it  so  happens 
that  we  have,  on  the  Statute  Book,  a 
law  designed  to  meet  cases  of  this  kind, 
which  is,  perhaps,  not  so  wholly  appli- 
cable as  it  might  be.  The  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  made  use 
of  a  striking  observation  tibe  other  night, 
that  the  history  of  social  movements  in 
this  country  was  very  nearly  the  history 
of  the  life  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Shaftesbury).  I  believe  that  is  a  very 
true  representation  of  the  facts.  Among 
the  measures  which  my  noble  Friend,  in 
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his  long  and  active  life,  was  the  means  of 
passing,  was  one  for  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  lodging-houses  in  places  where 
congestion  of  the  population  had  taken 
place.  He  passed  it  in  1851,  first 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
afterwards,  owing  to  the  death  of  his 
father,  it  was  his  singular  fortune  to 
pass  it  through  the  House  of  Lords.  But 
it  does  not  fmfil  the  expectations  which 
he  entertained  of  it,  owing  to  certain 
technical  difficulties  that  have  arisen. 
We  propose  to  use  that  Act  with  a  little 
more  freedom,  for  the  purpose  of  meet- 
ing such  exceptional  cases  as  I  have  re- 
ferred to.  The  Act  of  my  noble  Friend 
enables  a  parish  or  Local  Authority  to 
build  lodging-houses  in  cases  where  the 
necessity  has  arisen.  The  Act  is  safe- 
guarded by  a  number  of  provisions,  re- 
quiring certain  majorities  to  be  obtained. 
The  result  of  these  precautions  is,  that 
the  Act  does  not  work  at  all.  We 
prefer  to  apply  it  in  another  way  in 
requiring  no  special  majorify  of  the 
population,  but  providing  that  an  exa- 
mination shall  take  place  by  the  Local 
Government  Board;  and  if  the  Inspector 
reports  these  two  things — first,  that  the 
accommodation  is  wanted,  and  is  not 
likely  to  be  obtained  in  any  other  way ; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  parish  may  pro- 
vide it  without  any  risk  to  .the  rate- 
payers— without  imprudence  as  regards 
the  ratepayers — then  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  may  issue  the  necessary 
authority  to  enable  the  work  to  be 
carried  out.  At  the  same  time,  to 
clear  up  certain  legal  doubts  as  to  whe- 
ther my  noble  Friend's  Act,  and  the 
Acts  founded  upon  it,  apply  to  sepa- 
rate tenements  as  well  as  to  lodging- 
houses,  the  Bill  provides  that  it  shall  be 
applicable  to  cottages  as  well  as  lodging- 
houses.  My  impression  is  that  it  is  ap- 
plicable to  the  building  of  cottages  at 
the  present  time ;  but  we  have  introduced 
a  Proviso  to  clear  up  any  doubt  on  that 
point,  and  also  to  give  power,  in  suitable 
localities,  for  the  provision  of  not  more 
than  half-an-acre  of  garden  ground  for 
each  cottage,  the  annual  value  of  such 
garden  not  to  exceed  £1.  Where  such 
provision  is  made  by  the  Local  Authority 
it  is,  of  course,  desirable  that  it  should 
not  take  the  form  of  long  rows  of  build- 
ings ;  but,  as  far  as  possible,  they  should 
erect  cottages  separated  by  gardens.  It 
may  not  be  possible  to  apply  this  pro- 
vision in  many  crises;  but  X  think  the 
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carrying  of  it  out  will  haye  a  double 
effect ;  it  may  relieve  cases  of  great  con- 
gestion such  as  those  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  it  may,  by  its  very  exist- 
ence, operate  as  an  incentive  to  those 
who  have  the  power  to  build  cottages, 
to  do  so  without  bringing  the  Act  into 
operation.  I  have  now  gone  through  all 
the  principal  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and 
your  Lordships  will  perceive  that  there 
is  nothing  in  it  of  a  very  large  or  sweep- 
ing character,  yet  I  am  not  without  hope 
that,  if  adopted  by  Parliament,  it  will 
exercise  considerable  influence  over  the 
happiness  of  those  whose  lot  in  life  is 
difficult  and  who  have  many  sorrows  and 
troubles  in  store  for  them.  I  feel  that 
the  condition  of  the  lowest  and  poorest 
of  the  working  classes  in  the  most 
crowded  parts  of  the  community  is  one 
which,  more  than  any  other,  deserves 
attention  both  outside  and  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament ;  because  it  is  by 
the  character  of  the  English  race,  and 
the  nature  of  those  produced  from  gene- 
ration to  generation  that  you  carry  on 
the  traditions  of  the  country,  All  its 
armies,  perform  its  public  services,  and 
maintain  its  prosperity,  and  uphold  its 
ancient  reputation ;  and  their  fitness  for 
this  electing  must  depend  upon  the 
physical  causes  which  attend  their  birth 
and  nurture.  Among  those  physical 
causes  none  is  more  powerful,  or  more 
prominent,  than  the  condition  of  the 
houses  in  which  they  and  their  parents 
dwell,  and  therefore  there  is  none 
that  deserves  more  earnest,  careful,  un- 
flagging, and  yet  circumspect,  atten- 
tion both  of  the  philanthropist  and  the 
statesman. 

Moved,  "ThattheBillbenowread2*." 
^{Th$  Marquest  of  SaUshury,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 
{The  Earl  of  Roi$bdry,) 
(no.  178.)     EEPOKT. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Eeport  of 
Amendments  to  be  received,  read. 

The  Mabquess  of  HUNTLY  said,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  should  have  a 
clearer  and  more  distinct  understanding 
than  they  had  at  present  as  to  the 
course  the  Government  proposed  to  take 

VOL.  COXCTX.    [thibd  semes.] 


with  regard  to  the  Bill  in  the  other 
House. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
he  had  already  stated  that  although  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery)  had  continued  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  in  their  Lordships'  House,  they 
proposed  that,  in  the  other  House,  it 
should  be  taken  up  by  them,  and  be* 
come  a  Government  Bill. 

The  Makquess  of  HUNTLY  said,  he 
was  quite  aware  of  that;  but  he  was 
anxious  to  know  what  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  were  with  regard  to 
the  Scottish  Education  Department? 
There  was  some  uncertainty  on  that 
point,  because  of  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  on 
Tuesday  night. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  very  much  regretted  the  absence  of 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Oranbrook) 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  that  he  was 
not  there  to  explain  the  matter.  How- 
ever, he  understood  from  the  speech  of 
his  noble  Friend  on  Tuesday,  that  the  * 
Government  entirely  accepted  the  Amend- 
ments introduced  at  the  instance  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery). 

The  Mabquess  op  LOTHIAN  said,  a 
considerable  change  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
title  of  the  Secretary,  and  he  thought  it 
was  very  desirable  that  there  shotdd  be 
no  doubt  whatever  as  to  what  the  position 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  as  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  who  was  to 
preside  over  the  Scottish  Education  De- 
partment, was  to  be.  He  understood 
from  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent (Viscount  Cranbrook)  the  other 
day  that  that  position  was  to  be  abso- 
lutely clear  and  distinct ;  and  he  should 
like  to  know  now  if  the  Government 
could,  in  a  more  distinct  manner,  give  a 
confirmation  of  what  the  Lord  President 
was  understood  to  say  on  Tuesday.  He 
wished,  in  the  first  place,  to  know  whe- 
ther he  was  correct  in  understanding 
the  Lord  President  to  say  that  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  would  be  wholly 
distinct  and  separate  alike  in  form,  in 
substance,  and  in  organization  from  the 
English  Department ;  and,  secondly, 
whether,  in  spite  of  the  alteration  of 
title  from  President  to  Vice  President, 
it  was  still  intended  that  the  Depart- 
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xnent  fihould  be  under  the  control  of  the 
Scotch  Secretary?  The  Scotch  people 
had  made  up  their  minds  that  thej 
wished  to  have  the  control  of  their  own 
education,  and  their  Lordships  having 
conceded  so  much  to  their  wishes — he 
might  say  their  unanimous  wish — he 
thought  it  should  be  made  perfectly 
clear  and  distinct  what  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  was  before  it  left  that  House. 

The  Eakl  of  MINTO  said,  the  title 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  as  re- 
garded education,  had  been  changed  in 
a  very  remarkable  way.  The  .Amend- 
ment, as  it  stood  on  the  Paper  on  Tues- 
day morning,  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  should  be  the 
President  of  the  Scottish  Education  De- 
partment; but  when  he  looked  at  the 
Bill  now  before  him,  he  foimd  that  the 
word  **  President "  had  been  changed 
to  **  Vice  President.".  He  did  not  know 
that  that  change  had  been  made.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  what 
the  position  of  the  Scotch  Secretary  was 
to  be  in  regard  to  education ;  and,  also, 
*  that  they  ^ould  know  something  more 
about  the  position  of  the  Committee  of 
Council.  Was  that  Committee  to  be 
composed  simply  of  official  Members  of 
the  Coimcil,  or  was  it  to  be  specially 
constituted  so  as  to  meet  Scotch  require- 
ments? It  was  very  desirable  that 
they  should  know  what  was  to  be  the 
constitution  and  the  real  functions  of 
the  Scottish  Department.  Was  it  to 
remain  merely  a  titular  body  ?  In  short, 
was  it  to  be  a  sham  or  a  reality  ?  Was 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council  to  be 
a  Member  of  the  Scottish  Committee  of 
Council,  and  was  he  to  be  of  superior 
rank  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  r  He 
regretted  that  he  could  not  join  in  the 
general  approval  given  by  their  Lord- 
ships; for,  in  his  own  opinion,  the 
change  made  in  the  title  of  the  Secre- 
tary was  a  change  for  the  worse,  and 
he  regretted  that  it  should  have  been 
made. 

The  EabIi  of  EOSEBEEY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  give  any  pledges  or 
extended  explanations  in  regard  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Committee;  but  it 
was  due  to  the  noble  Earl  behind  him 
(the  Earl  of  Minto)  to  say  something  to 
clear  up  the  point  that  had  been  raised 
as  to  the  ohanffe  in  the  title.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that,  in  the  Amendment 
as  it  appeared  on  the  Paper,  the*  word 

Th4  Marjuiss  of  Lothian 


''President"  was  there;  but  in  the 
Amendment,  as  he  (the  Earl  of  Eoee- 
bery)  read  it  to  the  House,  he  used  the 
term  "  Vice  President."  The  explana- 
tion of  the  matter  was  this.  In  drawing 
up  the  Amendment,  he  had  taken  the 
analogy  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which 
was  a  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
constituted  with  a  President  by  an  Order 
in  Council.  He  did  not  not  see  why  the 
same  form  should  not  be  used  in  this 
cese ;  but,  on  coming  down  to  the  House, 
the  noble  Viscount  the  Lord  President 
(Viscount  Cranbrook)  pointed  out  to 
him  that,  though  he  quite  understood 
the  intention  to  be  as  it  was  stated,  yet 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  have  another 
President  of  the  Council,  one  permanent, 
and  the  other  shifting.  The  Chairman 
of  the  English  Committee  of  Education 
was  called  Vice  President,  and  there- 
fore, as  a  matter  of  form,  it  was  better 
that  the  Scottish  Secretary  should  also 
be  a  Vice  President.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Bosebery)  did  not  see  any  great  differ- 
ence  in  substance  in  the  change.  He 
was  asked  by  the  noble  Earl  whether 
the  Committee  was  to  be  a  sham  or  not. 
He  had  no  power  to  decide  that  point ; 
but,  in  moving  the  Amendment,  he  had 
laid  great  stress  on  the  intention  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  that  the  Commit- 
tee of  Council  should  be  a  Hving  reality, 
and  not  be,  as  at  present,  a  oolleotion  of 
phantoms;  but  that,  of  course,  rested 
more  with  noble  Lords  opposite  than 
with  himself.  The  noble  Earl  who  had 
just  spoken  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  had  said 
that  he  thought  the  original  better  than 
the  amended  Bill.  In  some  respects,  he 
agreed  with  him.  He  (the  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery) himself  would  have  preferred  if  it 
had  been  possible  to  transfer  education 
to  the  Scottish  Secretary  in  a  more  dis- 
tinct way  by  scheduling  the  Education 
Act ;  but  it  appeared  that  that  was  not 
possible.  However,  they  were  doing  all 
they  could  in  that  direction,  and  he 
thought  it  infinitely  better  to  do  it  in 
the  way  he  had,  than  to  risk  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  by  introducing  changes  in 
the  interpretation  of  a  Statute.  For  the 
rest,  he  trusted  to  the  pubHc  declara- 
tions of  the  Lord  President,  who  said 
that  if  education  in  Scotland  was  to  be 
transferred  to  the  new  Minister — and  it 
was  to  be  transferred — it  must  be  trans- 
ferred as  thoroughly  and  conipletely  as 
possible.     He  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery) 
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pat  the  largest  inteipretation  upon  these 
words.  They  could  not,  in  a  Bill,  of  that 
sort,  deal  with  the  question  of  patron- 
age. That  was  outside  the  scope  of  the 
Bill.  If  it  was  intended  at  the  last  mo- 
ment to  withhold  any  part  of  that  com- 
plete transference,  ell  he  could  say  was 
that  an  incomplete  transference  would 
he  wholly  imsatisfactory  to  the  people 
of  Scotlajid.  The  people  of  Scotland 
had  made  up  their  minds  that  their 
Minister  was  to  have  the  control,  abso- 
lute and  complete,  of  their  education, 
and  anything  that  fell  short  of  that  in 
reality  would  be  unsatisfactory  to  them. 
He  believed  also  the  GK>yemment  were 
determined  that  this  should  be  a  large 
and  a  graceful  concession,  and  not  a 
niggardly  and  grudging  one.  In  one 
case,  it  would  be  complete  and  satis- 
factory; in  the  other,  it  woidd  be  a 
phantom. 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (The  Earl  of  Iddesleigh)  said, 
he  thought  the  explanation  which  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Eose- 
bery)  had  giyen  of  what  took  place  the 
other  night  was  a  perfectly  accurate 
one.  He  understood  that  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
was  anxious  for  some  fuller  and  more 
precise  information  on  certain  points 
which  he  thought  could  be  best  supplied 
by  the  Liord  President.  What  he  (the 
Earl  of  Iddesleigh)  would  venture  to 
suggest,  therefore,  to  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Lothian)  would  be 
that,  instead  of  attempting  to  deal  with 
the  matter  now,  he  should  renew  his 
Questions  to  the  Lord  President  on  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill.  If  that  course 
was  taken,  he  had  no  doubt  they  would 
have  a  satisfactory  statement  from  the 
Lord  President  with  regard  to  the 
matter. 

The  Mabqxtess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  would  act  upon  the  suggestion,  and 
repeat  his  Questions  when  the  Lord 
President  was  present  on  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Ainenimentareported  accordingly ;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o  dock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'dock. 
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MINUTES.]  — New  Member  Sworn  —  Sir 
Henry  Fletcher,  baronet, /or  Horsham. 

Select  Committee — Report  —  National  Provi- 
dent Insurance  fNo.  270] ;  Salmon  Fisheries 
(Ireland)  [No.  271] ;  Forestry,  Mr.  Northcote 
discharged  ;  Colonel  King-Harman  added. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee  —  Betolutiont 
[July  16]  reported.  • 

Private  Bill  {by  Order)— Considered  as  amended 
—  Third  Reading -^Wiiham  River  Outfall, 
and  passed. 

Public  Bii^LB—Seeond  Reading— Customn  and 
Inland  Revenue  (No.  2)  [223];  Exchequer 
and  Treasury  Bills*  [229];  Medical  BeUef 
Disqualification  Removal  [232]. 

Committee  —  Bankruptcy  (Office  Accommoda- 
tion) [216]  —  r,p.  ;  Poor  Law  Unionfl* 
Officers  (Ireland)  [214]— r.p. 

Committee— Report— l^aUoBBl  Debt  [172]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Public 
Health  (Ships,  &c.)*  [230];  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  •  [227] ;  Marriages  (Saint 
John,  Cowley)  •  [234],  and  passed. 

Third  Reading— Tnhlic  Health  (Scotland)  Pro- 
visional  Order  (No.  2)  ♦  [207];  Copyhold 
Enfranchisement  [26],  andpasud, 

QUESTIONS. 


CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
would  give  Notice  that,  on  the  first  con- 
venient day,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  What  course 
he  proposes  to  take  in  regard  to  the 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill ;  or, 
whether  he  has  definitely  abandoned  the 
attempt  to  get  it  passed  into  law  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET :  With 
the  leave  of  the  House  I  will  try  to  an- 
swer the  Question  now.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  I  have  no  power 
in  this  matter.  I  very  much  regret  that 
the  Bill  is  not  to  be  proceeded  with; 
but  I  could  not  myself  carry  forward  a 
Bill  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
unless  the  Government  were  willing  to 
afford  facilities  for  considering  it,  and  I 
understand  that  they  are  not  prepared 
to  do  that.  My  answer,  therefore,  must 
be  that  I  cannot  go  forward  with  the 
Bill. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  he  was  to  understand  there 
was  an  intention  to  abandon  the  Bill ;  or, 
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whether  anj  independent  Member  was 
prepared  to  go  on  with  it  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)- 

DOYLB  V.  FBNTON— TINAHELY  PETTY 

SESSIONS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
case  of  poor  rate  collector  Philip  Doyle, 
against  Biohard  Fenton,  receiver  under 
the  Court  of  Chancery  over  the  estate 
of  Mrs.  Courtney,  heard  at  Tinahely 
Petty  Sessions  on  the  1st  instant;  whe- 
ther it  it  is  true  that  the  presiding  ma- 
gistrate was  induced  by  Dr.  Toomey, 
the  solicitor  acting  for  Mrs.  Courtney, 
to  dismiss  the  case,  on  the  grounds  that 
the  agent,  Mr.  Fenton,  was  not  liable, 
and  could  not  be  sued  for  rates ;  whe- 
ther Dr.  Toomey,  who  acted  for  Mrs; 
Courtney,  also  acts  as  solicitor  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians ;  whether  the  Board 
were  specially  represented  by  a  solicitor 
on  that  occasion ;  and,  if  not,  why ;  and, 
whether  the  magistrate  was  justified  in 
the  aotion  he  took  under  the  circum- 
stances ? 

The  hon.  Member  also  had  the  fol- 
lowing Questions  upon  the  Paper: — 
'*  Whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  Dr.  Toomey, 
Solicitor  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  county 
Wicklow,  at  Tinahely  Petty  Sessions, 
on  the  1st  instant,  advised  the  High 
Constable  of  the  barony  of  South  BaUi- 
nacor  to  return  the  farm  lately  held  by 
Peter  Fleming,  as  being  in  bankruptcy ; 
whether  Dr.  Toomey  was  acting  as  soli- 
citor for  Mrs.  Courtney,  as  w^  as  for 
the  Grand  Jury;  and,  whether  the  pay- 
ment of  the  county  cess  was  evaded  by 
the  course  adopted  ? '' 

'^  Andy  if  he  is  aware  of  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Bichard  Fenton,  agent  for  Mr.  Fitz- 
william  Dick,  and  also  under  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  in  the  county  Wicklow, 
has  recently  refused  to  pay  the  Poor 
Bate  on  holdings  valued  under  four 
pounds,  and,  when  the  tenants  have 
themselves  paid,  has  refused  to  allow 
the  whole  Poor  Bate  to  any  who  hold 
their  farms  at  a  rent  under  the  amount 
of  the  Poor  Law  valuation ;  and,  whe- 
ther any,  and  what  steps  can  be  taken 
to  guard  against  the  consequent  disfran- 
chisement of  the  people  ?  " 

Sir  Qearffe  Campbell 


The  chief  SECRET  ABT  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Habt  Dyke): 
I  will  answer  together,  so  far  as  I 
am  able,  this  Question  and  the  two 
following.  In  the  first  place,  I  am 
advised  that  Mr.  Fenton,  being  merely 
a  receiver  under  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, was  not  liable  to  be  sued 
for  the  poor  rates  or  county  cess  in 
question;  and  that  the  magistrates 
took  the  legal  course  in  dismissing  the 
cases.  I  am  informed,  in  the  second 
place,  that  Mr.  Toomey  was  not  acting 
for  Mrs.  Courtney,  nor  otherwise  en- 
gaged in  the  cases ;  and  that  the  Quar- 
dians  were  not  concerned  in  the  case,  as 
the  poor  rate  collector  was  acting  on 
his  own  responsibility.  I  have  no  con- 
trol over  Mr.  Toomey,  nor  any  means 
of  inquiring  into  the  circumstances  in 
which  he  gave  any  advice  to  the  high 
constable  of  the  barony;  but  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  high  constable  is  about 
to  proceed  for  recovering  the  county 
cess.  Thirdly,  I  have  no  means  of  as- 
certaining the  nature  of  the  dealings  of 
Mr.  Fenton  and  the  tenants  as  to  the 
payment  of  poor  rates. 

IKELAND— REGISTRY  OP  DEEDS 
OFFICE,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Seoretaiy  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  inquiry  in- 
stituted by  the  Treasury  into  the  condi- 
tion of  the  clerks  in  the  Begistry  of 
Deeds  Office,  Dublin,  has  concluded,  and 
wheUier  a  report  upon  the  subject  has  as 
yet  been  received  by  the  Treasury ;  whe- 
ther a  scheme  for  the  reorganisation  of 
the  Department  has  been  formulated; 
and,  if  so,  when  do  the  Treasury  propose 
to  give  it  effect ;  whether  the  Treasuiy 
are  prepared  to  render  sueh  a  scheme 
retrospective  in  its  effect,  so  as  to  per- 
mit the  iunior  dass  in  the  Depart- 
ment to  obtain  the  full  measure  of  the 
improvement  recommended  for  them  by 
the  Eoyal  Commission  which  investi- 
gated the  condition  of  the  Office  in  1 881 ; 
and,  whether  it  was  proposed  to  fill  up 
the  vacancies  at  present  existing  in  the 
Department  by  promotion  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURT  (Sir  Heoty  Holland)  :  The  in- 
quiry of  the  Committee  referred  to  has 
not  yet  been  received,  and,  as  I  am 
informed,  cannot  be  completed  tmtil 
August,  owing  to  the  professional  en- 
gagements of  some  of  its  Members. 
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That  being  so,  the  hon.  Member  will  see 
that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  anticipate 
the  nature  of  the  decisions  which  may 
be  come  to  upon  the  Eeport.  I  can  only 
say  that  the  vacancies  will  not  be  filled 
up  in  the  meanwhile. 

CRIME  AND  OUTBAGE  (IRELAND)— 
ALLEGED  FIRING  AT  THE  PERSON 
AT  KILLASMEESTIA,  QUEEN'S  CO. 
Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  teland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  on  the  29th  ultimo,  in  accordc^nce 
with  established  custom,  a  bonfire  was 
lighted  in  a  field  at  Killasmeestia, 
Queen's  County,  at  the  site  of  the 
gathering  of  the  people  of  the  district 
for  amusement,  in  celebration  of  the  fes- 
tival ;  whether  the  local  fife  and  drum 
band,  in  proceeding  to  the  bonfire, 
ceased  playing  while  passing  the  house 
of  one  Walsh,  who  was  obnoxious  to 
the  public  sentiment  of  the  district; 
whether,  after  the  band  had  passed, 
four  shots  were  fired  from  Walsh's  house 
in  the  direction  of  the  bonfire,  from 
which  it  is  distant  about'  100  yards, 
to  the  danger  of  the  lives  of  innocent 
people,  who  had  carefully  abstained 
from  giving  him  any  provocation ;  whe- 
ther Walsh  has  a  licence  for  firearms ; 
and,  whether  the  (Jovemment  proposes  to 
take  any,  and  what,  steps  in  the  matter  ? 
The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Haet  Dyke)  :  I 
am  informed  that  the  facts  are  as  stated 
in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  Ques- 
tion, with  the  addition  that,  when  passing 
Walsh's  house,  the  crowd  hooted  and 
shouted.  The  shots  were  fired  by  Walsh 
in  his  own  yard,  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
after  the  crowd  had  passed,  but  not  in 
the  direction  of  the  crowd,  or  so  as  to 
endanger  the  life  of  anyone.  The  bon- 
fire was  about  200  yards  from  Walsh's 
house.  Walsh  is  duly  licensed  to  have 
and  carry  firearms. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
whether  this  man  would  be  allowed  still 
to  carry  firearms  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND asked  the  hon.  Member  to  put 
this  further  Question  on  the  point  on  the 
Notice  Paper. 

POST  OFFICE-THE  COMMITTEE  ON 
POSTAGE  STAMPS. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  he  has  any  ob- 
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jection  to  state  what  is  the  outcome  of 
the  labours  of  the  Committee  on  Postage 
Stamps  appointed  by  the  late  Postmaster 
General,  Mr.  Fawcett;  and,  whether 
the  Controller  of  Stamps  has  made  any 
Report  upon  his  inspection  of  the  various 
Continental  Stamp  Factories  that  were 
lately  visited  by  him ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  has  any  objection  to  lay  the 
same  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Mannebs)  :  The  Committee 
on  Postage  Stamps  laid  their  Report 
before  my  Predecessor  shortly  after 
the  hon.  Member  asked  a  Question 
on  the  subject  in  April  last;  and 
the  new  designs  which  were  decided 
upon  are  now  being  carried  out  by 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue.  The 
Report  of  the  Controller  of  Stamps 
was  made  to  that  Board.  At  the  re- 
quest of  the  Ministers  of  the  different 
States  with  whom  that  officer  was 
placed  in  communication  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ambassadors,  the  Controller 
undertook,  on  behalf  of  the  Board, 
that  all  he  saw  and  learnt  should  be 
treated  as  confidential ;  and  it  is,  there- 
fore, not  intended  to  lay  the  Report  be- 
fore Parliament. 

NAVAL  KNIGHTS  OP  WINDSOR. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  three  vacancies  for  Naval 
Knights  of  Windsor ;  and,  whether  he 
is  about  to  submit  to  the  Home  Office 
the  names  of  those  deserving  Officers 
whom  the  Board  may  think  entitled  to 
that  honour  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton): 
There  are  three  vacancies  to  be  filled 
up ;  but  my  Predecessor  (Lord  North- 
brook)  ordered  the  postponement  of 
action  as  regards  filling  up  those  vacan- 
cies until  the  effect  of  the  proposed 
legislation  by  which  captains  and  com- 
manders will  be  eligible  for  appoint- 
ment is  ascertained.  There  is  a  clause 
in  the  Oreenwioh  Hospital  Bill  carrying 
out  this  change. 

THE  STATIONERY  OFFICE. 
Lord  ELCHO  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that,  while  in  other  depart- 
ments contracts  are  publicly  advertised 
and  schedules  sent  direct  to  the  manu- 
facturers, in  the  Stationery  Office  alone 
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a  different  system  prevails,  and  schedules 
are  only  sent  to  a  few  of  the  larger 
wholesale  London  stationers ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  this  is  80,  he  can  see  his  way  to 
remedying  this  anomaly  and  thereby 
benefiting  the  trade  as  well  as  the 
country  ? 

The  8ECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Sir  Hbney  Holland):  The 
schedules  for  tenders  for  general  supplies 
of  stationery  are  sent  to  over  80  different 
firms,  30  of  whom  received  them  at 
country  addresses.  New  names  are 
constantly  being  added.  This  system 
of  competition  commends  itseU^  for 
adoption  in  the  case  of  stationery  upon 

founds  of  efficiency  and  economy,  and 
have  no  reason  to  suppose    that  it 
causes  any  inconvenience  to  the  trade. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CASE  OF  DAVID 
BRADLEY,  M.D. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE  asked  the'  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  Memorial  addressed  to  the  late 
Home  Secretary,  by  a  large  number  of 
medical  practitioners  of  Sheffield,  and 
other  places,  having  reference  to  the 
case  of  David  Bradley,  M.D.,  who  was 
sentenced  to  two  years'  hard  labour  for 
an  alleged  outrage  upon  a  woman  named 
Sweetmore  who  was  subject  to  epilepsy ; 
and,  if  the  facts  are  as  statea  in  the 
Memorial,  he  will  order  an  immediate 
inquiry  into  the  case  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  E. 
AssHETON  Cboss),  in  reply,  said,  that  a 
considerable  number  of  Memorials  had 
been  received  with  reference  to  this  case, 
which  was,  at  the  present  moment,  being 
made  the  sul^ct  of  most  careful  in- 
vestigation. He  should  be  prepared  to 
make  a  statement  on  the  subject  on 
Tuesday. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIAN  OUTRAGE 
ON  A  CONSULAR  OFFICLA.L. 
Sir  WALTEE  B.BAETTELOT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State^  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  following  state- 
ment in  The  Standard  newspaper  of  the 
13th  July  is  correct : — 

**  Consul  Finn's  clerk  has  been  liberated, 
alter  being  flogged  with  the  '  cat,'  threatened 
with  death  and  otherwise  cruelly  treated,  and 
forced  to  hard  labour.  The  reason  for  this 
treatment  was  that  he  would  not  make  certain 
statements  which  the  Ruflsian  used  every  eflfort 
to  extract  from  him ; " 

lin'djEkho 


and,  if  so,  what  course  the  Government 
are  taking  with  regard  to  so  serious  a 
circumstance  ? 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETAEY  op 
STATE  FOB  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES 
(Mr.  Boubkb):  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  state 
that,  from  information  which  has  reached 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  seem  to  be  as 
follows:  —  Mr.  Consul  Finn  was  pro- 
ceeding to  Sarakhs,  and-  on  his  journey 
one  of  his  mules  strayed  across  the 
frontier.  It  was  traced  to  a  place 
called  Kara  Chacha,  and  he  sent  his 
Native  Secretary  with  a  guide  and  a 
note  to  the  Eussian  authorities,  to  make 
inquiries  in  order  to  get  back  the  mule. 
The  Secretary  and  the  guide  who  went 
with  him  were  arrested  by  the  Eussian 
authorities,  and  by  them  they  were  sent 
first  to  Askabad  and,  after  being  kept 
there  for  some  time,  they  were  sent 
under  escort  to  Meshed.  When  the 
Native  Secretary  returned,  he  said  that 
he  had  been  flogged  by  the  Eussian 
authorities  during  his  captivity.  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  have  made  repre- 
sentations upon  the  subject  to  the  Eus- 
sian Government,  and  they  have  asked 
for  a  full  inquiry  into  the  treatment  of 
persons  in  the  employment  of  a  British 
Consular  oflicer,  who  were  said  to  have 
been  so  used  by  the  Eussian  authori- 
ties. The  Eussian  Government  have 
replied  that  they  will  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  the  subject;  but  General 
Komaroff  has  stated  that  tiie  Native 
Secretary  did  not  tell  the  Eussian  au- 
thorities that  he  was  in  the  service  of 
an  Englishman;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
the  Eussian  authorities  had  reason  to 
believe  that  they  were  suspicious  per- 
sons, and  had  consequently  sent  them 
under  escort  to  Meshed. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— THE  DEPRES- 
SION OF  TRADE— THE  ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 
Mb.  WILLIAMSON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
Government  intends  that  the  proposed 
Eoyal  Commission  on  Trade  Depression 
shall  inquire  specially  into  the  alleged 
hindrances    to  British  enterprise    and 
commerce  with  silver  using  countries, 
in    consequence   of    recent    monetary 
chtoges  adversely  affecting    silver    in 
Europe;    and  also  into    the  effect  of 
these  changes  on  the  <<  appreciation  of 
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gold/'  and  the  fall  in  tlie  values  of 
commodities  ? 

The  OHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
I  am  afraid  I  can  only  give  the  hon. 
Member  this  general  reply — that  the 
subjects  proposed  to  be  referred  to  the 
Soyal  Commission  on  the  Depression 
of  Trade  and  Industry  are  undergoing 
very  careful  consideration ;  but  in  re- 
ference to  this  and  other  questions,  I 
would  venture  to  say  that  I  think  the 
House  will  feel  that  if  the  inquiry  is  to 
be  of  any  service,  care  must  be  taken 
not  to  make  it  too  discursive. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAIO))— RE- 
LEASE  OF  A  CONVICT  MURDERER. 
Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
On  what  grounds  did  Lord  Spencer 
order  the  release  of  the  Orangeman  who 
murdered  a  Catholic  solicitor  in  Omagh 
twenty-one  years  ago  under  the  most 
horrible  circumstances;  and,  did  the 
late  Viceroy  leave  any  Minute  behind 
him  recommending  the  release  of  the 
Phoenix  Park  prisoners  after  they  have 
served  a  portion  of  their  sentences  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAEYfob  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  HabtDyke)  :  The 
convict  referred  to  as  having  been  re- 
cently released  is  a  Roman  Catholic. 
At  the  time  of  his  conviction,  20  years 
ago,  the  jury  strongly  recommended  him 
to  mercy  on  the  ground  that  the  crime 
was  unpremeditated,  and  Baron  Fitz- 
gerald, who  tried  the  case,  reported  that, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  one  of  aggravated 
manslaughter  rather  than  murder.  The 
case  came  up  for  consideration  in  the 
usual  course  after  20  years  of  the  sen- 
tence had  expired.  There  was  nothing 
exceptional  m  its  treatment.  The  late 
Viceroy  left  no  such  Minute  as  is  sug- 
gested in  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

GRAND  JURY  ACT  (IRELAND)— FEES 
TO  THE  SECRETARY  TO  THE  GRAND 
JURY,  CO.  CAVAN. 
Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  secretary 
to  the  Cavan  Grand  Jury  charges  each 
person  who  makes  a  tender,  la,  for  each 
form  of  tender  if  filled  by  his  clerk; 
td.  for  form  of  tender  when  not  filled  by 
his  clerk ;  1«.  for  each  cheque  paid  to  a 
contractor  at  assizes,  and  2$.  if  paid  be- 


tween two  assizes ;  whether  above 
charges  are  legal ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  endeavour  to  have  the  illegality 
discontinued;  and,  whether  the  secre- 
tary is  justified  in  using  his  officialroom 
also  as  a  rent  office  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEET  AEY  fob  IEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hakt  Dtkb)  :  I 
find  that  this  Question  was  partially  an- 
swered on  the  2nd  March  last  by  my  Pre- 
decessor, who  explained  that  a  Secretary 
of  a  Grand  Jury  is  not  under  the  control 
of  Government.    I  have  received  a  tele- 

fram  from  the  Secretary  of  Cavan  Grand 
ury  as  follows : — 

^^  Secretary  charges  sixpence  for  form  of 
tender,  and  one  shming  if  filled  by  bis  clerk. 
Question  respecting  oheqaes  answered  in  pre- 
vious report.  Cheques  issued  between  two 
Assizes  are  those  paid  on  certificate  of  County 
Surveyor,  who  sometimes  divides  a  payment 
between  two  or  more  contractors,  and  one 
shilling  is  usually  paid  for  each  cheque  issued. 
Secretary's  office  is  not  used  as  rent  office. 
Tenants  unable  to  pay  at  appointed  time  and 
place  occasionally  pay  derJc  in  Secretary's 
office." 

CIVIL  SEKVANTS  AS  ELECTION 
AGENTS. 

Mr.  BEODEICK  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  the  fact  of  holding  a 
position  as  a  salaried  civil  servant  is  a 
legal  disqualification  for  the  post  of 
election  agent ;  and,  whether,  except  in 
the  case  of  interference  with  official 
duties,  any  objection  exists  to  a  civil 
servant  accepting  such  an  appointment  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EiCHARD  Webster):  The  fact  that  a 
person  holds  the  position  of  a  salaried 
Civil  servant  does  not,  as  a  matter  of 
law,  disqualify  him  for  the  post  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question.  In  the 
absence  of  Departmental  Eules  to  the 
contrary,  there  is  no  objection  to  his 
accepting  the  appointment,  provided 
it  does  not  interfere  with  his  official 
duties. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— THE  "PALL  MALL 

GAZETTE  "—OBJECTIONABLE 

ARTICLES. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  Government  will  in- 
stitute a  searching  inquiry  by  means  of 
a  Eoyal  Commission,  or  otherwise,  into 
the  truth  of  the  horrible  statements  of 
crime  made  by  The  Fall  Mall  OazetU; 
and,  if  they  are  found  to  be  true,  will 
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use  any  endeavour  to  bring  the  guUty 
parties  to  justice? 

The  SECEETART  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMEMT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Oboss):  No  one  can  sym- 
pathize more  deeply  than  I  do  with  my 
hon.  Friend  in  regard  to  the  object 
which  he  has  in  view  in  asking  this 
Question,  and  I  can  assure  him  that  I 
will  use  every  endeavour  to  find  the 
guilty  parties,  if  there  are  any  guilty  of 
such  practices,  and  to  bring  them  to 
justice. 

HIGH  COURT   OP    JUSTICE— RETURN 

OF  CAUSES. 

Mb.  INOE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  has  any  objection  to  a  Return 
being  ordered: — (1)  Of  the  number 
of  actions  standing  for  hearing,  with 
witnesses  to  be  examined  in  court,  at 
the  commencement  of  Michaelmas  Sit- 
tings 1884  ;  (2)  Of  the  number  of  such 
witness  actions  heard  and  determined 
by  each  of  the  following  judges,  viz. : — 
The  Vice  Chancellor  Bacon,  Mr.  Justice 
Kay,  Mr.  Justice  Ohitty,  Mr.  Justice 
Pearson,  and  Mr.  Justice  North  respec- 
tively, in  each  of  the  following  sittings, 
namely,  Michaelmas  1884,  Hilary  1885, 
and  Easter  1885 ;  (3)  Of  the  number 
of  witness  actions  standing  for  hearing 
at  the  close  of  the  Easter  Sittings  1885  ? 

The  SEOEETAET  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  B. 
AssHETON  Caoss) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  can  have  the  infor- 
mation he  requires  in  an  tmopposed 
Beturn. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAIN- 
AGE (IRELAND)  —  THE  UPPER 
MORNING  STAR  RIVER  DRAIN- 
AGE DISTRICT. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  is  aware  of  the  dangerous 
state  of  the  lands  and  crops  in  the 
'*  Upper  Morning  Star  Biver  Drainage 
District "  should  flood  arise  there  dur- 
ing the  harvest ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  take 
any  steps  to  pass  at  once  into  Law  the 
BiU  introduced  on  the  23rd  of  March 
last  to  drain  and  improve  this  dis- 
trict? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETABT  for  IBE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dykb):  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  to 

Mr.  Samuel  Smith 


the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  wiU 
answer  this. 

PARLIAMENT—  ORDER — QUESTIONS- 
HOME  RULE. 

Mr.  BOBLASE,  who  had  the  follow- 
ing Notice  of  a  Question  upon  the 
Paper : — ^To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  any  intention  of  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  Home  Bole  in 
Ireland,  in  the  sense  of  power  to  be 
given  to  the  Irish  people  to  control  the 
internal  i^airs  of  their  Country  ?  said : 
Before  I  ask  this  Question,  Sir,  which 
appeietrs  on  the  Paper  in  my  name,  I 
wish  for  your  ruling  on  a  point  of 
Order.  On  Monday  last,  I  gave  Notice 
of  a  Question  to  be  put  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  reference  to 
Home  Bule.  When  I  took  that  Ques- 
tion up  to  the  Table,  it  was  found  to  be 
inadmissible,  because  it  involved  mat- 
ters of  opinion.  Thereupon,  after  con- 
sultation with  the  authorities  of  the 
House,  I  altered  the  form  of  the  Ques- 
tion in  a  way  which  I  understood  would 
be  admissible.  Now,  I  find  that  the 
Question  has  been  cut  in  two,  and  the 
part  which  I  consider  the  most  import- 
ant has  been  expimged.  With  the  view 
of  having  your  opinion,  Sir,  as  to  whe- 
ther I  may  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman or  not,  I  will  read  this  portion 
of  my  Question.  It  is  this— [Zoi*rf  cru* 
o/'*  Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  per- 
missible to  deliberately  read  any  part  of 
a  Question  which  I  have  ruled  to  be 
entirely  out  of  Order.  It  is  irregular 
to  ask  Questions  with  regard  to  matters 
of  opinion,  as  it  is  obvious  that  if  that 
practice  were  allowed  to  be  indulged  in 
it  would  give  rise  to  a  great  deal  of 
debate  and  controversy. 

Mb.  BOBLASE:  I  bow  entirely  to 
the  authority  of  the  Chair,  and  I  will 
now,  Sir,  put  the  Question  as  it  stands 
upon  the  Paper. 

The  CHANCELLOB  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QXJEB  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach)  : 
I  confess  I  was  rather  puzzled  by  the  . 
Question  as  it  appears  on  the  Paper. 
All  I  have  to  say  is,  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  submits  to  the  House, 
as  I  hope  he  may  be  able  to  do  next 
Session,  the  scheme  for  Home  Bule, 
which  I  understand  from  his  Question 
he  has  in   contemplation,  I  diall  be 
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prepared  to  state  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to  it. 

LAW  AND  POLIOB-ALLEGED  DRUNK- 
ENNESS—CASE OF  MR.  JOHN  SHAW 
PHILLIPS,  CULHAM  HOUSE,  ABING- 
DON, BERKS. 

Mb.  B.  W.  HAROOUET  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of   Mr.  John 
Shaw  PhiUips,  of  Culham  House,  near 
Abingdon,  who  on  the  6th  of  July  last 
was  locked  up  for  four  hours  in  the  Vine 
Street  Police  Court,  charged  with  being 
drunk  and  incapable;   whether  he   is 
aware  that  Mr.  Phillips  is  afQicted  with 
illness,  and  is  unable  to  walk  alone; 
whether  he  is  also  aware  that  Mr.  Phil- 
lips, being  overcharged  by  a  cabman, 
requested  a  policeman  to  obtain  for  him 
the  cabman's  number;   whereupon  the 
policeman  bid  Mr.  Phillips  move  on, 
which  as  Mr.  Phillips  was  unable  to  do, 
he  took  him  into  custody ;   that,  when 
Mr.  Phillips  arrived  at  the  police  station, 
he  handed  his  card  to  the  inspector,  and 
requested  that  a  doctor  might  be  sent 
for  to  examine  into  his  condition,  which 
request  was  refused ;  and,  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  sanction  the  in- 
stitution of  some  further  inquiries  into 
the  matter,  with  a  view  of  righting  an  in- 
dividual who  has  been  wrongly  charged  ? 
The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON    Cross),    in  reply,   said,  he 
had  no  special  knowledge  of  the  case. 
The  proper  course  for  anyone  aggrieved 
by  the  conduct  of  the  police  was  to  com- 
plain to  a  magistrate,  and  he  would 
remind  his  hon.  Friend  that  there  was 
a  rule  now  of  17  years'  standing  which 
required    that   the    superintendent    of 
poucewas  to  ascertain  whether  a  person 
making  a  charge  against  a  constable 
,was  willing  to  make  it  before  a  magis- 
trate.    When    the    case  under    notice 
came  before  the  magistrate,   he  made 
use  of  these  words — "I  discharge  the 
prisoner,  and  do  not  attach  any  blame 
to  the  constables  who  gave  evidence." 
Therefore,  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
must  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
gentleman  concerned  whether  he  made 
a  complaint  or  not. 

INDIA  (BENGAL)— AXLEGED 
STARVATION. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  be 
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true  that  a  large  number  of  deaths  from 
starvation  have  already  occurred  in  the 
thannah  of  Kargram,  in  the  district  of 
Moorshedabad,  and  that  a  considerable 
proportion  of  the  population  are  threat- 
ened with  death  from  famine ;  whether 
the  distress  in  the  Beerbhoom  district, 
especially  at  Nulhati,  from  want  of  food, 
want  of  water,  and  the  increase  of 
cholera,  is  becoming  acute;  and,  what 
the  Government  propose  to  do  to  meet 
the  distress,  especially  among  the  high 
caste  and  zenana  classes,'  who  retire 
to  their  houses  to  die,  rather  than  go 
like  coolies  to  relief  works  or  soup 
kitchens  ? 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Chtjbchill)  : 
There  is  no  official  information  at  the 
India  Office  on  this  matter;  therefore, 
there  may  be  ground  for  believing  that 
the  statements  in  the  Calcutta  newspapers 
are  considerably  exaggerated.  But  we 
do  happen  to  know  that  the  Lieutenant 
Govenor  of  Bengal,  when  he  saw  the 
statements  in  the  newspapers,  ordered  a 
house-to-house  visitation  in  the  district, 
and  he  found  there  had  been  no  deaths 
from  starvation,  that  the  health  of  the 
district  was  as  good  as  usual,  that  there 
was  no  application  for  employment  on 
the  relief  works,  and  that  the  death-rate 
was  lower  than  usual. 

CIVIL  SERVICE— THE  "WRITER" 
SYSTEM. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  statement  which  has 
been  made  in  the  newspapers,  that  the 
Government  intend  to  abolish  the  exist- 
ing^ **  writer  "  system  in  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  manner,  from 
what  date,  and  on  what  terms  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
have  not  seen  the  statement  referred  to ; 
but,  so  far  as  I  can  gather  the  purport  of 
it  from  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  if 
it  has  been  made,  there  is  no  truth 
in  it. 

EGYPT— THE  NILE  EXPEDITION-SIR 
CHARLES  WILSON. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  obtain  from  Lord  Wolseley 
the  terms  of  his  request  for  explanation 
of  Sir  Charles  Wilson's  delay,  and  lay 
the  same  upon  the  Table  ?  r\r^n\(> 
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The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  I  do  not 
propose  to  ask  for  this  letter  from  Lord 
Wolseley.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
it  would  add  anything  to  the  information 
whioh  the  public  abeady  has  on  this 
matter. 

endowments  (scotland)  com- 
mission—heriot's  hospital 
sche:me. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of   the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
will,  in  the  arrangement  of  public  busi- 
ness, grant  facilities  for  the  discussion 
at  a  reasonable  hour  on  an  early  day  of 
the  Motion  relating  to  the  Heriot's  Hos- 

Eital  Scheme  of  the  Endowments  (Scot- 
tnd)  Commissioners  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
I  understand  it  will  be  in  the  power 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  bring  for- 
ward the  Motion  referred  to  at  any 
hour,  and  it  has  been  usual  for  such 
schemes  to  be  discussed  at  a  very  ad- 
yanced  hour  of  the  Sitting.  I  am  afraid, 
therefore,  I  cannot  grant  it  any  special 
facilities. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  whether,  if 
he  put  the  Motion  down  for  some  day 
next  week,  considering  the  important 
matter  involyed,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  facilities  for  bringing 
on  the  subject  at  half-past  10  or  11 
o'clock  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  believed  the  scheme  in 
question  would  become  law  by  the  6th 
of  August,  if  objection  were  not  taken 
to  it  by  the  House.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  good  enough  to  communi- 
cate with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bute- 
shire (Mr.  Dalrymple),  who  had  charge 
of  Scottish  Business,  he  dared  say  some 
arrangement  might  be  arrived  at. 

PAELIAMENT  —  THE   DISSOLUTION  — 
POSTPONEMENT  OF  THE  SCHOOL 

BOARD  ELECTIONS. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  ap- 
plying to  municipal  elections  the  pro- 
posed Bill  to  defer  the  School  Board 
Elections  until  after  the  Dissolution  in 
November  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  for 
the  home  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETOK  Cross))  who  replied,  said,  he 


did  not  contemplate  introducing  a  Bill 
deferring  municipal  elections  ^his  year 
until  after  the  Parliamentary  Electionfi. 

ARMY  ACT— ENLISTMENT    OF 
FOREIGNERS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  ef 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  Daniel  Lyons,  486  D  Company, 
1st  Royal  Munster  Fusiliers,  stationed 
at  Pembroke  Dock,  Wales,  is  a  recog- 
nised citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America ;  and,  whether  it  is  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  Litemational  Law  to  compel 
him  to  serve  in  the  English  Army ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to 
order  his  discharge  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  I  have  no 
information  at  present  upon  the  subject ; 
but  an  inquiry  will  at  once  be  made  with 
regard  to  it.  I  may,  however,  observe 
that,  under  Clause  95  of  the  Army  Act, 
it  is  lawful  to  enlist  foreigners,  provided 
that  in  any  corps  they  do  not  exceed  one 
in  60  of  the  strength,  and  I  must  add 
that  the  act  of  enlistment  is  purely 
voluntary. 

LAW   AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)  —  MR. 
W.     FRANCIS,     PETTY      SESSIONS 
CLERK,    CARRIGALLEN,    CO.     LEI- 
TRIM. 
Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr. 
W.  Francis,  clerk  of  the  petty  sessions 
in  the  district  of  Carrigallen,   county 
Leitrim,  holds   the  position  of    bailitf 
upon  three  properties  in  the  vicinity  of 
Carrigallen;  and,  whether  it  is  in  ac- 
cordance with   the  rules  of  the  petty 
sessions  that  he  is  permitted  to  hold 
these  appointments  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  I 
am  informed  that  the  Clerk  of  Petty  Ses- 
sions at  Carrigallen  is  tmder-agent  dn 
three  estates,  but  that  he  never  acted 
as  a  bailiff.  However,  there  is  no  rule 
against  his  acting  in  either  capacity. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)-CABLE  COM- 
MUNICATION. 
Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  have  been  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  open- 
ing cable  communication  with  British 
Settlements  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa 
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been  proposed  by  the  Commissioners  to 
make  two  programmes,  one  maintaining 
the  same  level  of  ezcellenoe  as  hitherto, 
to  which  alone  boys  will  be  admitted, 
and  to  which  girls  will  be  admitted  on 
condition  of  competing  with  the  boys, 
the  other  for  girls  only,  on  a  lower 
level,  which  would  practically  ezdude 
the  severer  subjects  of  study,  and  be 
unsuitable  as  a  preparation  for  the 
Boyal  University ;  whether  the  eflfect  of 
this  arrangement  would  largely  disturb 
the  teaching  arrangements  of  high-class 
girls'  schools  in  Ireland,  by  putting 
strong  pecuniary  pressure  on  parents  of 
girls  and  on  teachers  to  adopt  the  lower 
standard;  whether  the  effect  of  this 
would  be  to  put  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  girls  preparing  for  the  Royal' 
University,  and  thus  tend  to  nullify  the 
intentions  of  Parliament  in  opening  the 
Royal  University  to  women ;  and,  whe- 
ther, under  these  circumstances,  he  will 
advise  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  withhold 
his  sanction  from  the  proposed  plans  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  No 
such  change  as  that  referred  to  has  been 
made  in  the  programme  'of  the  Inter- 
mediate Education  Board.  The  subject 
has  been  under  their  consideration ;  but 
they  have  postponed  their  decision  until 
the  year  after  next. 

EOYPT-THE  INTERNATIONAL 

FINANCIAL  AGREEMENT—THE   LOAN 

OF  £9,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSTON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  agreement  of  this  year 
between  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe, 
for  guaranteeing  a  loan  of  nine  millions 
sterling,  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
the  finances  of  Egypt,  has  been  com- 
pleted by  the  ratification  of  all  the 
Powers  who  are  parties  thereto  ;  and,  if 
the  sum  of  nine  millions,  or  any  part 
thereof  (and,  in  that  case,  how  much), 
has  been  raised  by  means  of  this  se- 
curity, and  handed  over  to  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  at  what  date  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Botjrke)  :  In  reply  to  the  first  portion 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have 
to  state  that  the  Agreement  referred  to 
has  not  yet  been  completed  by  the  rati- 
fication of  all  the  Powers.  As  regards 
the  second  portion,  no  part  of  the  sum 
mentioned  has  yet  been  raised. 
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and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  by  the 
Atlantic  route  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Stanley): 
As  regards  the  establishment  of  a  cable 
to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  by  the 
Atlantio  route,  I  find  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment fully  recognized  the  advan- 
tages which  would  result  from  the  du- 
pHcation  of  the  means  of  telegraphic 
conmiunication  with  South  Africa,  but 
that  they  were  not  satisfied  that  they 
would  be  justified  in  incurring  the 
heavy  cost  of  establishing  the  line  sug- 
gested. A  letter  has  since  been  received 
from  the  Eastern  Telegraph  Company 
enclosing  telegrams  from  their  agent,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Cape  House  of 
Assembly  had  passed  a  resolution  in  fa- 
vour of  a  Western  cable,  and  offering 
to  deal  with  the  question  if  an  adequate 
subsidy  were  guaranteed.  I  have  in- 
formed the  Company  that  I  do  not  think 
it  possible  to  proceed  with  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject  until  after  the  re- 
ceipt of  further  information  as  to  the 
arrangements  which  may  be  contem- 
plated by  the  Cape  Government.  The 
question  of  establishing  telegraphic  com- 
munication with  the  "West  African  Co- 
lonies is  still  under  consideration  at  the 
Treasury. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (IKE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1878-APPLICATION 
OF  ACT  TO  GIRLS. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Irish  Intermediate  Education  Act  of 
1878  admitted  girls  as  well  as  boys  to 
its  benefits,  leaving  power  to  the  Com- 
missioners created  by  the  Act  to  make 
neoessary  arrangements,  subject  to  the 
sanction  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  that, 
by  the  Act  of  1879,  creating  the  Boyal 
University  in  Ireland,  women  were  ad- 
mitted to  all  the  examinations,  degrees, 
prizes,  and  scholarships  of  that  Uni- 
versity, on  the  same  footing  as  men; 
that  the  arrangements  of  the  Interme- 
diate Education  Commissioners  have 
hitherto  been  such  as  to  give  girls  the 
same  choice  of  subjects  and  the  same 
standards  as  boys,  thus  affording  them 
equal  opportunity  of  preparation  for 
the  Boyal  University ;  that  efforts  have 
from  time  to  time  been  made  to  alter 
the  programme,  so  as  to  lower  the 
Btandard  for  girls ;  and  that  it  has  now 
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POST  OFFICE— THE  IRISH  MAIL  SER- 
VICE BETWEEN  DUBLIN  AND  THE 
WEST. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Poetmaster 
General*  If  he  has  been  made  aware 
that  the  Midland  Qreat  Western  (of 
Ireland)  Railway  Company  offered  to 
establish  a  Day  Mail  Service  of  forty 
miles  an  hour  between  Dublin  and  the 
West  of  Ireland  in  consideration  of  the 
sum  which  they  declared  the  service 
would  cost  them — ^namely,  U.  6d,  per 
mile  run^  or,  in  the  event  of  the  Post 
Office  declining  to  give  the  amount,  in- 
timated that  they  would  be  willing  to 
abide  by  the  issue  of  arbitration ;  and, 
whether  it  is  to  be  understood  that  the 
Post  Office  will  neither  give  the  price 
specified,  nor  refer  the  matter  to  arbitra- 
tion«  and  that  the  existing  service  of 
mails  is  not  to  be  reformed  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Manners):  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that 
I  am  aware  that  the  offer  he  refers  to 
has  been  made;  but  the  payment  at 
the  rate  of  U.  6d,  a-mile  for  an 
improved  service  between  Dublin  and 
the  West  of  Ireland  represents  an 
expenditure  greater  than  the  revenue 
derived  firom  the  letters  to  be  ac- 
celerated would  warrant.  I  could  not 
agree  to  refer  the  matter  to  arbitra- 
tion for  the  reason  given,  I  think,  by  one 
of  my  Predecessors — namely,  that  the 
question  is  not  whether  the  terms  de- 
manded by  the  Railway  Company  are 
fair  and  reasonable  for  the  service  which 
they  would  be  prepared  to  render,  but 
whether  the  general  principles  on  which 
the  Post  Office  is  conducted  will  warrant 
the  payment  which  they  demand.  I 
regret  that  I  cannot  see  my  way  to  agree 
to  the  terms  offered  by  the  Railway 
Company ;  but  I  am  still  willing  to  con- 
sider any  further  offer  which  the  Com- 
pany may  make,  especially  if  it  applies 
to  the  entire  8ystem,rather  than  if  merely 
limited  to  the  main  line  and  the  Sligo 
branch. 

CEIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)  — 
"  BOYCOTTING »'  OF  IRISH  WORK- 
MEN. 

Mb.  BiaOAR  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  an  Irish 
detective,  named  Brady,  who  is  now 
stationed  at  Ghreenook,  has  endeavoured 


to  intimidate  employers  of  labour  into 
Boycotting  their  Irish  workmen;  whe- 
ther he  has  threatened  to  pursue  a  simi- 
lar course  with  regard  to  others ;  and, 
whatcourse  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intend  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  HabtDykb)  :  The 
hon.  Member  has  sent  me  a  telegram 
which,  I  presume,  came  from  his  infor- 
mant in  this  matter.  The  sender  of  the 
telegram  has  been  interviewed,  and  has 
named  three  persons  as  the  employers 
of  labour  to  whom  he  referred;  bat 
those  persons  deny  that  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  statement  that  they  had 
been  asked  by  Sergeant  Brady  to  "Boy- 
cott "  Irish  workmen. 

CRIME    AND  OUTRAGE   (IRELAND)  — 
MURDER  OF  MRS.  NOLAN. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  can  state  what  was  the  ver- 
dict of  the  coroner's  jury  in  the  case 
of  the  woman  Nolan,  who  was  kiUed 
by  her  husband  shortly  after  his  dis- 
charge from  prison  on  ticket  of  leave ; 
and,  whether  he  has  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of  any  Medi- 
cal Certificates  or  other  documents  bear- 
ing on  the  prisoner's  mental  condition 
prior  to  his  discharge  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND rSir  William  Habt  Dyke)  :  The 
Coroners  jury  found  that  Mrs.  Nolan 
came  to  her  death  from  wounds  inflioted 
by  her  husband,  and  they  added  their 
opinion  that  the  man  was  insane  when 
he  inflicted  the  wounds,  and  that  he 
was  **  let  out  on  ticket  of  leave  a  real 
lunatic."  The  medical  officers  of  Mary- 
borough Prison,  one  of  whom  is  Visit- 
ing Physician  to  the  District  Lunatic 
Asylum,  have  reported  thereon  that 
Nolan  was  received  into  that  prison  in 
February,  1884,  being  then  reported 
from  Mountjoy  as  weak  of  mind,  and 
suspected  of  a  suicidal  tendency ;  that 
during  his  detention  in  Maryborough 
he  showed  no  tendency,  disposition,  or 
desire  to  suicide  or  towards  any  other 
offence ;  that  he  was  obedient,  and  con- 
formed to  prison  regulations ;  that  he 
showed  great  religious  zeal  amounting 
to  eccentricity;  and  that  his  manner 
was  docile  and  submissive.  The  only 
Medical  Report  made  to  Government  in 
the  case  was  the  one  which  I  quoted  in 
my  previous  reply  to  ike  hon.  Memben 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


931 


Contoffiaui  DmoMi  {Jtjly  16,  1885} 


{Anitnah)  Act. 


922 


Me.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOR:  Might 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  is  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact, a  greater 
development  of  lunacy  in  Maryborough 
than  in  any  other  gaol  in  Ireland  ;  and, 
if  the  Goyernment  will  make  any  re- 
presentations to  the  officials  as  to  the 
necessity  for  lessening  the  severity  of 
the  treatment  of  prisoners  confined 
there? 

[No  reply.] 

Me.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  No- 
tioe  that  I  shall  call  attention  to  this 
really  deplorable  case  upon  the  proper 
Vote.      

The  OHTRF  SECRETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND said,  that  he  would  take  care  to 
look  into  the  matter  before  the  Esti- 
mates were  discussed. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
MAAMTRASNA  MURDERS. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Government  are  aware 
that  Michael  Oasey,  now  suffering  penal 
servitude,  has  intimated  his  wish  to  make 
a  statement  res]&ecting  the  Maamtrasna 
murders;  whetner  any  opportunity  to 
make  this  statement  has  been  afforded, 
or  will  be  afforded,  to  him ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Govemmont  will  lay  upon  the 
Table,  before  Hie  Motion  of  the  honour- 
able Member  for  the  city  of  Cork,  which 
stands  for  Friday  the  17th  instant,  is 
discussed,  a  Copy  of  the  statements 
made,  with  reference  to  the  Maamtrasna 
murders,  by  Patrick  Casey  and  Patrick 
Joyce,  before  their  execution  at  Galway 
on  the  15th  of  December  1882  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  Since 
Notice  of  this  Question  was  given,  it  has 
been  intimated  to  the  General  Prisons 
Board  by  the  Governor  of  Maryborough 
Prison,  that  the  convict  Michael  Casey 
desires  to  make  a  statement  respecting 
the  murders  referred  to.  The  coiiviot 
will  be  informed  that  any  statement  he 
wishes  to  advance  may  be  embodied  in 
a  Memorial  to  which  the  Lord  lieuten- 
ant will  give  careful  consideration.  The 
rule  as  to  such  statements  as  those  re- 
ferred to  in  the  last  portion  of  this  Ques- 
tion has  been  frequently  stated  in  the 
House,  and  I  am  advised  that  it  is  one 
which,  in  the  interests  of  justice,  should 
be  invariably  adhered  to,  and  that  they 
should  not  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 


THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— 
STIPENDIARY  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  stipendiary  magistrates  held 
office  in  Ireland  in  May  1882,  at  the 
date  of  the  introduction  of  the  Orimeg 
Prevention  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  how 
many  hold  office  now;  and,  whether 
the  establishment  of  stipendiary  magis- 
trates and  police  will  be  now  brought 
down  to  the  ordinary  level  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAETfor  ZEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Habt  Dyke):  In 
May,  1882,  there  were  90  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrates in  Ireland.  There  are  now  80. 
The  number  of  Constabulary  in  the  Esti- 
mates for  1883  was  14,277.  The  number 
for  the  eurrent  financial  year  is  12,667, 
and  this  number  is  being  further  reduced, 
so  far  as  the  requirements  of  the  coun- 
try permit,  by  the  suspension  of  recruit- 
ing. There  is  no  intention  at  present 
of  further  reducing  the  number  of  Eesi- 
dent Magistrates ;  but,  on  the  occurrence 
of  vacancies,  we  shall  carefully  consider 
whether  economies  can  be  effected  by  a 
redistribution  of  districts. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  of  what 
took  place  last  year  as  to  the  illegal 
payment  of  a  greater  salary  to  certain 
Eesident  Magistrates  than  the  Vote  war- 
ranted, and  that  the  late  Government 
brought  in  a  Bill  making  it  leg^  ?  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  give  any 
guarantee  that  no  sum  not  authorized 
by  Act  of  Parliament  will  be  paid  to  the 
Eesident  Magistrates  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAET  foe  IEE- 
LAND  said,  he  was  well  aware  that  the 
matter  had  been  under  consideration. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  whether  the  cessa- 
tion of  the  Crimes  Act  Courts  will  not 
allow  the  Government  to  reduce  greatly 
the  number  of  stipendaries  ? 

[Eeply  inaudible.] 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT- SWINE  FEVER— THE 
ORDER  IN  COUNCIL. 
Mr.  CLAEE  EEAD  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whe- 
ther   the  Privy  Council    contemplates 
making   compulsory  the  present    per- 
missive Order  which  authorises  Ijooal 
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Authorities  to  slaughter  not  only  pigs 
affected  with  swine  fever,  but  also  all 
those  that  have  been  in  contact  with  the 

affected  animals  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Mr.  Chaplin):  The 
Privy  Council  are  anxious,  before  making 
any  fresh  Order  on  the  subject,  to  see  the 
effect  of  the  Order  for  closing  the  markets, 
which  was  passed  on  the  3rd,  and  which 
comes  into  force  on  the  2 1  st  of  this  month. 
They  are  quite  prepared  however,  to 
make  an  Order  for  compulsory  slaughter, 
if  it  should  be  necessary ;  and,  if  any 
such  Order  is  made,  it  will  include  not 
only  the  animals  which  are  suffering 
from  disease,  but  those  which  have  been 
in  contact  with  them  also. 

ARMY— THE   SOUTH  WALES   BOR- 

DEREfiS— DISTURBANCES  AT 

WATERFORD. 

Me.  p.  J.  POWER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  serious  disturbance  which  occurred 
in  Waterford  on  the  12th,  in  which  a 
civilian  was  killed,  and  of  the  bad  feel- 
ing which  has  existed  for  some  time 
between  the  South  Wales  Borderers  and 
the  citizens,  he  would  give  effect  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  coroner's  jury, 
and  order  the  removal  of  that  regiment 
from  Waterford  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  The  follow- 
ing telegram  has  been  received  from 
the  General  Officer  commanding  in  Ire- 
land : — 

"  The  General  Officer  commanding  Cork  dis. 
triot  has  been  directed  to  relieve  the  detach^ 
ments  of  South  Wales  Borderers  at  Waterford 
and  Duncannon  Fort  by  another  corps.*' 

I  think  it  right  to  add  that,  during  its 
service  at  Waterford  for  the  past  two 
years,  the  conduct  of  the  men  has  been 
reported  as  very  good. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER :  Then  they  were 
misreported. 

LAW   AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— 
CONTEMPT  OF  COURT. 

Me.  M*C0AN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  fine 
of  £500  imposed  by  the  Irish  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  for  contempt  of  Court, 
upon  the  defendant  in  the  case  of  Bolton 
V.  O'Brien  has  been  enforced ;  and,  if  not, 
for  what  reason  ? 

The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL   for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  :  I  understand 
Mr  Clare  Read 


the  fine  referred  to  has  not  been  inflicted. 
The  fine  having  been  imposed  for  con- 
tempt of  Court  it  rests  with  the  Court  to 
impose  its  payment.  Probably  some  ' 
steps  are  necessary  to  put  the  Court  in 
motion ;  but  such  steps  can  only  be  taken 
by  the  litigants  at  whose  instance  the 
fine  was  imposed.  The  matter  is  not 
within  the  province  of  the  Attorney 
General. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  it  is  within  his  pro- 
vince to  say  how  often  the  editor  of  The 
Levant  Herald  was  fined  by  the  Turkish 
Government  for  Press  offences,  and  how 
often  he  paid  the  fine  ? 

[No  reply.] 

EGYPT— THE  ALEXANDRIA  MASSA- 
ORES—  CHARGES  AGAINST  THE 
KHEDIVE. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  still  adheres 
to  the  charges  of  complicity  in  the  mas- 
sacres of  Alexandria  made  by  him  in 
this  House  against  the  Khedive  Tewfik, 
and  subsequently  embodied  in  the 
Memorandum  addressed  by  him  to  the 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and 
printed  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper, 
**Egypt,  No.  4,  1884?" 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  CHxmoHiLL): 
The  hon.  Gentleman  put  a  Question  to 
me  on  the  2lBt  of  Juno  to  the  same 
effect  as  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
and  which  I  then  answered.  I  have 
nothing  whatever  to  add  to  the  state- 
ment I  then  made. 

Mb.  M*C0AN  :  I  wish  to  state  that 
this  Question  is  altogether  distinct  from 
the  one  to  which  the  noble  Lord  alludes. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (INCOME  TAX)— 
SURCHARGE  ON  THE  LONDON  AS- 
SURANCE CORPORATION. 
Mr.  M'LAREN  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  ho 
has  considered  the  effect  of  the  decision  in 
favour  of  the  Crown  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Lords  reversing  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  in  the  case  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  and  the  Lon- 
don Assurance  Corporation,  reported  ia 
yesterday's  newspapers,  and  particularly 
the  judgment  of  Lord  Bramwell,  the 
dissenting  judge,  in  which  ooours  the 
following  passage : — 

<<  If  the  Crown  ia  right,  Inoome  Tax  will  be 
payable  in  all  oaaea  in  which  amploytn  have 
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agreed  with  the  employed  that,  besides  fixed 
wages,  the  employed  shall  receive  what  is  called 
a  share  of  the  profits.  The  Income  Tax  wUl 
apply  to  Co-operative  Societies,  strictly  so 
called,  and  be  payable  on  a  sum  falsely  called 
profits,  with  no  deduction  of  the  wages  con- 
tingently payable  to  workmen,  if  Rross  profits 
enable  them  to  be  paid.  This  is  what  Counsel 
for  the  Crown  admitted.  I  think  it  most 
disastrous  and  most  unreasonable  ;  *' 

and,  whether  he  will  introduce  provi- 
sions in  Committee  on  the  Tax  Bill  to  ob- 
viate the  consequences  of  this  decision  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland):  This 
Question  only  appeared  on  the  Paper 
this  morning,  and  the  case  alluded  to 
was  only  decided  on  Tuesday.  The 
consequences  of  this  decision  will  he 
considered  when  the  shorthand  writer's 
notes  are  available ;  but  as  the  highest 
Court  of  Appeal  has  now  pronounced 
in  favour  of  what  has  been  the  conten- 
tion of  the  Grown  throughout,  I  am 
unable,  as  at  present  advised,  to  hold 
out  any  hope  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
legislation  will  he  proposed  to  alter  the 
law  as  declared  by  that  decision. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-FLOGGING. 
Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  view  of  recent 
outrages,  he  has  considered  the  propriety 
of  adopting  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  now 
hefore  the  House,  by  which  the  flogging 

ralties  inflicted  upon  garotters  would 
extended  to  offenders  under  **The 
Explosives  Act,  1883,"  and  might  fur- 
ther be  extended  to  include  those  who 
wound  unarmed  persons  with  revolvers  ? 
The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross),  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  sug- 
gestion contained  in  the  Question  was 
not  a  good  one;  but,  considering  how 
very  contentious  a  subject  the  adoption 
of  flogging  as  a  punishment  was,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  adopt  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  referred  to. 

PAELIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Another  he  can  state  to  the  House 
on  what  day  the  Committee  on  the  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  Bill  will  be 
taken ;  and,  on  what  day  the  proposed 
Qovemment  Amendments  to  that  BiU 
will  be  placed  on  the  Paper  ? 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hkjks-Beach):  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  has  already 
placed  on  the  Paper  the  Amendments 
he  proposes  to  move  to  this  Bill.  As 
regards  the  day  on  which  the  Bill  will 
be  taken,  I  must  remind  the  House  that 
the  most  pressing  measure  of  legislation 
to  which  there  is  any  practical  opposi- 
tion is  the  Medical  Relief  Bill.  The 
passing  of  it  is  a  matter  of  urgency, 
being  a  question  of  days,  and  we  shall 
proceed  with  it  before  any  other  measure 
of  legislation.  Therefore,  if  we  are  able 
to  complete  Committee  on  that  Bill,  as 
I  hope  we  may,  before  Tuesday,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  propose  to 
take  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill 
on  Tuesday.  On  Monday,  however,  I 
shall  be  able  to  make  a  further  state- 
ment. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  Ques- 
tion in  reeard  to  the  Business  for  to* 
morrow.  There  is  an  important  Notice 
of  Motion  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
which  stands  the  third  Amendment  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  the  Government  intend 
to  use  their  influence  in  order,  if  pos- 
sible, to  obtain  precedence  for  the  hon. 
Member's  Amendment ;  and,  if  not,  what 
course  they  intend  to  take,  in  order  that 
the  House  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
giving  judgment  upon  the  question 
raised  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Marquess  that  it  would  be  desirable 
that  the  House  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  judgment  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  and  I  hope  that  that  op- 
portimity  may  be  afforded  to-morrow 
night,  because  I  observed  that  the  flrst 
Notice  on  the  Paper  is  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan), 
and  will,  probably,  not  be  proceeded 
with,  and  it,  at  any  rate,  does  not  involve 
a  Motion.  The  second  Notice,  which 
stands  in  the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir  Hervey 
Bruce),  my  hon.  Friend  has  informed 
me  that  it  is  not  his  intention  to  proceed 
with ;  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  for 
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the  Oity  of  Cork  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  bring  forward  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  In  that  case  I  am 
able  to  announce  that,  after  consultation 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Oallan),  he  will  give  place  to  me  to- 
morrow ;  consequently,  my  Motion  will 
come  on. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  whether  he  would 
undertake  not  to  bring  on  the  Univer- 
sity  (Scotland)  Bill  to-night,  except  at 
an  hour  which  would  allow  an  oppor- 
tunity for  full  discussion ;  and,  alBO  if 
he  would  state  what  course  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  take  with  regard 
to  proceeding  with  the  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion ? 

The  CHANCELLORop  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Of  course,  such  a  Bill  could  not 
be  taken  without  full  opportunity  for 
discussion ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  have  to 
add  to  that  statement  an  expression  of 
opinion  that  it  will  not  be  possible  for 
us  to  proceed  with  it.  I  understand 
there  is  considerable  opposition  to  the 
measure  regarding  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  me,  and  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  himself  the  leader  of  it.  I 
fear  it  is  hardly  likely,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  Bill  can  proceed 
any  further. 

Me.  CHILDERS  asked  what  would 
be  the  Business  on  Monday  ? 

Mb.  lewis  asked  whether  Com- 
mittee on  the  Budget  Bill  would  be 
taken  to-morrow  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  possible  to  take  Committee 
on  the  Budget  to-morrow,  as  the  Irish 
debate  would  occupy  the  evening.  The 
Business  on  Monday  would  be  the  Irish 
Votes  in  Supply. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  if  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  insert  a 
clause  in  the  Medical  Relief  Disqualifi- 
cation Bill,  directing  the  overseers  to 
make  supplementary  lists  which  should 
include  those  electors  who  had  been 
omitted  from  the  ordinary  lists  by  reason 
of  disqualification  through  medical  re- 
lief? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  unable  to  answer 
the  Question,  as  he  was  quite  unpre- 
pared to  pass  an  opinion  upon  a  clause 
he  had  never  seen;  but  it  would  be 
quite  competent  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
raise  the  subject. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Mb.  ACLAND  said,  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill  he  would  move  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  should  be  restricted  to 
two  years. 
In  answer  to  Mr.  Solateb-Booth, 
The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said,  the  Army 
Estimates  would  have  to  be  postponed 
to  later  than  Tuesday. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— AFGHANISTAN— THE 
REPORTED  RUSSIAN  ADVANCE. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked,  K  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  any  further  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  state  of 
affairs  on  the  Afghan  Frontier  ? 

The  CHANCELLORop  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  No,  Sir;  there  is  nothing  fur- 
ther that  I  can  communicate  to  Uie 
House. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 

(No.  2)  BILL.— [Bill  223.] 

{Sir  Arthur  Otway,  Mr,  Chancelhr  of  the  Ex- 

ch$quer.  Sir  Htnry  Holland,) 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  CHILDERS :  I  do  not  propose 
to  move  any  Amendment  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  nor  will  it  be  ne- 
cessary for  me  to  speak  at  any  great 
length  on  the  subject ;  but  seyeral  dis- 
putable statements  were  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  he 
introduced  the  Budget  the  other  day, 
and  I  especially  wish  to  obserye  more 
fully  than  I  have  done  on  one  state- 
ment which  he  then  made.  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  what  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  as  to  his 
nominal  responsibility  for  the  deficit. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  used 
very  strong  language  disclaiming  all  re- 
sponsibility for  the  deficit.  Of  course,  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
not  responsible  for  the  whole  of  that 
deficit,  but  he  is  responsible  for  a  large 
part  of  it.  It  is  true  that  his  Resolu- 
tion which  was  adopted  by  the  House 
makes  it  a  partner  with  him  in  respond* 
bility  for  the  removal  from  the  Budget 
of  the  proposal  about  the  Death  Duties, 
and  I  think  the  amount  we  proposed  to 
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raise  in  that  way  was  £250,000.  8o  far, 
he  is  responsible  in  partnership  with  the 
House ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehequer  is,  as  I  will  show,  alone  re- 
sponsible for  a  Tory  large  increase  in  the 
deficit  in  consequence  of  his  refusal  to 
introduce  into  his  present  Bill  any  pro- 
yision  for  increased  duties  on  liquor.  I 
will  ask  the  House  to  consider  what  was 
the  Amendment  which  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  carried  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Budget  Bill. 
It  was  in  these  words,  and  I  ask  the 
House  to  weigh  them — 

*'  This  HouBe  regards  the  increase  proposed  in 
the  Duties  levied  on  Beer  and  Spirits  as  inequi- 
table in  the  absence  of  a  corresponding  addition 
to  the  Duties  on  "Wine." 

Now,  Sir,  that  Eesolution  left  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  entirely 
free  to  impose  any  addition  to  the  duties 
on  spirits  and  beer,  provided  a  corre- 
sponding addition  were  also  made  to  the 
duly  on  wine ;  and  he  is  in  a  particularly 
favoorable  position  for  such  a  proposal, 
because,  as  he  told  me  in  answer  to  a 
Question  the  other  day,  the  GoTornment 
proposes  to  abandon  the  two  Eesolutions 
which  were  adopted  by  the  House  in 
Committee  of  w  ays  and  Means,  which 
raised  the  superior  limit  of  the  \s.  duty 
on  wine  from  26  to  80  degrees.  That 
abandonment  leaves  the  Government  en- 
tirely free  as  to  the  Wine  Duties.  They 
are  no  longer  restrained,  as  we  were, 
by  the  negotiations  which  were  going 
on  for  several  years  with  Spain.  Those 
negotiations  have  come  to  an  end, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  quite  in  the  power 
of  the  Oovemment  now  to  increase, 
if  they  should  think  fit,  the  Wine  Duties 
in  the  same  proportion  as  it  was  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  duties  on  spirits 
and  beer.  It  is  therefore  clear  that  the 
Gbvemment  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  are  entirely  responsible  for 
not  proposing  an  increase  in  the  duties  on 
wine,  spirits,  and  beer.  The  responsibility 
for  the  absence  of  any  such  provision  in 
the  present  Bill  is  entirely  theirs,  and 
they  cannot  shift  that  responsibility  on 
the  House  or  on  anyone  else.  If  that  is 
the  case— and  I  think  there  can  be  no 
doubt  about  it — the  present  Government 
is  distinctly  responsible  for  between 
£1,600,000  and  £2,000,000  of  the  deficit. 
I  pass  now  to  the  way  in  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  deficit,  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  states  as 
being  estimated  at  between  £3,500,000 
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and  £4,000,000.  His  plan  is  simplicity 
itself— namely,  to  add  £4,000,000  to  the 
Debt.  Of  course  that,  in  future  years, 
could  be  paid  ofif  out  of  the  Sinking 
Fund  like  all  other  Debt.  We  proposed 
to  add  nothing  to  the  Debt ;  but  to  take 
the  deficit  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund  of 
next  year  direct.  I  cannot  conceive 
what  the  difiference  between  the  two 
operations  is,  for  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  takes  so  much  credit. 
It  is  really  the  difference  between 
tweedledum  and  tweedledee.  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
is  proposed  to  deal  with  what  is  called 
the  New  Sinking  Fund ;  and,  indeed,  I 
admit  that  this  is  an  improvement  on  my 
plan.  I  should  now  like  to  refer  to 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  as  to  the  Expenditure  for  which 
provision  is  to  be  made — I  mean  the 
increase  upon  the  Expenditure  as  we 
left  it.  I  am  not  going  to  refer  for  a 
a  moment  to  the  attack  on  the  Admi- 
ralty, because  the  Committee  about  to 
be  appointed  will  deal  with  the  whole 
matter  ;  but  I  wish  to  refer  to  the 
statement  as  to  War  Office  expendi- 
ture which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made,  and  which  I  think  requires  some 
further  explanation.  He  used  these 
words — 

"  Of  the  sum  estimated  by  the  War  OflBce,  a 
certain  portion  was  due  to  the  provision  which 
had  been  authorized  for  the  defence  of  oar 
principal  coaling  stations.and  commercial  har- 
bours, an  item  for  which,  in  spite  of  its 
great  importance,  and  in  spite  of  the  pledges 
given  to  Parliament  last  December  by  the  First 
Lord  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  no 
provision  had  been  made  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates." 

I  do  not  attribute  a  wilful  mistake  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  this  is  incorrect. 
The  ordinary  Army  Estimates  provided 
£198,000  for  works  and  armaments  for 
Colonial  coaling  stations,  in  addition  to 
£67,000  which  was  to  be  provided  by 
the  Indian  and  Colonial  Governments, 
and  in  addition  to  £35,000  which  had 
been  provided  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  of  last  year,  and  to  £9,000  also 
provided  last  year  by  the  Indian  and 
Colonial  Governments.  My  noble  Friend 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  made 
a  short  statement  on  March  19  in  moving 
the  Army  Estimates,  when  he  stated 
that  work  had  been  begun  at  Aden  and 
Hong  Kong,  and  enumerated  the  other 
stations  at  which  Tf  ork  was  to  be  con^-^ 
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oan  be  Bubstantiated.  Of  course,  I  do 
not  say  that  this  increase  of  duty  should 
be  now,  or  at  any  particular  time,  ob- 
tained. In  fact,  in  the  Budget  which 
the  House  set  aside  I  proposed  much 
less.  But,  in  settling  what  duties  should 
be  increased,  besides  the  general  ques- 
tion as  between  property  and  con- 
sumption, we  have  many  considerations 
to  weigh  in  addition  to  those  of  Eevenue ; 
for' instance,  we  have  to  look,  first,  at 
the  distribution  of  incidence  as  be- 
tween England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland ; 
Beoondly,  at  the  effect  on  the  prodtfcer 
of  the  raw  material ;  and,  thirdly,  at  the 
effect  on  our  trade  with  foreign  countries, 
which  send  us  articles  of  dnnk.  But  I 
repeat  that,  excluding  all  considerations 
which  are  not  Bevenue  considerations, 
the  amount  raised  from  liquor  might  be 
increased  by  £5,000,000  or  £6,000,000 
a-year.  I  am  now  only  answering  what 
appeared  to  me  at  that  time,  and  what  I 
BtiU  think  was,  a  very  incautious  declara- 
tion in  the  mouth  of  a  Minister  as  to  the 
impossibility  of  raising  more  Bevenue  by 
indirect  taxation.  Might  I  even  now 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
qualify  that  declaration,  by  which,  com- 
ing from  the  Leader  of  the  Oonservatiye 
Party  in  this  House,  I  fear  that  much 
mischief  has  been  done?  I  do  not 
believe  that  whatever  may  be  the 
emergency  after  that  declaration,  if  un- 
qualified, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
any  Minister  would  dare  to  increase,  to 
any  considerable  extent,  the  Bevenue 
obtained  from  indirect  taxation.  I  have 
thus  felt  myself  bound  to  enter  my  pro- 
test— a  protest  in  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
concurs— ragainst  the  language  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  this  re- 
spect. I  admit  that  after  our  defeat  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  contest  is, 
for  the  present,  over ;  and  we  can  now 
do  little  more  than  struggle  for  a  fair 
distribution  of  taxation  on  property. 
But  if  in  this  struggle  the  landed  inte- 
rest should  suffer,  let  them  remember  to 
whose  fatal  Amendment  they  owe  their 
misfortune. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBABD,  in  moving  the 
following  Besolution,  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice : — 

"That,  in  view  of  the  rapid  extension  of 
local  rating  and  of  the  continuous  imposition 
of  the  Income  Tax,  it  is  desirahle  that  the 
province  of  Local  Bating  and  of  Imperial  Taxa- 
tion be  severally  readjusted  EAd  defined,  and 

Mr.  Childer^ 


that  a  common  authority  and  common  measure 
be  provided  for  the  Iqyj  of  both  rates  and  taxes 
so  as  to  regulate  their  incidence  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  assessing  the  rate  or  tax  upon  the  real 
or  upon  the  net  annual  value," 

said,  he  did  not  attach  to  the  recent 
remarks  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer the  importance  which  had  been 
given  to  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken;  but  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  that 
whatever  articles  were  necessary  for  the 
sustenance  of  the  people  should  be  pro- 
vided as  cheaply  as  possible,  in  order 
that  our  working  classes  might  stand 
the  competition  of  the  other  nations  of 
the  world.  But  it  was  not  so  much  to 
indirect  as  to  direct  taxation  that  he 
wished  to  drawn  attention.  The  charges 
which  he  proposed  to  deal  with  com- 
prised Imperial  taxation  to  the  extent 
of  about  £23,000,000,  and  local  rates  to 
the  amount  of  £30,000,000.  It  was  per- 
fectly remarkable  how  the  local  rating 
and  the  local  indebtedness  of  the  country 
had  increased.  In  the  year  1871  local 
rates  amounted  to  £17,000,000,  in  18S0 
to  £25,000,000,  and  now  they  were 
£30,000,000.  The  £80,000,000  of  local 
rates,  together  with  £21,000,000  of  Im- 
perial taxation,  formed  the  matter  to 
which  he  desired  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House.  The  growth  of  local  raten 
was  remarkable  in  the  amount  annually 
levied;  but  it  was  still  more  visible 
when  they  examined  the  question  of 
local  indebtedness.  In  the  year  1871 
the  local  indebtedness  of  the  country  was 
£63,000,000,  in  1875  it  was  £93,000,000, 
inl879itwa8£128,000,000,  andin  1883 
it  was  £169,000,000.  Contrasting  these 
figures  with  the  liabilities  of  Im- 
perial finance,  they  found  that  in  the 
years  he  had  mentioned — namely,  from 
1871  to  1883  — the  public  Debt  had 
diminished  by  £48,000,000,  and  the 
local  indebtedness  had  increased  by 
£96,000,000.  This  was  a  very  remark- 
able contrast,  and  the  growth  of  local 
indebtedness  was  far  larger  than  it 
ought  to  be.  The  local  debts  had  been 
incurred  by  virtue  of  authority  given 
through  Private  Bills,  and  when  he  con- 
sidered how  those  Bills  were  carried 
through  Parliament  he  was  not  asto- 
nished at  the  result.  He  knew  that  it 
was  practically  impossible  for  Local 
Authorities  to  act  rigidly  on  the  maxim 
that  the  Expenditure  and  the  Inoome  of 
the  year  should  balance  one  another ; 
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but  he  thought  they  should  not,  in 
their  Private  Bills,  be  allowed  to  borrow 
for  more  than  30  yeard,  so  that  each 
generation  should  pay  its  own  debts. 
The  only  portion  of  England  now  pro- 
vided with  a  perfect  system  of  adminis- 
tration in  regard  to  local  rating  was  the 
Metropolis  ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Act  under  which  the  rates  were 
levied  in  London  ought  to  have  been 
extended  to  the  country  a  long  time 
ago.  In  the  Metropolis  the  accuracy  of 
the  local  assessment  was  tested  by  the 
amount  charged  \mder  Schedule  A ;  and 
the  Income  Tax  levied  under  that 
Schedule  was,  in  the  gross  assessment, 
almost  identical  with  local  tcucation.  In 
the  country,  however,  there  was  a  10 
per  cent  difference  between  the  actual 
gross  value  of  property  and  the  amount 
at  which  it  was  assessed  for  local  pur- 
poses ;  and,  this  being  the  difference  on 
the  average  of  all  assessments,  it  is  ob- 
vious that  individual  discrepancies  must 
be  still  larger.  The  object  which  he  had 
in  view  in  moving  the  Eesolution  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice  was  that  the  salu- 
tary and  scientific  rule  already  adopted 
in  the  matter  of  local  legislation  should 
be  applied  to  Imperial  legislation  also, 
and  that  the  Income  Tax,  among  other 
taxes,  should  be  subject  to  the  rule  of 
being  levied  not  upon  gross  value,  but 
upon  net.  Under  his  plan  capital  would 
pay  considerably  more  and  industry  con- 
siderably less  than  at  present.  The  ad- 
justment of  Income  Tax  which  he  pro- 
posed had  been  greatly  misunderstood 
or  misrepresented.  The  adjusted  Li- 
come  Tax,  which  had  been  the  subject 
of  controversy  ever  since  its  proposal  by 
Mr.  Disraeli  in  1853,  was  not  a  graduated 
Income  Tax  at  all.  Assuming  three 
different  kinds  of  property  of  the  nomi- 
nal value  of  £1,000  each  a-year — in- 
terest from  money  in  the  funds,  rents 
of  land,  and  rents  of  houses — while 
the  real  income  from  interest  of  money 
in  the  funds  would  be  £1,000,  the  real 
value  of  £1,000  derived  from  rents  of 
land  would  be  £900,  and  from  rents 
of  Iiouses  £800.  It  was  quite  clear 
that  if  they  charged  one  and  the  same 
rate  upon  all  these  properties  they  must 
in  fairness  first  reduce  the  assessment 
to  what  was  the  real  value.  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli's proposal  was  to  charge  upon  the 
gross  or  nominal  income  a  rate  dimi- 
nished in  proportion  to  the  outgoings — 
a  proposal  agreeing  in  principle,  though 


less  perfect  in  operation,  with  the  pro- 
cess of  reducing  gross  incomes  to  net 
incomes,  and  then  charging  an  uniform 
rate.  That  principle  had  existed  since 
1869  in  the  Metropolis  Valuation  Act. 
The  present  system,  from  beginning  to 
end,  favoured  wealth  and  pressed  hard 
on  property.  In  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Bill  there  was  one  portion  to 
which  he  referred  with  gpreat  gratification 
— namely,  the  clause  which  imposed  an 
annual  charge  upon  Corporations  in 
lieu  of  Succession  Duty,  which  they 
might  be  called  upon  to  pay  if  their 
property  was  precisely  on  the  same 
footing  as  other  properties.  The  Bill . 
assumed  that  this  annual  charge  was 
not  ,to  be  levied  on  the  gross  rental 
at  all,  but  upon  rental  with  such  de- 
duction as  might  be  necessary  to  ob- 
tain the  real  value  of  the  property.  This 
Corporation  Tax  was,  in  fact,  the  adop- 
tion, with  respect  to  Corporations,  of  an 
Income  Tax  constructed  precisely  upon 
the  conditions  which  he  advocated  in  the 
Income  Tax  levied  upon  all  incomes.  He 
found  that  the  present  Probate  Duty, 
which  produced  £4,000,000  sterling,  was 
almost  entirely  composed  of  the  newly 
enacted  charges  of  2  and  3  per  cent. 
But  why  should  the  Probate  Duty  be  2  or 
3  per  cent  ?  The  original  Probate  Duty 
was  simply  a  Stamp  Duty  imposed  to  cer- 
tify the  title  of  the  administrator  of  the 
property  bequeathed  or  inherited.  He 
looked  upon  the  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duties  in  quite  a  different  light  from  the 
Probate  Duty.  The  Probate  Duty,  as  he 
had  said,  was  simplya  Stamp  Duty,  but  in 
the  case  of  legacy  and  succession  the  State 
constituted  itself  a  joint  heir  with  every 
subject  of  the  Crown,  and  took  a  por- 
tion of  the  substance  according  to  the 
proximity  of  the  heirs,  rightly  taking 
the  least  from  the  children  and  the  most 
from  those  who  were  strangers.  There- 
fore he  did  not  raise  any  objection  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duties.  He  thought  they  might  fairly 
continue  as  at  present,  and  he  entirely 
concurred  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
near  him  that  they  ought  to  do  away 
with  those  fictitious  distinctions  which 
merely  complicated  the  matter.  The 
more  simple  they  could  make  the  opera- 
tions of  finance  the  better  they  were 
understood.  He  wished  to  give  relief 
to  those  who  were  suffering.  He  thought 
it  was  a  cruel  thing,  when  the  father  of  a 
family  died,  that  they  should  come  down 
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on  the  widow  and  children  for  3  per 
cent  of  the  property*  The  result  of  that 
was  often  to  destroy  their  homes  and 
make  them  break  them  up.  Legacy 
Duties  ought  to  be  levied  in  such  a  way 
as  to  be  most  easily  paid.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  support  him  in  his 
Besolution,  with  a  view  to  persuading 
the  GoTemment  to  introduce  at  no  dis- 
tant period  a  comprehensive  adjustment 
of  our  fiscal  system.  The  right  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  in  Tiew  of  the  rapid  extension  of  local  rating 
and  of  the  continuous  imposition  of  the  Income 
Tax,  it  is  desirable  that  the  province  of  LocaI 
Rating  and  of  Imperial  Taxation  be  seyerally 
readjusted  and  defined,  and  that  a  common 
authority  and  common  measure  be  provided  for 
the  lev^  of  both  rates  and  taxes  so  as  to  regu- 
late their  incidence  upon  the  principle  of  assess- 
ing the  rate  or  tax  upon  the  real,  that  is,  upon 
the  net  annual  value,**— (Jfr.  /.  O.  Hubbard,) 

-^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  SOLATER-BOOTH  observed  that 
he  did  not  propose  to  follow  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Hubbard)  into  the  wide  field 
of  subjects,  not  unfamiliar  to  the  House, 
over  which  he  had  ranged  ;  but  he  could 
not  help  feeling  that  he  had  done  the 
previous  Conservative  Government  an 
injustice  in  his  remarks  upon  their  en- 
deavour to  apply  to  the  whole,  country 
the  same  principles  in  respect  of  valua- 
tion which  were  applied  to  the  Metro- 
polis. .  Had  the  House  been  allowed 
to  adopt  that  proposal,  considerable 
incidental  advantage  might  have  ac- 
crued to  the  Exchequer ;  but  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  instead  of  assisting  the 
Government  in  that  direction,  was  con- 
stantly occupied  in  placing  an  obstruc- 
tive Amendment  against  the  Valuation 
Bill,  and  did  his  utmost  to  prevent  its 
becoming  law.  He  had  heard  with 
surprise  the  comments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Childers) 
upon  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  He  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
had  not  understood  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to 
Btate  that  indirect  taxation  would  never 
iinder  any  oircumstanoes  be  increased. 

!&.  J.  Q.  Eubbard 


What  his  right  hon.  Friend  meant 
probably  was  that  the  limit  of  addition 
to  the  taxation  of  certain  commodities  ap- 
peared to  have  been  practically  reached, 
and  thatgreat  difficulties  would  be  placed 
in  the  way  of  any  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer who  should  endeavour  to  select 
any  one  of  those  commodities  for  the 
purpose  of  taxing  it  additionally,  and  so 
raising  any  important  sum  of  money. 
Although  experience  had  shown  in 
a  practical  way  the  great  difficulty 
in  which  Governments  or  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  were  placed  who 
endeavoured  to  augment  the  Spirit,  or 
Beer,  or  Tea  Duties,  or  the  duties  on 
other  articles  of  consumption,  he  was 
not  on  that  account  persuaded  that  no 
means  could  be  found  by  which  a  more 
equitable  and  satisfactory  state  of  the 
public  mind  might  be  brought  about 
which  would  enable  a  Government  on 
either  side  of  the  House  to  deal  with 
this  subject  without  exciting  the  acri- 
mony of  the  Party  contests  whioh  had 
accompanied  previous  endeavours  to  deal 
with  these  subjects  of  taxation.  The 
relative  incidence  of  these  taxes  was 
pronounced  ex  eathedrd  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  &om  time  to 
time,  and  few  people  had  the  knowledge 
or  opportunity  to  contest  his  decision ; 
but  they  found  that  when,  after  making 
his  Financial  Statement,  he  proposed  to 
increase  the  duties  on  this  or  that  article 
of  consumption,  a  great  party  came  for- 
ward to  thwart  and  oppose  his  propo- 
sition ;  and  the  practical  result  was  that 
he  found  himself  obliged  to  surrender. 
He,  however,  deeply  regretted  that  the 
circumstances  of  the  moment  were  such 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  unable  to 
propose  anything  in  the  way  of  alle- 
viating or  reducing  existing  anomalies. 
He  thought  it  would  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  country  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  to  pay  a  little  more  attention 
to  the  principles  on  which  this  indirect 
taxation  was  levied,  and  would  endea- 
vour to  arrive  at  an  understanding  as  to 
what  should  be  the  normal  amount  of 
them.  In  that  case,  without  doubt,  the 
duty  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  be  much  more  easily  accomplished. 
There  would  be  no  endeavour  to  trip 
up  a  Government  by  rousing  up  the 
enemies  of  a  particular  tax,  and  a 
much  more  fair  and  just  system  might 
possibly   be  arrived   at.      He  would 
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throw  it  out  as  a  suggestion  whether  by 
bringing  a  Committee  of  the  House  into 
immediate  contact  with  the  heads  of  the 
Bevenue  Department,  and  enabling 
some  dispassionate  scheme  to  be  pro- 
pounded as  to  the  principles  which 
ought  to  guide  the  indirect  taxation  of 
the  country,  entirely  separated  from  the 
Parties  of  this  House,  a  good  work 
might  be  done,  which  would  be  of 
great  assistance  to  future  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer,  on  whichever  side  of 
the  House  they  might  sit.  He  felt  that 
for  the  present,  and  probably  for  the 
futiire,  the  great  mass  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion must  be  considered  to  be  for  the 
most  part  fixed  upon  the  articles  of 
luxury,  on  ^tM«f-luxury,  and  upon  the 
drinks  consumed  by  the  public  at  large ; 
and  with  the  exception  of  sugar,  which 
he  should  be  yery  glad  to  see  brought 
into  the  same  category,  he  did  not  know 
that  there  was  any  oUier  article  of  con- 
sumption which  could  be  fairly  included 
in  the  list  of  Eevenue-prodncing  commo- 
dities. The  attention  of-  the  House 
might  fSairly  now  be  given  to  the  Customs 
Duties  generally,  and  the  system  on 
which  they  were  levied.  He  thought 
the  time  had  arrived  when  the  great 
volume  of  articles  of  consumption  im- 
ported from  abroad,  without  imposing 
any  restriction  upon  their  consumption, 
might  have  a  small  duty  levied  upon 
them.  He  did  think  that  by  charging 
a  small  duty,  or  rather  registration  fee, 
on  such  commodities  they  might  raise 
an  important  sum,  certainly  enough  to 
defray  the  cost  of  the  Customs  Establish- 
ment. He  took  it  that  the  duties  of  the 
Custom  House  officers  in  boarding  a 
ship  bringing  goods  from  foreign  coun- 
tries was  simple  and  easy  enough  ;  and 
if  the  charges  were  as  low  as  he  would 
desire  them  to  be,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
they  would  be  a  kind  of  guarantee  of 
the  information  contained  in  the  statis- 
tics compiled  by  the  Custom  House 
officers,  and  would  make  them  more  re- 
liable and  worthy  of  greater  attention. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  pretend  that 
in  this  way  any  large  sums  could  be  col- 
lected ;  but  so  far  as  they  could  be  they 
would  be  of  such  a  general  and  compre- 
hensive character  that  they  could  not  be 
objected  to  from  Party  or  interested 
motives.  He  would  only  add,  in  con- 
clusion, that  he  believed  if  some  such 
inquiry  as  he  had  suggested  were  made, 
perhaps  in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 


ment, the  consequence  of  it  would  be  not 
to  embarrass,  but  to  greatly  facilitate 
the  operations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  to  place  the  public 
finance  of  the  country  upon  a  sounder 
and  more  satisfactory  footing. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  there 
seemed  to  be  a  prevailing  impression 
that  this  was  a  modest  and  unpreten- 
tious Budget,  and  one  of  no  great  im- 
portance one  way  or  the  other.  So 
far  from  that  being  the  case,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  involve  consequences 
of  the  utmost  gravity,  and  to  be  one 
of  the  most  momentous  for  many 
years.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  stated  that  ''under  the  cir- 
cumstances" it  would  scarcely  have 
been  possible  for  him  to  take  any 
other  course  than  that  which  he  had 
adopted.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
more  than  anyone  else,  was  responsible 
for  the  circumstances  in  which  he  now 
found  himself.  The  Budget  itself  sinned 
against  the  two  great  cardinal  principles 
which  had  hitherto  been  held  as  regards 
finance  by  the  Conservative  Party — 
namely,  ''under  any  circumstances"  to 
pay  one's  way ;  and,  secondly,  that  "  the 
increased  expenditure  should  not  fall 
wholly  on  property  or  on  those  payers 
of  Income  Tax  who  are  by  no  means 
synonymous  with  the  holders  of  pro- 
perty." When.  Sir  Stafi'ord  North- 
cote  took  Office  on  the  formation  of  the 
last  Conservative  Administration  he 
made  an  excellent  speech,  in  which  he 
clearly  proved  that  we  had  not  done 
enough  in  the  direction  of  repaying 
Debt,  and  he  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
quicken  this  process.  Such,  then,  were 
the  wise  principles  enunciated  by  the 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party ;  such 
were  their  principles ;  but  their  practice 
was.  unfortunately,  very  different,  for 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  was  never  able  in 
any  one  year  fully  to  carry  his  own  Act 
into  operation.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  however,  not  only  now  pro- 
posed that  they  should  pay  off  no  Debt 
whatever,  but  he  proposed  that  they 
should  borrow  no  less  than  £4,000,000. 
The  second  principle,  which  had  always 
been  most  strongly  advocated  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  had  been  that  any 
necessary  increase  of  taxation  shoidd  be 
equitably  divided  between  the  different 
classes  of  the  community.  In  the  pre- 
sent instance  the  increase  of  expendi- 
ture was  agreed  to  by  hon.  GenUemen 
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opposite.  The  difference  of  opinion  had 
not  been  as  to  whether  the  expenditure 
was  necessary,  but  as  to  how  the  money 
should  be  raised.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
romet  objected  to  the  proposals  of  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ;  and 
even  if  he  was  not  bound  to  bring  for- 
ward an  alternative  plan  then,  now  that 
he  was  in  Office  that  responsibility  cer- 
tainly devolved  on  him.  They  could 
well  imagine  the  indignation  which 
would  have  been  expressed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefraot 
(Mr.  Childers)  had  proposed  to  raise 
£5,500,000  by  an  increase  in  the  Income 
Tax  without  any  addition  whatever  to 
the  indirect  taxation.  But  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  gone  further 
than  that.  He  had  stated  that  we  had 
^'  arrived  at  the  limits  of  increased  taxa- 
tion on  the  most  important  taxed  arti- 
cles of  consumption/'  with,  perhaps,  the 
single  exception  of  tea;  and  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  raise  the  duty  on 
tea  because  it  would  be  so  intensely  un- 
popular. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  only  done  nothing  to  carry  out 
his  own  principles,  but  he  had  done  a 
great  deal  to  prevent  anyone  else  from 
carrying  them  out  either.  It  would  in 
future  require  a  bold  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  —  though  he  hoped  they 
might  find  one  strong  enough  in 
case  of  need — to  propose  any  in- 
crease in  indirect  taxation.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  could  not  join  in  con- 
gratulating the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  any  part  of  his  Budget.  Ho 
preferred  the  course  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Pontefract,  because  he  saw  very  little 
use  paying  off  Debt  on  the  one  hand, 
and  borrowing  on  the  other.  It  was  a 
serious  matter,  and  one  greatly  to*  be 
regretted,  that  during  a  time  of  peace, 
instead  of  meeting  the  increased  Expen- 
diture of  the  country  by  a  bold  and 
manly  increase  of  taxation,  they  were 
resorting'to  the  weak  and  ignoble  course 
of  adding  to  the  indebtedness  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  must 
express  his  regret  at  hearing  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  ChUders) 
that  the  death-knell  of  indirect  taxation 
had  been  sounded  by  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  [Mr.  Childers 
Baid^  he  had  referred  to  increased  in- 

Sir  John  Lubhock 


direct  taxation.]  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  the  opposite  of  what 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate^  and  two  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  near  him  understood,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  have 
used  the  word  <' knell,"  but  the  word 
"carol,"  over  the  prospect  of  reviving 
indirect  taxation.  Perhaps  the  House 
would  allow  him  (Mr.  ifewdegate)  to 
mention  what  the  repeal  of  indiirect 
taxation  had  cost  the  country  within  his 
own  memory.  Between  the  years  1840 
and  1854,  inclusive,  the  amount  of  Cus- 
toms Duties  which  the  Legislature  had 
repealed  or  reduced  was  £10,092,719. 
In  mentioning  these  figures,  he  asked 
the  House  to  remember  that  he  had 
begun  his  career  in  Parliament  by  sup- 
porting the  late  Sir  Eobert  Peel  in  the 
abrogation  of  a  part  of  that  indirect 
taxation  of  £10,000,000,  which  chiefly 
consisted  of  Custom  Duties.  Where  he 
had  differed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  on  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Lavrs ; 
and  with  regard  to  that  question  he 
would  tell  the  House  where  he  got  his 
education.  It  was  in  the  United  States 
of  America  that  he  was  taught  to  re- 
cognize the  value  of  the  Com  Laws,  not 
as  a  commercial  measure,  not  as  a  mea- 
sure of  finance,  but  as  a  measure  of  na« 
tional  self-defence.  Between  the  years 
1800  and  1805,  the  First  Napoleon  en- 
deavoured to  establish  the  *'  (Continental 
System,"  a  combination  of  Foreign 
Powers,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
starve  out  the  people  of  this  coontiy ; 
and  he  had  been  so  nearly  succes^il 
that  in  the  absence  of  a  Qom  Law 
the  people  of  London  mobbed  King 
George  III.,  and  subsequently  hailed 
the  adoption  of  a  Com  Law,  which  pro- 
vided them  with  food.  Now  that  the 
Navy  of  England  was  weak,  this,  he 
thought,  was  a  matter  which  deserved 
careful  consideration.  At  the  period  to 
which  he  had  referred  the  naval  supre- 
macy of  this  country  was  questioned, 
and  continued  to  be  so,  until  the  vic- 
tories of  Nelson,  which  culminated  at 
Trafalgar,  put  an  end  to  Napoleon's 
projects  in  combining  Foreign  Powers 
against  England  on  the  sea.  As  an  old 
Member  of  the  House,  he  had  seen  the 
Corn  Laws  repealed ;  but  in  what  he 
was  saying  he  did  not  advert  to  the 
Corn  Laws.  He  reverted  to  the  subject 
of  indirect  taxation  generally,  and  cdfled 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  from  1840  to  1854,  indusive,  not 
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less  than  £10,092,71 9  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion liad  been  repealed.    Again,  from 
1855  to  1869,  inclusive,  £9,255,526    of 
indirect  taxation  was  repealed.    From 
1870  to  1874,  inclusive,  £6,924,245  of 
indirect  taxation  was  repealed.    So  that 
within  the  period  from  1840  to  1874  not 
less  than  £26,272,490  was  the  amount 
of  indirect  taxation  repealed.     It  was 
important  to  notice  what  the  nations  of 
the  Continent  were  doing  at  the  present 
moment.     Germany,  which  was  not  the 
most  stupid  nation  in  the  world,  had 
re-imposed  a  Corn  Law,  and  other  im- 
port duties.    The  French  Eepublic  had 
also  re-imposed  a  Com  Law,  and  taxa- 
tion upon  foreign  imports.     According 
to  the  present  system  in  this  country, 
taxation  by  Customs  Duties,  on  imports 
to  large  amounts,  seemed  to  be  aban- 
doned.     Let  this  House  remember  that 
it  stood  before    the  country    self-con- 
demned by  its  own  act ;  it  had  invoked 
a  new,  and  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  hoped 
a   wiser,    House    of  Commons.     Why 
should  this  House,    standing  in    that 
peculiar  position,  endeavour  to  preclude 
its  Successor  from  the  use  of  a  method 
of  indirect  taxation  which  its  Predeces- 
sors, and  not  inferior  Parliaments,  had 
so  largely  used  ?    As  matters  stood,  the 
House  seemed  to  think  that  it  had  little 
to  fall  back  upon  in  the  form  of  indirect 
taxation,  except  that  which  might  be 
eflPeoted  through  the    Exchequer.     H(B 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  felt  unable  to  speak 
more  at  length,  but  begged,  as  one  of 
the  senior  Members  of  the  House,  to 
apologize  for  having  uttered  these  few 
sentences  upon  that  which  appeared  to 
him  a  very  grave  subject. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  omission  of  Clause  3  of 
the  Bill,  introduced  by  tho  late  Chan* 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  granting  power 
to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury 
to  alter  the  alcoholic  scale  of  the  Wine 
Duties  from  26  to  30  degrees.  The 
House  was  aware  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefraot 
proposed  to  take  power  to  charge  the 
If.  duty  up  to  30  degrees  in  order  to 
enable  the  negotiations  with  Spain, 
which  were  approaching  completion, 
to  be  carried  out.  He  heard  with  regret 
that  evening  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  the  negotiations  were  now  at  an 
end.  He  believed  that  was  not  the 
case.  He  found  in  a  letter  dated  the 
22nd  of  May,  frOm  Madrid,  that  the 


Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  made  this 
statement : — 

''  That  on  her  part  Spain  is  ready,  and  always 
haa  been  ready,  to  carry  out  strictly  the  en- 
gagements she  has  contracted,  and  it  is  her 
wish  to  give  sincere  and  loyal  proof  of  this 
towards  Great  Britain." 

In  the  reply  sent  by  Lord  Granville  to 
the  Spanish  Minister  on  the  8th  of  June 
he  found  these  words — 

«  Her  Majesty^s  Goyemment  have  made  no 
alteration  of  their  intention  to  alter  the  lower 
half  of  the  alcoholic  scale  to  30  degrees." 

This  being  the  case,  he  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  be  able 
to  confirm  his  Atatement  that  the  nego- 
tiations had  not  been  broken  off.  He 
thought  that  this  country  had  been 
treated  in  a  most  unjustifiable  manner 
by  Spain.  It  was  insufferable  that  a 
Power  of  the  standing  of  Spain  should 
have  refused  to  grant  Most  Favoured 
Nation  treatment  to  Great  Britain.  Al- 
though this  country  had  received  fair 
expressions  from  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, the  acts  of  the  latter  had  not  cor- 
responded in  any  degree  with  their  ex- 
pressions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  admit  that  this  question  of  the 
Wine  Duties  had  been  thoroughly 
threshed  out.  What  was  the  use, 
therefore,  in  postponing  the  negotia- 
tions ?  They  had  been  brought  sdmost 
to  a  conclusion,  and  to  his  mind  no 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by 
breaking  them  off  now  in  order  at 
some  future  time  to  resume  them.  He 
thought  the  best  course  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  pursue  was  to  send  an  ultimatum 
to  Spain  calling  upon  that  country  to 
fulfil  the  engagements  which  it  had 
entered  into  in  the  declaration  of  De- 
cember, 1884.  Large  quantities  of 
British  goods  had  been  sent  from  York- 
shire and  Lancashire  to  Spanish  ports. 
They  were  now  lying  in  British  vessels, 
and  could  not  be  imported  into  Spain 
because  they  were  liable  to  pay  duty 
under  the  general  tariff ;  whereas,  when 
they  were  sent  from  this  country,  an 
agreement  had  been  entered  into  be- 
tween the  two  Governments  that  British 
goods  should  come  under  the  conven- 
tional tariff.  There  was  no  reason  why 
the  present  Government  should  not 
renew  the  negotiations  and  carry  them 
to  a  successful  issue.  At  the  present 
time  the  Spanish  wines  brought  intq^ 
this  country  reached  40  per  cent  of  th^R 
whole  amount  imported,  whereas  France  * 
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contributed  only  30  per  cent,  Portugal  20 
per  cent,  Italy  4  per  cent,  and  all  other 
countries  6  per  cent.  When  they  came 
to  regard  the  alcoholic  test,  it  was  found 
that  up  to  20  degrees  Spain  only  ex- 
ported 1  per  cent,  whereas  France  ex- 
ported 92  per  cent.  Between  20  and 
30  degrees  of  alcoholic  strength  Spain 
exported  to  this  country  78  per  cent, 
France  8  per  cent,  Portugal  4  per  cent, 
and  all  other  countries  10  per  cent.  In 
the  higher  scale,  reaching  from  30  to 
40  degi:ees,  Spain  exported  50  per  cent, 
France  practically  nothing,  Portugal  37 
per  cent,  and  all  other  countries  13  per 
cent.  Considering  the  assurances  that 
were  given  by  the  late  Government,  it 
took  the  House  by  surprise  when  the 
late  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
stated  that  the  negotiations  with  Spain 
had  fallen  through.  He  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  assure 
the  House  that  the  negotiations  with 
Spain  had  not  been  broken  off ;  but  that 
they  would  be  carried  on  and  completed. 
He  still  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Chancellor  pi  the  Exchequer  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  would  take  power  for 
the  reduction  of  the  Wine  Duties,  other- 
wise the  whole  matter  must  be  post- 
poned for  another  year  to  the  great  in- 
jury of  British  commerce. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  must  express 
his  surprise  that  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  should  be  of  opinion  that 
it  was  still  possible  to  raise  a  large 
amoimt  of  additional  Beyenue  from  an 
increased  duty  on  beer.  The  figures 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
had  given  showed  that  any  large  in- 
crease of  that  duty  would  yield  little  or 
nothing.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
proposed  to  increase  the  duty  on  beer  by 
^ ,  but  had  estimated  the  increase  of  the 
Revenue  at  only  Z^.  The  increase  ought 
only  to  have  been  £1,500,000,  but  he  put 
it  at  £750,000.  Again,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
when  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
during  the  Crimean  War,  imposed  an 
increased  duty  on  malt.  In  the  first  year 
the  quantity  malted  fell  off  iH: ,  in  the 
second  year  i.  He  (Mr.  Hicks)  believed 
an  increased  duty  of  s%,  instead  of  giving 
an  increased  Bevenue,  would  probably 
cause  a  decrease.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  said  that  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  sounded 
the  knell  of  indirect  taxation.  He  (Mr. 
Hicks)  did  not  so  understand  it,  and  if  it 

Mr,  Monk 


meant  that  he  could  not  agree  with  him. 
For  himself,  he  did  not  believe  that  we 
had  reached  the  limits  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion. On  the  contrary,  he  thought  that 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  were  sound  views,  and 
that  the  country  would,  in  a  short 
time,  call  upon  the  House  to  return 
to  a  larger  and  wider  system  of  Cus- 
toms Duties.  The  name  of  the  Excise 
had  been  hateful  to  the  English  people 
ever  since  it  was  imposed.  The  price 
of  barley  for  the  last  12  months  had 
been  Z\s.  per  quarter,  and  taking  beer 
at  259.,  which  was  tiie  duty  imposed 
at  6«.  3^.  per  barrel,  the  duty  at  the 
present  time  upon  the  raw  material 
was  no  less  than  80  per  cent ;  while  if 
the  additional  duty  had  been  imposed 
according  to  the  Budget  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Pontefract,  the  duty 
some  weeks  ago  would  have  been  about 
90  per  cent  on  the  raw  material.  With 
regard  to  the  proposals  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
J.  G.  Hubbard),  he  believed  that  they 
would  increase  the  very  great  injustice 
now  inflicted  on  owners  of  real  property. 
As  to  Probate  Duty,  he  would  suggest 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  a 
simpler  and  less  troublesome  method  of 
collecting  the  duty  might  be  advan- 
tageously adopted;  and  that  details 
should  not  be  required  on  affidavit  for 
probate,  but  the  property  sworn  to  at  a 
lump  sum,  as  in  former  years,  leaving 
the  items  for  residuary  accoimt.  The 
present  system  caused  great  and  unneces- 
sary trouble  to  executors,  and  delay,  and 
also  great  additional  trouble  to  the  Office ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  a  great  hardship 
that  the  recipients  of  small  legacies, 
who  were  in  many  oases  servants  and 
other  persons  in  humble  life,  should 
have  10  per  cent  taken  in  the  shape  of 
duty  from  the  sums  left  to  them.  An- 
other matter  well  deserving  of  attention 
was  the  bounties  on  foreign  sugar.  If 
the  present  Goverment  remained  in 
power,  as  he  felt  confident  they  would, 
he  believed  they  would  redress  that 
grievance,  and  not  suffer  an  important 
home  industry  to  be  oppressed  through 
the  bounties  given  by  foreign  Govern- 
ments.   

Mb.  Aldebmaij  W.  LAWEENCE 
expressed  his  dissent  from  the  views 
advanced  by  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
in  the  representation  of  the  City  (Mr. 
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J.  G.  Hubbard)  with  regard  to  a  remedy 
for  the  inequalities  of  the  Income  Tax. 
Neither  could  he  agree  with  his  sug- 
gestions in  respect  to  the  Probate  Duty. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
declined  to  face  the  difficulties  attaching 
to  the  duties  on  leasehold  and  freehold 
property.  For  his  own  part,  he  was  an 
advocate  of  the  placing  of  leasehold  and 
freehold  property  on  the  same  footing 
for  purposes  of  taxation.  If  no  Probate 
Duty  was  to  be  paid  on  leasehold  pro- 
perty, as  was  suggested  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hubbard),  leasehold  and 
freehold  property  would  be  put  on  an 
equality  with  respect  to  Succession  Duty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  was  the 
only  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who 
had  attempted  to  remedy  the  injustice 
which  had  existed  so  long  in  the  taxation 
of  leasehold  and  freehold  property  under 
the  Death  Duties.  Take  the  case  of  a 
large  landowner,  who  had  let  land,  in 
this  Metropolis,  on  building  leases  for 
80  or  90  years,  on  which  land  had  been 
built  numerous  streets  and  large  squares 
of  magnificent  houses.  Some  40  years 
had  already  expired,  during  which  time 
Probate  Duty  on  the  full  value  of  the 
leaseholds  and  also  Succession  Duty 
had  been  paid  by  the  successors,  and 
would  continue  to  be  paid  during  the 
remainder  of  the  lease,  on  the  transfer 
of  these  leasehold  houses,  by  death.  At 
the  termination  of  the  building  leases 
the  ground  landlord  would  let  the  houses 
at  rack  rentals  on  leases  for  21  years, 
the  Probate  Duty  on  which  would  be  of 
small  amount ;  and  the  freehold  estate, 
now  of  great  value  and  consisting  of  the 
whole  of  the  houses  built  upon  the  estate, 
and  let  at  an  enormous  rental,  would 
pass  by  death  to  successors  on  the  pay- 
ment of  Succession  Duty  only,  according 
to  the  value  of  the  lives,  and  a  very  large 
sum  would  be  lost  in  perpetuity  to  the 
Exchequer.  Take  the  case  of  a  father 
leaving  a  leasehold  house  to  one  son,  and 
a  freehold  house  to  another  son.  The  one 
would  have  to  pay  Probate  Duty  on  the 
full  value  of  the  house,  and  also  Suc- 
cession Duty ;  the  other  would  have  only 
to  pay  Succession  Duty  according  to  the 
value  of  his  life.  He  asked  if  these 
anomalies  were  not  most  unfair,  unequal, 
and  unjust,  and  ought  they  not  to  be 
remedied  at  the  •  earliest  opx>ortunity  ? 
The  right  hon. Member  for  North  Hamp- 
shire had  suggested  a  number  of  small 


duties  on  articles  now  imported  free, 
which  he  proposed  to  register.  Was  he 
not  aware  that  the  expense  of  collecting  a 
small  duty  was  as  great  as  that  of  col- 
lecting a  large  one  ?  It  was  not  sur- 
prising that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Warwickshire  had  cheered  that  proposal, 
which  was  only  a  disguised  form  of 
Fair  Trade,  and,  as  such,  he  protested 
against  it. 

Mb.  salt  said,  he  hoped  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division,  as  it 
would  make  very  little  difference,  in  the 
present  state  of  Parliamentary  affairs, 
whether  his  Motion  were  carried  or  not. 
Among  the  many  unfortunate  political 
circumstances  that  had  occurred  during 
the  present  year  one  of  the  worst  things 
that  had  happened  to  the  country  had 
been  the  introduction  of  such  a  Budget 
as  was  now  before  the  House.  He 
recognized  that  it  arose  from  stem  and 
unadvoidable  circumstances;  but  those 
in  any  way  acquainted  with  financial 
matters  must  admit  that  it  was  not  a 
Budget  which  was  creditable  to  a  great 
commercial  country.  He  believed,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated,  that 
the  Budget  did  not  represent  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  financial  views,  but  that  it 
was  a  Budget  of  necessity,  and  not  of 
correct  financial  policy.  There  was  a 
large  deficiency  to  be  met,  which  was 
provided  for  partly  by  increased  income 
tax,  partly  by  suspension  of  the  Sinking 
Fund,  and  partly  by  loans.  It  was  un- 
fortunate that  at  a  time  when  it  was 
desirable  to  show  financial  strength,  with 
a  view  to  foreign  complications,  it  should 
be  found  necessary  so  soon  to  have  re- 
course to  the  method  of  loans.  Absolute 
necessity  was  the  only  excuse  for  such  a 
policy.  He  never  took  a  Party  view  of 
financial  matters  if  he  could  possibly, 
help  it.  It  was  quite  right  to  criticize, 
but  all  Parties  had  a  common  interest, 
and  that  was  to  raise  the  necessary 
taxation  in  that  manner  which  was 
most  convenient  and  easy  to  every 
class  of  the  community.  He  had  merely 
risen  in  order  to  emphasize,  as  strongly 
as  he  could,  what  he  believed  to  be 
the  view  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer himself  with  regard  to  the 
character  of  the  present  Budget.  In 
conclusion,  there  was  one  question  he 
would  like  to  ask,  and  that  was — ^What 
had  become  of  the  money  which  was  paid 
upon  Spirit  Duties  between  1st  of  May 
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and  the  time  when  the  additional  duties 
were  abolished  ?  He  believed  some  of  it 
had  been  recovered,  but  it  must  have 
been  a  difGicalt  and  inconvenient  process, 
and  he  would  like  to  know  whether  all 
of  it  had  been  recovered  by  those  who 
had  paid  it  ? 

Mr.  shield  said,  he  regretted  that 
while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  given 
the  go-by  to  much  that  was  meritorious 
in  the  Budget  of  his  Predecessor  he  had 
not  also  hardened  his  heart  and  foregone 
the  £150,000  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Childers)  had  expected  would 
accrue  to  the  Eevenue  from  the  duty  on 
bodies  corporate  and  incorporate.  The 
long  list  of  exemptions  took  out  of  the 
Bill  the  only  bodies  worth  taxing — 
namely,  the  great  holders  of  land  in 
mortmain.  In  his  opinion  the  Bill  would 
inflict  on  the  Corporations  to  which  it  did 
apply  an  infinity  of  vexation,  and  on  some 
of  them  great  injustice,  and  all  this 
would  be  done  for  the  sake  of  an  almost 
infinitesimal  revenue.  As  a  Fellow  of 
a  College  and  as  a  Bencher  of  an  Inn  of 
Court,  he  took  an  interest  in  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill.  What,  in  the  estimation 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
"^ould  be  the  operation  of  that  part  of 
the  measure  upon  the  Colleges  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge?  There  seemed  to  be 
an  impression  that  those  Colleges  were 
exempt,  but  this  was  not  the  view  of  his 
hon.  Friend  who  sat  near  him ;  and  he 
had  been  told  that  the  view  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  that  the 
stipends  even  of  those  Fellows  who  were 
ong&gdd  in  tuition  in  the  Colleges  would 
be  exposed  to  the  tax.  With  regard  to 
the  Inns  of  Court,  no  part  of  their  income 
was,  in  the  language  of  the  exemption, 
**  legally  "  appropriated  for  the  promo- 
tion of  education,  or  for  any  other  pur- 
pose which  would  bring  it  within  the  ex- 
emption, although,  in  fact,  it  was  so 
applied.  Consequently  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  levy  a  tax  of  5  per  cent 
upon  the  whole  of  the  income  of  those 
bodies  for  which  they  already  paid  In- 
come Tax.  He  hoped  the  Bill  would  not 
leave  Committee  without  such  Amend- 
ments being  introduced  as  would  remove 
the  very  considerable  grievances  he  had 
indicated. 

Ms.  WHITLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
successive  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer, 
through  regarding  the  Income  Tax  as  a 
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temporary  tax,  had  failed  to  recognize 
the  inequality  of  the  present  mode  of 
levying  it.  If  it  were  to  be  perpetual 
it  was  necessary  to  remove  those  in- 
equalities. He  heartily  supported  the 
Amendment,  because  it  was  not  right 
that  one  section  of  the  community  should 
pay  an  unfair  proportion  of  the  In- 
come Tax  in  order  to  save  the  pockets 
of  others.  Under  existing  circumstances 
he  did  not  think  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  could  have  acted  more  wisely 
than  he  did  in  regard  to  the  Budget  he 
had  presented  to  the  House.  He,  how- 
ever, heartily  approved  of  the  proposal 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  to  remedy  the  in- 
equalities of  the  Income  Tax,  which 
now  pressed  most  unfairly  upon  the 
owners  of  small  properties.  In  taking 
this  step  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  hit  a  blot  in  the  Income  Tax  regu- 
lations, and  the  country  (would  owe  a 
deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  him. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
said,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
Income  Tax  charged  in  Schedule  B  on 
the  occupation  of  land,  and  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  take 
into  consideration  the  practicability  of 
its  abolition.  The  charge  on  the  exist- 
ing rate  was  8J.,  the  portion  under  this 
Schedule  being  fixed  at  4^;?.  in  England  and 
Sd.  in  Scotland  and  Ireland.  The  rate, 
however,  ought  to  be  only  one-third  of 
Sd.  for  Scotland  and  Ireland.  Even  these 
rates  of  charge  was  burdensome,  because 
it  was  a  tax  on  the  profits  of  farmers, 
which  were  assumed,  and  not  real. 
It  gave  great  dissatisfaction,  while  the 
amount  raised  by  it  was  very  trifling. 
No  doubt  the  farmers  could  claim  ex- 
emption on  proof  of  profits  not  being 
realized ;  but  the  necessity  of  keeping 
elaborate  books  prevented  farmers  from 
establishing  their  claims  to  exemption. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  the  pre- 
sent financial  condition  of  the  country 
was  one  of  the  greatest  gravity.  The 
Expenditure  of  this  year,  he  believed, 
had  not  been  equalled  in  this  generation. 
He  should  never  cease  to  regret  that  the 
Party  to  which  het  belonged  was,  in  the 
first  instance,  responsible  for  this  extra- 
ordinary outlay,  and  that,  instead  of 
being  checked  by  the  Party  opposite, 
the  latter  lent  every  encouragement  to 
the  most  extravagant  proposals  which 
proceeded  from  the  late  Government. 
If  the  Expenditure  had  been  eztraordi- 
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nary,  our  present  position  in  regard  to 
the  Budget  was  still  more  singular,  and 
even  inexplicable.  The  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  belonged  to  a 
Party  which  had  been  always  under- 
stood to  defend  a  combination  of  the 
systems  of  direct  and  indirect  taxation. 
Apologies  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  been  made  that  night  by 
hon.  Members,  who  said  he  had  not 
struck  the  death-knell  of  indirect  teixa- 
tion  by  any  utterance  of  his ;  but  in  the 
eountiy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  judged,  not  by  his  utterances,  but  by 
his  action.  He  had  produced  a  Budget 
in  which  he  had  deliberately  thrown 
overboard  the  proposals  of  his  Prede- 
cessor ;  and,  so  far  as  he  grappled  with 
the  great  deficit  under  which  the  country 
was  suffering,  he  had  laid  it  entirely  on 
real  property,  and  he  had  made  it  almost 
impossible  that  we  should  in  the  future 
fall  back  upon  any  substantial  Eevenue 
from  indirect  sources.  In  one  respect  he 
(Mr.  Ulingworth)  differed  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers),  inasmuch  as  he  had  been 
an  advocate  for  nearly  the  whole  of  his 
life  of  the  principle  of  direct  taxation, 
both  in  local  and  Imperial  finance ;  and, 
therefore,  he  saw  a  future  in  which  we 
should  be  confined  to  direct  taxation 
without  any  anxiety  or  alarm.  He  had 
considerable  sympathy  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  being  obliged 
to  bring  in  a  miserable  and  make-shift 
Budget,  in  which  he  had  been  compelled 
to  do  the  thing  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
do — that  was,  to  lay  increased  burdens 
on  real  property  ;  and  had  neglected  to 
do  that  which  he  would  have  liked  to 
have  done — ^that  was,  to  put  new  bur- 
dens upon  personal  property  ;  and  in 
which  he  had  been  obliged  to  suspend 
the  operation  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  on 
which  his  late  Colleague  set  so  much 
store.  He  (Mr.  Ulingworth) .  was  glad 
the  sham  of  the  SinMng  Fund  was  ex- 
plodedy  for  he  (had  contended,  over  and 
over  again,  that  it  would  be  wise  not  to 
set  up  the  practice  of  reducing  the  Na- 
tional Debt  in  good  times  and  in  bad 
timee  equally.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Hubbard) 
drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  of  late 
years  the  loans  of  municipalities  had 
largely  increased,  and  he  and  some 
other  Members  appeared  to  think  that 
this  was  an  evil  and  a  danger  to  the 
communities.    So  far  from  that  b^ing 


the  case,  he  (Mr.  Ulingworth)  believed 
that  there  was  no  investment  that  had 
added  so  much  to  the  prosperity  and  the 
stability  of  our  large  towns  as  the  enter- 
prizes  of  which  these  loans  were  the 
representation.  How  could  the  munici- 
palities otherwise  provide  a  boundless 
supply  of  pure  water,  which  would 
benefit  the  community  for  endless  genera- 
tions ?  It  was  impossible  that  the  ex- 
penditure could  be  met  at  the  time  that 
it  was  incurred.  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  for  substantial  purposes  of 
that  character  even  60  years  was  an  un- 
necessarily short  period  within  which  to 
limit  municipalities  in  the  repayment  of 
capital,  though  he  admitted  that  in 
sewerage  works,  and,  perhaps,  street 
paving  and  improvements,  the  time  now 
generally  understood  to  be  the  limit 
was  reasonable.  Not  long  ago  in  his 
own  town,  where  they  had  used  those 
borrowing  powers  very  largely,  one  of 
the  best-informed  and  most  experienced 
officials  of  the  borough  stated,  at  a 
public  meeting,  that  if  their  gas  and 
water  works,  which  were  the  main  items 
that  had  run  up  those  large  loans,  were 
to  be  handed  over  to  Companies,  they 
wotdd  sell  for  a  very  large  premium, 
and,  so  far  from  the  outlay  being  a  bur- 
den on  the  town,  it  was  a  valuable  in- 
vestment. Therefore,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  manifested  an  undue 
anxiety  as  to  the  position  of  towns  on 
asking  Parliament  for  those  loans  might 
rest  assured  that  in  99  cases  out  of  100 
the  outlay  was  a  wise  one  on  the  part  of 
the  municipalities,  which  were  as  well 
capable  of  taking  care  of  their  affairs 
as  Parliament  had  shown  itself  to  be  in 
Imperial  matters.  Some  Members  on 
the  other  side  had  shown  a  disposition 
to  resort  to  the  taxation  of  imported  com- 
modities in  order  to  relieve  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  from  the  difficulty 
of  putting  taxation  altogether  upon  retd 
property.  He  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  North  HantsYMr. 
Sclater-Booth)  talk  about  raising  large 
sums  which  should  be  a  substantial  re- 
lief of  the  Exchequer  by  very  small 
import  charges.  Nothing  was  more 
absurd  than  that  idea.  The  charge 
upon  the  imports  must  be  substantial, 
otherwise  the  relief  would  be  very 
trifling.  If  Members  were  to  discuss 
import  charges,  he  only  wished  they 
would  speak  plainly,  so  that  the  country 
might  understand  what  was  intended, 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
save  his  own  Party  from  confusion  if  he 
would,  by  a  plain  declaration,  state  at 
once,  as  his  Predecessor  in  the  lead  of 
the  Conservative  Party  stated,  that  it 
was  impossible  for  this  country  to  return 
to  anything  like  import  duties,  and  that 
those  who  advocated  such  a  change  were 
only  indulging  in  an  allusion.  He  was 
not  sorry,  upon  the  whole,  that  yxAi 
before  a  General  Election  there  should 
be  this  deficit  and  this  increased  taxa- 
tion. If  the  deficit  pointed  a  moral,  it 
would  not  be  altogether  useless.  We 
had  had  wars,  purposeless  wars,  in  his 
opinion;  we  had  had  extravagant  ex- 
penditure ;  and  we  were  now  cowardly 
enough  to  accumulate  debt  instead  of 
meeting  the  expenditure  immediately. 
He  hoped  the  country  would  learn  the 
lesson,  and  teach  it  to  many  Members. 
The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
OUEE:  I  think,  if  the  country  does 
make  the  inquiry  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  who  has  been  instrumental 
in  raising  the  National  Expenditure,  no 
one  on  this  side  of  the  House  will  have 
much  cause  to  fear  the  result.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Hubbard)  has  raised  in 
the  Motion  which  he  has  made  a  sub- 
ject of  great' importance  and  interest. 
It  is  one  of  which  I  may  almost  say  he 
has  made  a  life  study.  For  something 
like  30  years  he  has  continually  brought 
forward  this  question,'  and  he  expressed 
his  views  on  a  certain  occasion  so 
effectively  that  he  obtained  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  investigate  it ; 
but  he  has  not  been  able  to  carry  the 
question  further  than  he  carried  it' then. 
As  long  ago  as  1861,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  obtained  the  appointment  of  that 
Committee.  It  was  a  very  strong  Com- 
mittee, and  after  full  inquiry  they  re- 
ported that  the  plan  proposed  did  not,  in 
their  opinion,  give  a  satisfactory  basis  for 
the  practical  and  equitable  re-adjustment 
of  the  tax,  and  they  were  not  prepared 
to  offer  to  the  House  any  suggestions. 
The  matter  has  been  frequently  dis- 
cussed since  that  time.  Ithasbeen  debated 
by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  far  greater 
experience  than  I  can  pretend  to — by 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone) — and  I  think  there  has  been 
a  general  conviction  that,  although,  no 
doubt,  there  are  anomalies  in  the  pre- 
sent system  of  assessing  the  Income 
Tax,  yet  no  change  in  that  system  could 
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cure  all  these  anomalies,  while  it  might 
substitute  even  greater  anomalies  for 
them.  I  am  not  implying  that  the 
speech  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  delivered  does  not  deserve  con- 
sideration. I  shall  give  it  such  oon- 
sideration  as  is  in  my  power ;  but  what 
has  fallen  from  him  to-night  shows  us 
something  of  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  this  subject.  He  has  shown,  while 
dwelling  on  the  great  importance  and 
usefulness  of  arriving  at  one  basis  for 
all  direct  taxation,  that,  so  far  from 
being  able  to  do  this.  Parliament  had 
not  even  been  able  to  establish  a  uniform 
basis  for  the  poor  rate  and  county  rate 
throughout  the  country.  If  we  cannot 
do  that  as  to  the  poor  rate  and  the  oounty 
rate,  surely  the  prospect  of  establishing 
such  a  basis  for  Imperial  as  well  as  local 
burdens  is  not  encouraging.  I  think 
the  result  of  this  scheme  might  be  very 
considerably  to  relieve  certain  Schedules 
of  the  Income  Tax  at  the  oost  of  other 
Schedules — [Mr.  Hubbard  :  Of  course.] 
— and  that  one  Schedule  which  would  be 
more  heavily  burdened  would  be  that  re- 
lating to  land — a  thing  which  I  do  not 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  would  de- 
sire. I  do  not  wish  to  pursue  the  sub- 
ject now,  because  the  Motion  raises  so 
many  important  questions  that  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  satisfactorily 
to  discuss  them  at  present.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  I  shall  give  attention  to  the 
statement  he  has  made,  and  Uiat  I  shall 
endeavour  to  approach  it  without  pre- 
judice. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Childers)  has  made,  in  a 
spirit  which  I  wish  to  acknowledge, 
some  observations  upon  the  Budget.  In 
the  first  place,  he  stated  to  the  House 
that,  in  his  opinion,  I  could  not  fairly 
abjure  all  the  responsibility  for  the  de- 
ficit. Well,  the  part  of  the  deficit  for 
which  I  may  be  said  to  be  responsible 
amounts  to  £1,550,000.  Of  course,  I 
am  responsible  for  that  amount ;  but  I 
did  not  find  anything  in  the  remaite  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  te  show  that 
he  really  believed  that  I  could  have  per- 
severed with  the  increased  Beer  and 
Spirit  Duties.  He  pointed  out  that  it  was 
perfectly  consistent  with  the  Resolution 
I  carried  against  him  to  propose  an  in- 
creased duty  on  beer  and  spirits,  as 
well  as  on  wine;  but  he  did  not  in- 
timate that,  if  I  made  that  proposal, 
he  would  himself  support  it,  much  less 
did  he  hold  out  any  hope  that  it  would 
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be  aooepted  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  my 
Motion  was  carried,  not  only  by  those 
who  wished  to  see  a  corresponding  in- 
crease in  the  Wine  Duties  to  the  duty 
proposed  on  spirits  and  beer,  but  also 
by  the  support  of  those  who  objected 
altogether  to  any  increase  in  the  duties 
on  beer  and  spirits.  The  House  practi- 
cally negatived  the  increased  Beer  and 
Spirit  Tax;  and,  therefore,  I  have 
abandoned  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man put  forward  some  very  remarkable 
theories  as  to  the  sort  of  Budget  which 
might  be  expected  in  the  future,  perhaps 
even  from  himself ;  because,  as  I  under- 
stood him,  he  said  that  a  very  large  in- 
crease of  Eevenue  might,  in  his  opinion, 
be  raised  from  those  very  articles  of 
indirect  taxation  to  which  I  have  just 
alluded.  Hetalked  of  raising £5, 000, 000 
or  £6,000,000  from  intoxicating  liquors ; 
he  spoke  of  increasing  the  Beer  Duty  by 
50  per  cent.  If  he  thought  it  possible  to 
make  tuoh  a  large  increase  in  those 
duties,  why  did  he  not  take  more  from 
that  source  in  his  own  Budget?  He 
may  reply  to  me  that  he  did  not  make 
these  suggestions  as  proposals  which 
could  be  practically  carried  out.  I  do 
not  charge  him  with  any  intention  of 
carrying  them  out;  but  I  submit  to  the 
House  that  if  he  is  to  be  exonerated 
from  such  an  intention,  I  may  be  equally 
exonerated  from  having  ever  proposed 
an  increased  duty  on  tea  —  a  charge 
against  me  which  even  in  this  debate 
has  been  repeated  by  no  less  an  authority 
than  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock). The  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  possi- 
bility of  an  increase  in  the  duties  on 
beer,  spirits,  and  wine,  was  this — ^that, 
as  a  Revenue  question,  such  an  increase 
would  be  possible ;  and  he  referred  to 
it  in  connection  with  the  statements 
which  I  ventured  to  make  in  my 
speech  the  other  day  when  I  said  that, 
in  my  opinion,  in  such  times  as  these  I 
feared  we  had  arrived,  for  the  purpose 
of  Kevenue,  at  the  limits  of  increased 
taxation  on  the  most  important  taxed 
articles  of  consumption.  The  whole  of 
that  sentence  was  governed  by  the  com- 
parison which  I  drew  as  to  the  amount 
of  indirect  taxation  which  could  be  levied 
in  times  of  prosperity  and  times  of  de- 
pression such  as  that  through  which 
we  are  now  passing.    I  stated  to  the 


House  that  in  times  of  prosperity  such 
as  this  country  had  formerly  experi- 
enced it  was  a  very  easy  matter  indeed 
for  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
obtain  from  the  annual  increment  in 
the  consumption  of  such  articles  a  very 
much  larger  increase  in  indirect  taxation 
than  the  comparatively  small  amount  of 
£1,350,000  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man desired  to  raise.  I  did  not  in 
my  remarks  sound  the  knell  of  direct 
taxation  ;  what  I  did  was  simply  to  en- 
deavour to  show  the  House  that  in  such 
circumstances  as  those  in  which  we  were 
at  present  placed — ^in  times  of  depressed 
trade  and  decreased  consumption — you 
could  not  raise  increased  Bevenue 
from  articles  of  consumption  already 
highly  taxed.  I  will  endeavour  to 
prove  my  case  from  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  opening 
his  Budget  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
As  the  House  will  remember,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  raise  the 
duty  on  spirits  from  lOt.  to  12«.  per 
gallon  on  home-made  spirits,  and  on 
foreign  and  Colonial  spirits  from  10«.  ^d. 
to  12«.  ^d.  a-gallon.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  This  "we  calculate  will  produce  during  the 
present  year,  under  the  head  of  Customs  and 
Excise,  about  £900,000.  Of  course,  this  is 
based  upon  some  reduction  in  consumption.  At 
the  present  time  the  consumption  is  about 
36,000,000  gallons,  producing  about  £18,000,000 
a-year.  If  the  higher  duty  produces  only 
£900,000  more,  a  simple  sum  in  arithmetic  will 
show  that  the  consumption  will  have  fallen 
below  32,000,000  gaUons."— (3  Mansard,  [297] 
1166.) 

What  I  argued  was  that  increased  taxa- 
tion was  not  based  upon  sound  financial 
principles  when  you  could  only  obtain 
it  by  a  process  wluch  would  so  seriously 
reduce  the  consumption  of  the  article,  on 
which  you  levied  it.  Again,  the  same 
remarks  wiU  apply  to  beer.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  this  evening  told  the 
House  that  the  receipts  from  beer  had 
increased  to  a  small  extent  within  the 
last  three  years.  That,  no  doubt,  was 
a  fact ;  but  what  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  estimate  of  the  yield 
of  the  increased  duty  he  proposed  to  put 
upon  beer  ?    He  said — 

"  By  increasing  the  duty  on  beer  from  6#.  Zd. 
to  7«.  3^.  per  barrel  of  36  gallons,  he  hoped  to 
get  during  the  year  £760,000,  or  about  9  per 
cent  more  than  the  present  Revenue." — [Ibid.l 

The  increase  ought  to  have  been  more 
than  that — it  ought  to  have  raised  the 
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receipts  from  beer  from  £8,500,000  to 
£9,860,000.  Instead  of  that,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  only  put  the  receipts  at 
£9,250,000. 

Me.  OHILDEES  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  had  spoken  only  of  the  in- 
crease in  the  first  year ;  but,  of  course, 
any  addition  to  a  tax  would,  no  doubt, 
cause  decreased  consumption. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  But  the  House  will  remember 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
that  the  duty  on  beer  should  only  last  for  a 
.  year ;  and  therefore,  so  far  as  the  statement 
went,  it  applied  to  the  whole  time  for 
which  he  proposed  to  increase  the  tax. 
The  increase  in  the  receipts  from  beer 
during  the  last  three  years  has  been  very 
small,  while  the  receipts  from  spirits 
are  decreasing,  so  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  have  been  too 
cautious  if  he  had  put  his  Estimate  for 
the  Beer  Duty  at  a  lower  figure  than  he 
did.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
alluded  to  one  part  of  my  remarks  on 
the  Budget  in  which  I  referred  to  an  in- 
creased expenditure  of  £200,000,  which 
had  been  included  by  the  "War  Office  in 
their  revised  Estimate  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit.  That  expenditure  was  under- 
stood to  be  for  ^e  defence  of  certain 
eommercial  harbours  and  military  ports. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  complained 
that  I  had  omitted  to  state  that  there 
was  already  included  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates a  certain  sum  for  expenditure  of 
the  same  kind.  My  statement  was  a 
quotation  &om  the  Budget  Speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  The 
item  of  £200,000  to  which  I  referred 
was  for  expenditure  of  the  same  general 
kind,  but  for  a  different  special  purpose 
to  that  included  in  the  Army  Estimates. 
In  his  Budget  Speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  speaking  of  this  matter, 
said — 

**  But  I  must  also  point  out  to  the  Committae 
that  in  the  Array  Estimates  of  this  year  there 
is  no  provision  for  the  defence  of  our  commer- 
cial hisurbours,  or  for  the  improvement  of  the 
seaward  defences  of  our  great  military  ports. 
As  to  these,  statements  were  made  in  both 
Houses  on  the  2nd  of  December  last,  by  Lord 
Northbrook  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  in  this  House,  and  they 
pledged  the  Government  to  full  consideration 
of  the  Report  on  these  subjects,  and  to  probable 
proposals  for  large  expenditure  in  future 
years.*' 

Mr.  OHILDEES :  What  I  said  was 
that  we  had  made,  in  the  original  Army 
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Estimates,  provision    for    our   ooaling 
stations  to  the  extent  of  £200,000. 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEE :  I  was  speaking  of  an  expendi- 
ture for  a  different  special  purpose.  I 
think  I  have  now  alluded  to  all  Uie  points 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred. With  regard  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk),  who  complained  that  I  did  not 
insert  a  clause  in  the  Bill  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  enabling  the 
Treasury  to  raise  the  limit  of  the  1«. 
duty  on  wines  from  26  to  30  degrees,  I 
may  say  that  I  deliberately  excluded  tiie 
clause,  because  the  negotiations  with  the 
Spanish  Government  had  come  to  an 
end.  The  House  is  acquainted  with  the 
manner  in  which  those  negotiations  came 
to  an  end.  I  do  not  wish  to  apply  any 
strong  language  to  what  occurred ;  but  it 
amoimted  to  a  treatment  of  this  oountiy 
by  the  Spanish  Ministers  to  which  it  can 
hardly  be  possible  to  apply  anj^thing 
but  strong  terms.  Certain  Treaty  ar- 
rangements were  entered  into  whioh  this 
country  loyally  accepted,  and  which  the 
Spanish  Ministry  failed  to  carry  through. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  position 
was  entirely  changed  from  what  it  was 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
included  this  provision  in  his  Budget 
Bill.  I  have  excluded  this  power 
for  two  reasons — first,  its' presence  in 
the  Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  keep- 
ing the  wine  trade  in  a  state  of  uncer- 
tainty, from  which,  I  am  advised,  it  has 
already  suffered  so  much ;  and,  secondly, 
I  was  anxious  to  intimate  that,  how- 
ever much  it  may  be  to  our  interests  to 
conclude  commercial  negotiations  with 
Spain,  yet  it  is  of  very  much  greater  im- 
portance to  Spain  than  to  us.  I  do  not 
wish,  after  the  treatment  we  have  re- 
ceived from  Spain,  to  put  a  provision  in 
the  Act  which  would  have  seemed  Uke 
weakness  on  the  part  of  this  country. 
Those  are  the  reasons  why  I  deliberately 
excluded  such  a  power  from  the  Bill; 
but  I  can  assure  the  House  that  we  de- 
sire a  better  commercial  footing  with 
Spain  than  we  at  present  occupy,  and 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  do 
their  best,  consistency  with  the  interests 
of  the  country,  to  obtain  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Shield) 
referred  at  length  to  the  exemptions 
set  forth  in  the  clause  of  the  Bill 
which  deals  with  the  new  tax  to  be  im- 
poRe4  on  corporate  property.    That  i? 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


.oogk 


961 


Customs  and  Inland  {July  16,  1885  \ 


Revenue  Bill. 


962 


a  matter  I  do  not  think  it  desirable  to 
discuss  now — it  is  more  fitted  for  the 
Committee  stage;  but  this  I  will  ven- 
ture to  say — ^that  I  was  rather  surprised 
to  hear  from  the  hon.  Member  a  desire 
to  increase  the  number  of  exemptions. 
They  are  sufficiently  large  at  present. 
The  hou.  and  gallant  Member  for  Kin- 
cardineshire (General  Sir  George  Bal- 
four) asked  me  some  questions  with  re- 
gard to  the  Income  Tax.  I  may  say 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  relating 
to  the  Income  Tax  which  is  at  all  at 
variance  with  previous  Acts  of  the 
same  character;  but  I  cannot  under- 
take to  make  any  change  in  the  di- 
rection suggested  by  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Member.  I  am  a  farmer  my- 
self, and  I  should  be  glad  to  be  ex- 
empted from  Schedule  B  ;  but  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  House  would  delibe- 
rately strike  out  that  Schedule  from  the 
Bill,  although  it  does  not  yield  a  very 
lai^e  revenue,  without  a  verycaref ul  con- 
sideration of  other  matters  affecting  the 
general  incidence  of  the  tax .  For  myself, 
I  must  say  that  I  think  it  would  be  better 
for  the  agricultural  interest  to  keep 
Schedule  S  as  it  stands  than  to  make 
the  alteration  in  the  system  of  assess- 
ment suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is 
Itnything  else  with  which  I  need  trouble 
the  House.  I  heard  with  great  interest 
the  remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Sclater- Booth),  which  I  shall  take  into 
consideration.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  said 
something  about  l^e  iniquity  of  not  pay- 
ing off  our  debts,  of  appropriating  the 
Sinking  Fund,  and  of  carrying  over  a 
large  deficit  to  next  year.  I  do  not 
think  that  these  doctrines,  however  much 
they  may  be  preached  by  financial 
purists,  are  very  popular  at  the  present 
moment,  for  surely  there  are  very  few 
persons,  either  in  the  House  or  in 
the  country,  who  consider  that  either 
the  ciroumstances  or  the  taxation  of  the 
present  year  are  of  a  normal  character. 
We  certainly  do  not  live  in  what  can 
be  called  peaceful  or  prosperous  times, 
and  there  could  be  no  year  in  which  it 
could  be  more  thoroughly  justifiable  to 
pause  in  the  system  of  repayment  of 
our  debts  which  we  have  adopted  in 
times  of  more  prosperity,  and  of  expen- 
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diture  on  a  more  peaceful  scale.  I  re- 
pudiate the  desire  which  has  been  attri- 
buted to  me  by  some  speakers  in  this 
debate  of  doing  anything  which  would 
be  likely  to  put  an  end  to  our  system  of 
indirect  taxation.  I  think  that  the  right 
Gentleman  said  more  than  he  actually 
intended  in  that  respect,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  my  words  were  open  to  such 
an  interpretation.  My  only  desire  is 
to  meet  existing  circumstances  in  the 
best  way  in  my  power ;  and  if  it  is  my 
lot — as  I  hope  it  may  be — to  deal  with 
this  matter  next  year,  I  trust  that  I  may 
be  able  to  deal  with  it  in  a  way  which 
will  show  that  I  adhere  to,  and  en- 
deavour to  put  into  practice,  the  prin- 
ciples I  have  professed  as  to  the  rela- 
tions between  direct  and  indirect  taxa- 
tion. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  For  the  sake  of 
clearness,  perhaps  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  that  I  gather  from  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
gives  up  for  the  present  the  clause 
raising  the  superior  limit  of  the  1*.  Wine 
Duty  from  26  to  30  degreed ;  but  that  he 
proposes  to  renew  the  endeavour  to 
secure  improved  commercial  arrange- 
ments with  Spain.  If  he  does  so  I  am 
satisfied.  By  abandoning  all  reference 
to  the  rate  of  the  lower  duty  we  shall  be 
free,  and  the  negotiations  might  be 
much  more  satisfactorily  continued. 

The  CHANOELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  :  Yes ;  I  quite  understand  that, 
and  it  is  what  I  propose. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  said,  that  upon 
the  understanding  that  the  Government 
would  require  from  the  officials  of  the 
Inland  Ee venue  and  Local  Government 
Departments  a  careful  consideration  of 
our  present  systems  of  local  and  Im- 
perial taxation,  and  an  honest  Eeport 
upon  the  practicability  of  their  adjust- 
ment, he  withdrew  his  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  '^  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  said,  that  the 
Amendment  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  his  name  was  to  the  effect — 

''That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  excessive  use  of  moisture  in 
the  manufacture  of  Tobacco,  and  to  the  mode 
in  which  Duties  are  now  levied  upon  that 
article." 

Seeing,  however,  that  it  was  obviously 
useless  at  that  period  of  the  Session  to 
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ask  for  a  Oommittee  to  inquire  into  any- 
thing, he  did  not  seriously  wish  the 
House  to  appoint  the  Oommittee  pro- 
posed in  his  Amendment.  He  desired, 
however,  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  OhanoeUorof  theExche^ 
quer  to  add  this  question  to  the  many 
others  which  he  had  already  promised  to 
consider  in  the  autumn.  The  question 
was  well  worthy  of  consideration;  he- 
oause  the  moisture  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  tobacco  was  so  excessive  as  to 
amount  to  adulteration  on  a  wholesale 
scale,  to  the  depreciation  of  tobacco,  to 
the  detriment  of  the  Bevenue,  and  to 
the  great  injuiy  of  the  poorer  dasses  of 
the  countiy  who  indulged  in  it.  The 
tobacco  imported  into  this  country  in 
1883  amounted  to  49,500,000  lbs.,  and 
from  that  84,000,000  lbs.  of  commercial 
tobacco  were  made  and  sold  over  the 
counter.  About  84,600,000  lbs.  were, 
therefore,  sold  over  the  counter  without 
haying  paid  duty.  In  fact,  it  consisted 
of  water  which  had  been  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  article. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  there  is  nothing  in 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  which 
deals  with  tobacco.  He  will,  therefore, 
not  be  in  Order  in  speaking  upon  this 
subject. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE  said,  he  did  not 
put  down  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
without  consulting  the  authorities  of  the 
House,  including  the  Speaker,  as  to  his 
right  to  raise  the  question  upon  the 
second  readingof  theOustomsand  Inland 
Beyenue  Bill ;  and  he  assumed  that  the 
Amendment  having  been  placed  on 
the  Paper  was  an  indication  that  he 
would  be  in  Order  in  moving  it. 

Mb.  speaker  :  There  must  be  some 
misconception  on  the  point,  as  it  never 
came  under  my  notice.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot  be  in  Order,  because  the 
question  which  he  has  raised  is  not  dealt 
with  by  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE  said,  he  wished 
to  know  how  it  would  be  possible  to 
raise  the  question,  if  it  could  not  be 
discussed  on  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
can  make  a  Motion  to  that  effect  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Macfarhne 


NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL.— [Bnx  172.] 

(Jfr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Hibhert.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Temporary  reduction  of  per- 
manent annual  charge  for  National  l5ebt 
in  1886-7). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  CHANCELiiOB  of 
the  ExGHEQUEB,  Clauso  struek  out^  uid 
the  following  new  Clause  inserted  in 
lieu  thereof : — 

(Further    temporary  reduction  of  permanent 
annual  charge  for  National  Deht  in  1886-6 

by  suspension  of  new  Sinking  Fund.) 
"  In  the  financial  year  ending  the  Slst  day  of 
March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
six,  the  permanent  annual  charge  for  the  Na- 
tional Deht  shall  he  reduced  below  the  amount 
at  which  it  would  otherwise  be  fixed  by  law  by 
such  sum  as  but  for  this  section  would,  under 
section  three  of  the  Sinking  Fund  Act,  1875, 
form  the  new  Sinking  Fund." 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

MEDICAL  EBLIEF  DISQUALIFIOATIOK 

EEMOVAL  BILL.— [Bill  232.] 

{Mr,  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr. 

{Attorney  General  for  IreUmd,  Mr.  Dalrymple,) 

SECOIO)  READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Arthur  Balfour.) 

Mb.  pell,  in  rising  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment — 

'*  That,  in  the  relief  of  destitute  paupers  out 
of  any  Poor  Bate,  this  House  declines  to  draw 
a  distinction  in  favour  of  enfranohiaing  those 
who  ohtain  it  in  the  form  of  medical  treatment 
and  those  who  are  compelled  to  accept  it  in  the 
form  of  hretid," 

said,  that  on  Monday  last,  or,  rather,  at 
about  3  o'clock  on  Tuesday  morning, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  asked  leave 
to  introduce  this  Bill,  and  a  short  state- 
ment was  then  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  BiS.  That 
statement  did  not  by  any  means  satisfy 
general  expectation  on  the  introduction 
of  so  important  a  measure,  so  far 
as  the  information  on  which  the  Bill 
was  founded  was  concerned.  The  num- 
ber  of  Members    in    the    House   at 
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the  time  was  very  few — he  believed 
about  42 — and  they  were  given  to  under- 
stand that  on  the  second  reading  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  a  full 
statement,  with  reasons  why  the  Go- 
vernment had  introduced  the  measure. 
There  was  one  point,  the  most  im- 
portant of  all,  as  to  which  the  House 
was  in  need  of  information,  and  that 
was  the  number  of  persons  that  would 
be  affected  by  the  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  the  House  dis- 
tinctly to  understand  that,  before  the 
Gbvernment  proceeded  with  the  measure, 
information  would  be  given,  at  aU  events, 
upon  this  point. 

The  PEE8IDENT  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfottr)  said,  that  he  had  not  given 
that  promise.  All  that  he  had  promised 
was  that  information  would  be  given  at 
a  later  day,  and  it  should  be  so  given. 

Mb.  fell  said,  that  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  making  out  a  worse 
case  for  himself.  The  information  ought 
to  have  been  given  on  moving  the  second 
reading  at  the  commencement  of  the 
debate.  What  possible  use  could  it  be 
in  the  end  ?  The  House  was  now  going 
to  consider  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  that  had  ever  come  before  it 
during  the  time  that  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  it — a  question,  too,  that 
had  been  rushed  upon  it.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  would  have  been  more 
consistent  with  Parliamentaiy  practice 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fur- 
nished the  House  and  himself,  a  humble 
Member  of  it,  with  information  essen- 
tial to  the  adequate  consideration  of  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  The  result  of 
the  treatment  of  this  important  question 
was  at  once  to  drive  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  to  resist  its  progress. 
No  one  could  fairly  object  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers met  the  measure  in  such  a  way 
as  to  secure  time  for  its  consideration. 
He  would  again  call  attention  to  the 
extraordinary  circumstances  which  sur- 
rounded the  case.  On  Tuesday  morn- 
ing the  Government  took  the  first  read- 
ing, and,  with  the  greatest  difficulty,  were 
induced  to  concede  to  hon.  Members 
time  until  to-day  for  the  consideration 
of  the  measure.  The  report  of  what  took 
place  at  that  time  in  the  morning,  though 
accurate  as  far  as  it  went,  was,  of  course, 
very  short.  But  now  hon.  Members  had 
an  opportunity  of  telling  the  country 
what  the  Government  reaUy  did  on  Tues- 


day morning.    All  they  had  then  sub- 
mitted to  them  were  the  vaguest  gene- 
ralities; and    he  expressed  the  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  assist 
him  in  checking  the  progress  of  this 
measure    until    a   more    suitable    op- 
portunity arrived  for  discussion.     The 
Bill  was  brought  in  after  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  and  in  bringing  it  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  dry  state- 
ment ;  but  he  gave  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  he  would  make  a  full  one  on 
the  second  reading.    The  Government 
obtained  the  first  reading,  but  not  with- 
out some  opposition.     But  for  the  divi- 
sion that  was  taken  at  3  o'clock  on  the 
morning  the  Bill  was  introduced,  and 
the  apprehension  of  a  "Count  out,"  the 
Government  would  have  proceeded  with 
the  second  reading  on  the  same  day. 
For  his  part,  he  could  not  see  the  neces- 
sity for  this  haste.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  had  got 
a  BiU  before  the  House  aiming  at  pre- 
cisely the  same  results,  with  this  dis- 
tinction— that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich, basing  his   reasons   for  his  BiU 
upon  the  ground  that  a  vast  number  of 
the  new  electorate  would  be  taken  by 
surprise,  asked  merely  for  a  measure 
which,  liiough  retrospective,  was  tempo- 
rary in  its  character.     The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  taken 
the  feather  out  of  the  hon.  Member's 
cap,  and  introduced  a  Bill  which  was 
much  stronger.     The  effect  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich's  Bill  would  be  that 
a  number  of  poor  persons  who  might  have 
been  unexpectedly  deprived  of  the  fran- 
chise would  not  be  disfranehised  be- 
fore they  had  time   to  consider  their 
position.    The  Government  had  taken 
the  hon.  Member's  ewe  lamb  and  am- 
plified it,   with  mischievous  and   dan- 
gerous additions,  simply  to  secure  the 
popular  vote  ?     Then,  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  question,  he  wished  to  put  fairly 
the  state  of  the  case  dealt  with  by  the 
Bill.     Sickness  alone  was  not  a  qualifica- 
tion for  medical  relief.    For  instance,  he 
(Mr.  Pell)  himself,  or  his  servant,  might 
be  sick,  and  yet  they  could  get  no  as- 
sistance from  the  Guardians ;  the  condi- 
tion precedent  was  destitution,  and  his 
Amendment    referred  to  the  relief  of 
destitute  paupers.    A  person  applying 
for  medical  relief  was  exactly  on  the 
same  footing  as  a  person  applying  for 
bread,  except  that  his  case  was  not  so 
strong.    One  applicant  was  sick,  another 
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had  not  had  food  for  24  hours ;  and  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  dealing  with  both 
oases  and  admitting  the  destitution, 
made  both  paupers,  and  ordered  food  in 
one  case  and  medicine  in  the  other. 
It  was  now  proposed  to  make  a  legal 
distinction  between  the  two  oases  by 
giving  the  vote  to  the  man  who  ac- 
cepted medicine,  and  withholding  it 
&om  the  man  who  accepted  food,  by 
conferring  it  on  the  man  who  accepted 
that  which  \d,  a-week  subscribed  to  a 
medical  club  or  dispensary  would  have 
provided  him  with,  and  withholding  it 
j&om  the  man  who  accepted  the  food 
which  a  subscription  of  \d,  a-week  would 
not  have  provided  for  him.  They  had 
no  right  to  make  a  distinction  between 
the  two  paupers,  and,  as  it  were,  to  con- 
fer a  sort  of  dignity  on  the  pauperism  that 
might  have  been  most  easily  provided 
against.  But  the  matter  could  not  rest 
here.  Why  should  they  confine  this 
exemption  to  medical  relief?  Before 
three  years  were  over  they  would  be 
having  all  paupers  demanding  the  ex- 
emption; and  the  old  and  wholesome 
rule,  which  drew  a  distinction  between 
paupers  and  £ree  men,  would  be  broken 
down.  In  the  absence  of  information 
which  should  have  been  furnished  by 
the  Government,  he  had  just  examined  a 
Betum  which  was  furnished  to  the  House 
in  1870,  on  the  Motion  of  the  present 
Speaker,  which  showed  the  amount  of  out- 
door and  indoor  medical  relief  given  in 
that  year.  The  population  of  England 
and  Wales  was  22,000,000;  in  that 
year  the  country  was  in  a  flourishing 
condition,  and  there  were  1,000,000  pau- 
pers. It  was  remarkable,  but  true,  that, 
when  times  were  at  their  best,  pauperism 
was  at  the  highest.  It  was  not  so  much 
want  that  made  paupers,  as  an  impulse 
on  the  part  of  the  Guardians,  who,  when 
their  own  pockets  were  full,  were  dis- 
posed to  be  generous  with  other  people's 
money,  particularly  when  generous  im- 
pulses coincided  with  the  inclination  to 
keep  up  the  supply  of  cheap  labour. 
The  Eetum  showed  that  840,388  per- 
sons then  were  receiving  outdoor  relief, 
and  only  106,323,  or  under  13  per  cent, 
were  also  sick  and  in  receipt  of  medical 
relief.  It  did  not  follow  that  jdl  the 
106,000  would  come  under  the  opera- 
tion of  such  a  Bill  as  this;  for,  as  he 
understood,  the  Bill  was  intended  to 
apply  to  outdoor  paupers  only,  and  not 
to  indoor  paupers.     That  supposition 
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was  confirmed  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  The  last  Be- 
turn  of  pauperism  in  England  and  Wales 
was  for  1883,  when  the  population  was 
26,500,000.  Times  were  much  worse ; 
but  the  outdoor  poor  had  sunk  to 
500,000,  roughly  speaking,  or  under 
600,000.  If  the  same  percentage  were 
taken  of  this  number  as  ne  had  token  of 
the  106,000,  there  would  be  found  only 
78,000  in  1883  who  were  in  receipt  of 
medical  relief,  some  of  whom  had  other 
relief  also. 

Mr.  WALTEE  :  Can  the  hon.  Gontie- 
man  state  the  number  of  women  and 
children  ? 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  should  come  to 
that  presently.  The  Betum  of  1870 
gave  the  sex  and  age  in  classes,  and 
showed  that  there  were  46,000  female 
paupers  over  16  years  of  age.  The 
pauperism  of  these  persons  did  not 
pauperize  any  other  adult.  But  if  a 
woman  was  under  16  years  of  age  the 
parent  was  pauperized.  He  would  take 
away  the  46,000  women  over  16  as  not 
affecting  the  calculation,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  who  were  married.  If 
the  married  women  became  paupers,  of 
course  they  pauperized  their  husbands. 
Thus,  there  were  60,000  persons  left, 
whose  sickness  carried  with  it  disquali- 
fication, in  1870,  being  8  percent  of  out- 
door pauperism  at  that  time.  If  they 
took  8  per  cent  of  the  600,000  paupers 
of  the  later  period,  there  were  only 
48,000  who  pauperized  those  dependent 
on  them.  He  would  give  every  chance 
to  the  advocates  of  the  Bill,  and  would 
assume  that  22,000  female  paupers  over 
16  were  married ;  these  he  would  add  to 
the  48,000  he  had  already  mentioned. 
Thus,  there  would  be  a  total  of  about 
70,000  who  would  be  affected  by  this 
Bill.  Of  course,  he  was  giving  figures 
which  related  to  a  particidar  day,  and 
not  the  number  for  the  year,  for  which, 
no  doubt,  an  addition  would  have  to  be 
made.  But  of  this  number  how  many 
were  in  receipt  of  medical  relief  only, 
and  did  not  receive  money  or  food  or  other 
assistance?  Among  this  number  were 
nurses.  Was  the  allowance  of  nurses 
to  disqualify  ?  That  was  an  important 
question,  as  orders  for  nurses  were  often 
given,  which  resulted  occasionally  in 
bringing  a  daughter  from  service  into  a 
pauper  home,  who  might  otherwise  be 
earning  her  bread.  He  presumed  that 
orders  for   brandy,,  gin,  and   mutton 
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might  come  UDder  the  head  of  medical 
relief.      It  must  also  be  remembered 
that  no  relief  could  be  given    except 
through     the     relieving    officer.     The 
Guardians  might  order  on  the  doctor's 
recommendation ;  the  relieving    officer 
alone     could    give  these    extras.      He 
hoped  he  should  not  be  charged  with 
taking  an  extravagant  view  of  the  case ; 
but  he  had  had  great  experience.     He 
knew  of  one  case,  where  the  Guardians 
had  given  an  order  for  2  lbs.  of  mutton 
a-week  for  a  man  who,  the  doctor  said, 
was  in  a  low  condition.     The  relieving 
officer  refused  to  carry  out  the  order,  and, 
when  remonstrated  with,  his  answer  was 
that  if  the  man  wanted  mutton  he  had 
better  have  one  of  the  50  sheep  killed 
which  belonged  to  him.     One   of    the 
chief  uses  to  which  medical  orders  were 
put  was  for  what  was  technically  known 
as  "  preparatory  " — ^that  was  to  say,  an 
introduction    to    outdoor    relief.      The 
prohibitory  order  interdicted  Gtiardians 
giving    outdoor   relief  to    able-bodied 
paupers.  The  order  was,  however,  evaded 
by  the  grant,  in  the  first  instance,  of  a 
medical  order  to  a  "prepared"  pauper, 
80  as  to  place  him  in  the  class  of  not 
able-bodied ;  after  which  came  the  order 
for  full  and  continuous  outdoor  relief, 
with  beef  and  liquor,  under  the  colour 
of  medical  assistance.     But,  after  all, 
when  the  number  of  those  who  received 
only  medicine  was  calculated,  how  many 
would    the    Bill    really    affect?      Not 
20,000 — he  dared   say  not  more  than 
10,000.     What  was  10,000  out  of  the 
2,000,000  who  were  to  be  enfranchised? 
This  Bill  afforded  a  curious  instance  of 
extremes  meeting.     When  his  Friends 
sat  on  the  opposite  Benches   they  used 
to    refer  to    the  Kilmainham    Treaty. 
This,   however,    might    be    caUed   the 
"  Curemainham  Treaty,"  and  was  some- 
thinglike a  Treaty  between  the  extreme 
Badicals  and  the  Tory  Government.  They 
were  urged  by  their  present  Leaders  to 
vote    against  the  Amendment  of   the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Mr.  Davey).     Hon.  Members 
were  also  urged  by  the  late  Government 
to  oppose  that  Amendment.     Both  Front 
Benches,  after  opposing  that  Amendment, 
and  the  moderate  and  consistent  mea- 
sure of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Oollings),  were  now  thrusting 
him  aside  and  pushing  forward  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  which  he  could  not  but 
oharaoterize  as  a  piece  of  ignorant  and 


mischievous  philanthropy.     He  believed 
that  the  day  would  come  when,  as  one 
of  the  results  of  the  present  spread  of 
education,   the  good  and  true  men  of 
England,  the  provident  and  thrifty  men 
who  were  members  of  benefit  societies, 
would  condemn  this  legislation.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  argued  that  a 
very  large  number  of  persons  would  be 
disfranchised  if    some  Bill  of  the  kind 
was  not  passed,  and  only  proposed  a 
temporary  measure,  which  would  have 
given  a  warning  to  the  recipients  of 
medical  relief,  and  relieved  them  of  the 
consequences  of  a  surprise  at  the  coming 
General  Election,  so  that  their  votes 
might  not  be  lost  to  the  Liberal  Party. 
The  Minister  who  had  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law,  bidding  higher, 
now  proposed,  however,  to  remove  for 
ever  the   disqualification,   and  thereby 
encouraged  people  to  be  thriftless  and  to 
mis-spend  upon  themselves  money  which 
ought  to  go  to  benefit  societies  and  sick 
clubs.     He  would  like  to  know  why  the 
Government  thrust  aside  the  moderate 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
and  brought  to  the  front  this  monstrous 
measure  ?  He  was  astonished  to  find  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the    President  of  the 
Local    Government  Board   racing    to- 
gether ;  the  latter,   he   thought,    quite 
as  free-stepping  as  the  former,  and,  in 
fact,  a  little  faster.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  number  of  persons  who  would  be 
disqualified  on   account  of  the  receipt 
of  medical  relief  would  be  very  small. 
For  instance,  in  a  rural  Union  of  which 
he  was  a  Guardian,  there  had,  in  the 
last  three  years,  been  only  two  cases  in 
which  medical  relief  alone   had  been 
received.    No  doubt,   in  some  Unions, 
a  more  lax  system  had  prevailed.    In 
Bradfield  Union,  in  Berkshire,  during  the 
years  1874,  1875,  and  1876  there  were 
no  fewer  than  2,124  cases  of  medical  re- 
lief.   This  was  so  serious  that  the  Ohair- 
man  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  took  the 
matter  in  hand,   and,  by  offering  me- 
dical relief  only  as  a  loan,  he  reduced 
the  number  of  cases  in  the  years  1877, 
1878,    and    1879  to  116.     The  people, 
when  told  that  they  would  only  be  given 
the  medical  relief  on  loan,   and  that 
they  would  have  to  repay  the  Board  for 
it,  mostly  refused  it,  and  said  they  might 
as  well  have  their  own  doctor.   It  would 
be  well  if  this  system  was  adopted  in 
other  Unions  throughout  the  ooxmtry. 
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In  these  cases  there  would  be  no  dis- 
qualification,   as  the    payment  of  fees 
was  only  deferred.    It  had  been  said  in 
the  House  that  there  was  no  great  dif- 
ference between  the  qualification  for  ad- 
mission to  a  hospital  and  that  for  ob- 
taining medical  relief  from  the  parochial 
doctor ;  but  there  was  a  vital  difference. 
Whereas,  in  the  first  case,  it  was  sickness 
pure  and  simple,  in  the  second  it  was 
sickness  combined  with  destitution.     In 
regard  to  the  registration  of  voters,  the 
law  provided  that  in  the  case  of  a  poor 
person  who  had  failed  to  pay  the  rates 
his  registration  might  be  objected  to. 
The  pauper  who  received  relief  in  the 
shape  of  medical  aid  was  to  be  allowed 
to  vote;  the  other  was  to  remain  dis- 
franchised. A  Conservative  Government, 
he  presumed,  would  in  time  remove  this 
disqualification.     It  would  say  that  it 
was  an  unfair  thing  that  this  honest 
man,  whose  wife  might  have  carried  off 
the  few  shillings  laid  up   to  pay  the 
rates  to  spend  in  the  gin  palace,  should 
be  disfranchised,  and  that  payment  of 
rate  shall  no  longer  be  insisted  upon  in 
order  to  secure  a  man  the  franchise. 
Such  unwise  concessions  were  fraught 
with  dangerous  and  mischievous  results. 
The  consequence  of  giving  medical  re- 
lief confirmed  the  persons  who  received 
it  in  improvident    habits,   and    it  led 
others  to  argue  that  as  those  who  re- 
ceived such  relief  were  allowed  to  remain 
on  the  Register  they  were  as  much  en- 
titled to  similar  relief  without  disqualifi- 
cation.    He  would  ask  leave  to  quote 
the  words  of  a  paper  read  by  the  Rector 
of  Shotley,  at  a  Poor  Law  Conference  at 
Ipswich  on  this  subject — 

"  The  immediate  consequence  of  giving  a 
■ick  man  a  medical  order  may  be  that  he  is 
sooner  restored  to  health  and  enabled  to  resume 
the  labours  of  his  calling.  But  is  this  the  only 
consequence  ?  Are  there  no  other  results  sure 
to  follow  wliich,  as  true  friends  of  our  fellow-men, 
we  ought  to  take  into  account  ?  Suppose  the 
consequence  of  giving  medical  relief  to  a  par- 
ticular individual  is  that  he  is  confirmed  in  im- 
provident habits,  and  that  his  neighbours  are 
discouraged  in  and  deterred  in  future  from 
efforts  to  secure  medical  attendance  for  them- 
selves. Suppose  the  granting  of  medical  relief 
to  be  a  grievous  obstacle  and  impediment  to 
any  general  system  by  which  the  working 
classes  might  be  enabled  at  a  small  cost  to 
obtain  medical  attendance  without  submitting 
to  the  degradation  of  pauperism,  and  that  tiiey 
are  thus  induced  to  keep  themselves  always  on 
the  brink  of  destitution  in  order  to  qualify 
themselves  for  the  relief  provided  for  the  desti- 
tute alone.    Ought  they  not  to  make  us  think 
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twice  before  we  make  easy  the  descent  from 
independence  into  pauperism." 

It  was  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  mis- 
chievous consequences  to  the  poor  which 
would  inevitably  result  if  this  Bill 
became  law,  without  the  introduction  in 
Committee  of  some  softening  Amend- 
ment. He  trusted,  however,  the  Hou^e 
would  pause  before  passing  such  a  mea- 
sure ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  on  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  CLARE  READ  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  in  the  relief  of  destitute  paupers  out  of  any 
Poor  Bate,  this  House  declines  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction in  favour  of  enfranchising  those  who 
obtain  it  in  the  form  of  medical  treatment  and 
those  who  are  conq>elled  to  accept  it  in  the  f  oim 
of  bread,*'— (ifr.  PW/,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.    JESSE  COLLINGS   said,  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Pell)  had  been  somewhat  unfair  in  the 
remarks  which  he  had  made  to  the  Gt>- 
vernment.     On  Tuesday  everyone  knew 
that,  if  this  measure  had  not  been  op- 
posed by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  it 
might  have  been  got  through  in  time 
for  the  voters  to  be  placed  on  the  regular 
lists.    But  the  opposition  offered  to  ite 
passage,  not  only  by  hon.  Members  on 
the  Government  side,  but  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings*)  own 
side,   had  prevented  that  object  from 
being  attained.     The  hon.  Member  laid 
great  stress  on  the  information  with  re- 
spect to  the  number  who  were  disquali- 
fied.    For  himself,  he  (Mr.  J^sse  Col- 
lings)  did  not  take    into  consideration 
whether  the  number  was  1 0  per  cent  or 
50  per  cent.     The  question  was  one  of 
principle ;  and  lie  held  that  when  they 
passed  a  Eeform  Bill  they  should  tdke 
care  not  to  enfranchise  with  one  hand, 
and  then,  with  the  other,  to  disfranchise 
a  number  of  those  whom  they  were  sup- 
posed to  enfranchise.     He  could  not 
accept  the  compliment  which  had  been 
offered  to  him,  on  the  ground  that  his 
Bill  was  only  for  one  year.  It  was  made 
for  one  year  against  his  will,  and  only 
to  enable  him  to  bring  it  before  the 
House  at  all.    It  had  been  drawn  by 
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the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Olirist- 
church  (Mr.  H.  Davey),  who  was  now 
unable  to  be  present ;  and  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  retrospective,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  so,  aluiough  all  doubt  on 
that  point  might  have  been  removed  by 
inserting  a  few  worda  in  Committee. 
The  bon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell)  said  that  he  preferred  his 
(Mr.  Jesse  Collings')  Bill  to  that  of  the 
Government ;  but  for  himself  he  would 
willingly  give  two  of  his  own  Bills  for 
the  one  now  before  the  House.  As  to 
the  alleged  appropriation  of  his  **  ewe 
lamb,"  he  certainly  asked  for  no  sym- 
pathy on  that  account.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber ^rther  said  that  the  measure  was 
taken  up  in  order  to  get  the  popular 
vote.  That  was  a  grave  charge  against 
the  Government.  In  the  long  run  the 
tools  would  fall  to  those  who  could  use 
them.  He  and.  his  Friends  were  true 
believers  in  the  temple  in  which,  for 
the  moment,  they  were  all  worshippers ; 
but  hon.  Members  opposite  were  mere 
conformists  to  a  creed  which  in  their 
hearts  they  disliked.  So  long  as  the 
peasantry  of  this  country  remained  in 
the  condition  to  which  they  had  been 
reduced,  from  the  state  of  rude  abun- 
dance in  which  they  were  at  one  time, 
to  the  position  of  mere  hirelings,  with  a 
workhouse  in  return  for  what  had  been 
taken  from  them,  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected that  they  would  possess  the  vir- 
tues and  excellences  for  which  the  hon. 
Memberfor  South  Leicestershire  seemed 
to  look.  He  (Mr.  Jesse  Oollings)  was 
himself  no  lawyer ;  but  he  believed  that 
parochial  relief  of  any  kind  did  not  dis- 
qualify a  county  voter  till  the  Act  of 
1867  was  passed,  and  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  wished  to  make  a  new  disqua- 
lification in  making  it  affect  a  newly- 
en&anchised  class.  The  overseer  of  a 
small  parish  in  the  West  of  England 
informed  him  that  there  were  in  that 
parish  29  agricultural  labourers'  fami- 
lies, and  that  20  of  those  men  would  be 
disqualified,  although  they  themselves 
belonged  to  clubs,  on  accoimt  of  their 
wives  or  children  receiving  medical  re- 
lief. Again,  a  medical  officer  of  health 
in  a  borough  in  Lancashire  informed 
him  that,  as  there  had  been  an  epi- 
demic of  small-pox  in  the  place,  he 
had  persuaded  the  people  to  send  their 
Bufifering  children  to  a  hospital  in  which 
the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  paid  for  the 
food  and  medical  attendance ;  and  the 


fathers  of  those  children,  who  had  been 
pressed  into  the  hospital  for  the  good . 
of  the  community,  would  be  deprived 
of  their  votes.  He  would  give  another 
instance — from  Somersetshire.  A  gen- 
tleman of  very  good  standing,  who  had 
canvassed  a  number  of  the  Liberal 
voters,  said  that  out  of  20  he  had  waited 
upon  18  would  be  disfranchised.  Surely 
that  was  a  very  considerable  percentage. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  gentle- 
man well  known  in  that  House ;  but  he 
was  not  authorized  to  give  the  name, 
in  which  the  writer  spoke  of  a  town 
which  had  1,900  inhabited  houses,  and 
said  the  conclusion  he  had  arrived  at 
was  that  the  receipt  of  medical  relief 
would  have  disqualified  rather  under 
one-fourth  of  the  voters  in  that  town,  and 
about  one-third  of  those  who  resided 
in  the  villages  scattered  throughout  the 
division.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  had  talked  a  great  deal 
about  the  **  Guardians  of  the  Poor." 
He  (Mr.  Jesse  Oollings)  thought  that 
was  a  misnomer  altogether.  It  should 
be  Guardians  of  the  poor  rate  elected 
for  the  administration  of  the  poor  rate. 
He  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Guardians,  instead  of  being  elected,  as 
the  Poor  Law  intended  they  should  be, 
to  look  after  the  interests  of  the  poor, 
were  elected  by  men  of  property  to 
keep  down  the  rates,  which  they  suc- 
ceeded in  doing  by  the  exercise  of 
cruelty  and  oppression.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
He  knew  very  well  what  he  was  speak- 
ing about,  and  it  was  certainly  from  an 
opposite  point  of  view  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken.  There 
was  one  thing  which  certainly  re- 
quired to  be  altered  in  connection  with 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law — 
namely,  the  giving  of  one  vote  for  a 
particular  rental,  and  then  increasing 
the  number  of  votes  until  they  reached 
six  for  a  £250  rental. 

Mb.  GEANTHAM  rose  to  Order.  He 
did  not  see  that  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  had  any  reference  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  JESSE  OOLLINGS  said,  he 
knew  that  his  remarks  might  be  dis- 
tasteful to  some  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site; but  he  had  been  challenged  by 
them  in  reference  to  this  question  of 
Guardians  of  the  Poor,  for  whom  they 
posed  as  the  champions,  and  he  said 
again  that  the  Guardians  were  not 
elected  to  care  for  the  poor,  but  to  save 
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the  rates.  The  hoD.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney)  opposed  tlie  Bill 
from  the  point  of  view  of  political  eco- 
nomj,  or  what  he  was  pleased  to  style 
political  economy,  the  exactitude  of 
which  position,  however,  he  (Mr.  Jesse 
Oollings)  disputed.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  said 
that  destitution  ought  to  be  the  only 
ground  on  which  relief  was  applied  for 
or  granted.  In  passing,  he  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  of  the  responsi- 
bility he  assumed  for  himself  by  his 
Amendment — that  there  should  be  no 
difference  made  between  parochial  aid 
when  received  in  the  form  of  medical 
relief,  and  when  received  in  the  shape 
of  bread.  It  might  be  an  open  question 
whether  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  in- 
dude  that  or  not.  It  was  a  very  sugges- 
tive Amendment.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  destitution  was  always  the 
ground  on  which  this  relief  was  de- 
manded and  given. 

Mr.  pell  :  I  said  that  that  was  the 
only  ground  upon  which  it  could  be 
legally  given. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he  dis- 
puted  that  altogether.  There  were  a 
Urge  number  of  cases — one  or  two  in 
every  Union — ^in  which  medical  relief 
was  given,  not  for  simple  destitution,  but 
because  extra  medical  skill  and  help  were 
required  beyond  what  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  ordinary  wage-earner  to 
command.  Might  he  give  an  instance 
or  two?  He  was  afraid  to  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  in  regard  to  anything  con- 
nected with  the  humanity  of  the  situa- 
tion. Let  them  take  the  case  of  con- 
finements, for  instance.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Pell)  know  how 
the  poor  managed  in  such  cases  ?  [Mr. 
Pell  :  Perfectly.]  Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  admit  ne  was  right  when  he 
said  that  they  often  gave  some  poor 
old  woman  2*.  6(?.,  or  3*.,  or  5«.  [**No, 
no !  "]  Hon.  Members  might  say  **No, 
No !  "  but  he  said  ''Tes ;  '*  and  he  was 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  en- 
lightening  them  from  the  labourer's 
point  of  view.  They  had  heard  enough 
from  the  property  and  the  Guardian 
point  of  view ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
in  the  case  he  had  mentioned,  the  hus- 
band would  give  a  few  shillings  to  some 
poor  old  woman,  who  frequency  got  into 
a  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  case ;  for 
sometimes  very   difficult  cases  would 
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occur  even  among  the  labouring  classes, 
and  then  the  parish  doctor  was  called  in. 
He  would  give  the  House  some  idea  of 
the  extent  to  which  serious  oases  took 
place    by  referring   to    the   Famham 
Onion,  a  place  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  ought  to 
know  something  about.    In  that  Union 
there  had  been  60  cases  of  the  kind  in 
one  half-year.      [Mr.  Onslow:  What 
cases  ?]      The  cases  to  which  he  was 
referring  were  caaes  which  did  not  oome 
under  the  head  of  ordinary  destitution, 
but  which,  from  their  gravity,  demanded 
medical  skill,  which  it  was  out  of  the 
power  of  the    ordinary  wage-earning 
class  to  provide  cases  such  as  broken 
thighs  and  arms,  operations,  and  difficult 
confinements.    Then,  again,  there  were 
cases  in  which  a  certificate  of  lunacy 
was  required.     He  had   been  unable 
to  find  out  whether  that  came   under 
the    head   of   medical  relief;   but  he 
believed    it  did.      He  had  received  a 
letter  from  one  of  the  Visiting  Justices 
of  Surrey,  in  which  the  writer  pointed 
out  that  a  large  number  of  poor  men 
had  their  wives  or  children  afflicted  with 
lunacy.     How  was  a  poor  man  to  pay 
£1  for  a  lunacy  certificate,  or  £3  for  at- 
tendance on  his  wife,  in  case  of  dan- 
gerous confinement?    \A  Uugh7\    An 
hon.  Member  laughed ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  that  it  was  a  dis- 
graceful thing  for  a  man,  who  was  in  a 
position  to  command  every  luxury  and 
the  highest  medical  skill,  to  laugh  be- 
cause,  unfortunately,  cases   sometimes 
happened  in   which  the  poor  agricul- 
tural labourer  was  obliged  to  call  in  the 
parish  doctor  in  the  attempt  to  save,  in 
the  case  of  a  confinement,  what  some- 
times, even  by  the  exercise  of  the  highest 
medical  skill,  it  was  found  impossible  to 
save— namely,  two  lives.    In  the  list  he 
held  in  his  hand  of  the  Farnham  Union, 
60  cases  were  mentioned  which  extended 
over  half  a-year ;  and  the  expenditure 
upon    them,    in    that    single    Union, 
amounted  to  £86.     He  thought   that 
was  an  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
talked  of   destitution  being    the  only 
ground  on  which  medical  relief  could 
be  legally  given.    Was  it  destitution  f 
Did  not  poor  people  pay  rates  ?   If  they 
paid  rates,  they  were  entitled  to  a  fair 
assurance  against  misfortune.    Would 
the  hon.  Member  propose  in  that  House 
to  relieve  from  rates  all  houses  from  £15 
downwards  which  were  inhabited  bj 
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persons  of  the  class  the  hon.  Member 
sought  to  deprive  of  their  privileges? 
He  did  not  anticipate  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  prepared  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  The  political  eco- 
nomy of  the  hon.  Member  for  liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  was  not  to  be  com- 
mended, nor  was  it  necessary  that  he 
should  discuss  it.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  receipt  of  medical  relief 
was  corrupting  and  degradiug,  and  ought 
to  be  an  absolute  disqualification  for  the 
exercise  of  civil  rights — that  was  to  say, 
that  poverty  was  to  be  regarded  as  a 
crime,  punishable  with  the  loss  of  all 
civil  rights.  If  a  labouring  man  had 
the  misfortune  to  break  his  leg,  and  was 
unable  to  pay  the  doctor  £3,  his  hon. 
Friend  would  therefore  deprive  him  of 
his  rights  of  political  citizenship.  It  was 
political  economy  run  mad.  It  was  set- 
ting up  an  abstract  principle,  and  deal- 
ing with  it  in  the  manner  and  to  the 
extent  with  which  they  might  deal  with 
the  North  Pole  and  the  8olar  System, 
instead  of  remembering  that  they  were 
deaUng  with  human  beings.  Assuming 
the  theory  to  be  right,  surely  it  was  to 
be  regulated  by  the  common  necessities 
of  human  life.  He  thought  it  was 
highly  dangerous  to  teach  that  degra- 
dation was  synonymous  with  poverty. 
"Were  free  education  and  free  libraries 
degrading  in  the  hon.  Member's  opi- 
nion, because  they  certainly  came  within 
the  same  category  ?  The  poor  were  bit- 
terly insulted  by  having  their  poverty 
described  as  degrading.  The  arguments 
which  were  employed  were  the  abstract 
arguments  of  the  schoolman  and  of  the 
Professor ;  but  all  humanity  was  against 
them,  and,  in  the  end,  humanity  would 
prove  victorious.  The  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  Pell)  had  spoken  of  hos- 
pitals and  dispensaries.  He  (Mr.  Jesse 
OoUings)  believed  that  the  free  relief 
given  by  charity  was,  or  should  be, 
more  demoralizing  than  the  relief  given 
by  the  community  in  their  corporate 
capacity,  which  was  what  he  understood 
by  the  poor  rate.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  had  cheered 
the  declaration  that  a  man  should  go 
into  dubs.  How  could  men  go  into 
dubs  when  they  could  hardly  get  a  bit 
of  bread  for  themselves  and  their  chil- 
dren ?  He  declined  to  treat  the  question 
as  one  of  a  mere  set  of  opinions,  with 
no  reference  to  the  varying  needs  of 
human  beings.  Poor  relief,  in  his  mind, 


should  not  imply  degradation,  although 
poor  relief  had  necessarily  had  degra- 
dation attached  to  it,  owing  to  the 
miserable  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law.  Passing  by  that  question,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  to  another  matter,  seeing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  de- 
feated on  Tuesday  by  his  own  Party,  in 
pressing  forward  a  measure  which  he 
had  evidently  every  desire  to  pass.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
seemed  to  look  upon  it  as  something 
marvellous  that  there  should  be  any- 
thing like  sincerity  in  a  Leader  of  his 
own  Party.  To  show  how  this  question 
of  medical  relief  might  be  made  to 
operate,  he  would  cite  one  or  two  cases 
which  had  been  communicated  to  him. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  gentle- 
man in  Somersetshire,  informing  him 
that  the  doctor  and  the  relieving  officer 
of  a  particular  parish  were  Members 
of  the  Conservative  Party ;  and  only 
the  other  night  one  of  the  Liberal 
voters  was  done  out  of  his  vote  by  the 
parish  doctor  pulling  out  one  of  his 
children's  teeth,  and  reporting  the  case 
to  his  co-worker  and  relieting  officer. 
He  could  read  letters  giving  dozens  of 
similar  cases ;  but  he  would  not  trouble 
the  House  with  them.  He  would  only 
give  the  substance  of  them,  which  was 
to  this  effect — that  unless  a  large  num- 
ber of  voters  who  had  received  medical 
relief  were  placed  on  the  list  before  the 
General  Election,  the  Franchise  Bill 
might  as  well  not  have  been  passed  at 
all,  because  the  lists  must  be  published 
by  the  1st  of  August,  and  there  would 
be  no  time  to  reinstate  the  names  of 
these  voters.  It  was  quite  true  that  they 
would  have  until  the  25th  of  August  to 
make  their  claim  ;  but  it  was  well  known 
that  the  bulk  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers were  not  in  a  position  to  send  iu 
a  claim.  Therefore,  ho  pressed  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  complete  his 
measure  by  ordering  the  proper  officers 
to  make  out  supplementary  lists,  which 
should  contain  the  names  of  all  persons 
who  had  been  left  off  the  regular  lists  by 
reason  of  their  disqualification,  owing  to 
the  receipt  of  medical  relief.  There  was 
a  letter  published  the  other  day  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  Cropper), 
to  which,  if  the  House  would  allow  him, 
he  would  refer.     His  hon.  Friend  said 
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it  had  been  represented  to  him  that  if 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South. 
Leicestershire  were  adopted,  many  per- 
sons who  were  not  paupers  would  be 
deprived  of  their  civil  rights,  owing  to 
the  receipt  of  medical  relief.  His  hon. 
Friend  gave  the  instance  of  an  engine 
driver,  who  went  to  a  doctor  because  a 
spark  had  flown  in  his  eye.  It  was  said 
that  the  parish  doctor  could  not  put  a 
man  upon  the  list  of  paupers  without  an 
order  from  the  relieving  officer ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Jesse  Oollings)  ventured  to  say 
that  the  majority  of  persons  who  re- 
ceived medical  relief  received  it  with- 
out any  application  on  the  part  of  the 
head  of  the  family  for  an  order.  He 
had  obtained  evidence,  in  addition  to  his 
own  knowledge,  to  bear  out  the  conten- 
tion that  the  medical  officer  had  a  carte 
hlanche,  as  in  the  case  of  the  child's 
teeth  to  which  he  had  referred,  to  use 
his  own  discretion  in  cases  in  which  re- 
lief was  wanted.  He  had  received 
letters  describing  the  marvellous  activity 
of  the  parochial  medical  officers  in  re- 
gard to  the  health  of  poor  families 
within  the  last  few  weeks.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers would  probably  have  noticed  a  case 
which  occurred  a  few  days  ago.  A 
woman  was  run  over  by  a  carriage  and 
taken  away  to  the  workhouse,  because 
there  was  no  room  for  her  in  Charing 
Cross  Hospital.  The  woman  died,  and 
the  Coroner  drew  attention  to  the  hard- 
ship of  the  fact  that  in  consequence  of  the 
accident  to  the  woman,  and  the  taking  of 
her  to  the  workhouse,  her  husband  would 
lose  his  electoral  rights.  If  that  were  the 
case,  would  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  tell  him  that  all  these 
persons  were  not  illegally  made  paupers  ? 
He  (Mr.  Jesse  ColHngs)  believed  that 
they  were.  He  believed  that  every  man 
whose  family  received  medical  relief 
without  an  order  from  the  relieving 
officer,  and  without  an  application  for 
such  relief,  was  illegally  converted  into 
a  pauper,  and  in  the  majority  of  cases 
which  occurred  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  it  would  be  found  that  this 
was  the  case.  He  was  quite  aware 
that  the  medical  officer  would  send  in 
his  report,  in  which  the  name  of  the  man 
would  be  mentioned,  and  in  some  cases 
he  would  ask  for  an  order  after  the  re- 
port had  been  sent  in ;  but  he  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  contended  that  that  was  not  an 
application  for  relief  according  to  the 
Poor  Law.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  would 
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set  the  Local  Government  Board  to  work 
and  insist  upon  the  overseers  putting  all 
these  men  on  the  list  who  had  been 
illegcdly  disqualified.  If  that  could  be 
done,  there  would  be  a  large  number  of 
those  whose  names  had  already  been 
struck  off  who  would  be  reinstated.  And 
now  with  regard  to  clubs.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  who  knew  anything  about 
dubs  would  know  that  many  of  them 
were  semi-charitable  institutions  sup- 
ported by  a  large  subscription  list  got 
up  in  the  neighbourhood.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  members  generally  paid  a 
small  sum  per  week,  but  they  did  not  pay 
the  vadue  of  the  services  they  received ; 
and,  therefore,  he  contended  that  they 
received  charity  in  the  highest  degree 
demoralizing.  A  system  of  demoraliza- 
tion was  introduced  which  did  not  belong 
to  medical  relief  given  out  of  the  rates. 
Private  charity  certainly  did  demoralize. 
It  made  the  recipient  a  sort  of  depen- 
dent upon  those  who  dispensed  it. 
Medical  relief  had  not  that  effect  when 
dispensed  from  the  rates.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  curious  letter  from  an  old  la- 
bourer, and  he  would  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  advocates  of  domestic  eco- 
nomy to  these  facts — ^for  it  certainly 
passed  all  understanding  how  persons 
in  this  rank  of  life  could  make  both 
ends  meet  with  the  miserable  means  at 
their  command.  This  labouring  man 
said  his  wages  were  \U,  a- week,  and 
out  of  them  he  paid  28.  for  rent,  1«.  ^d. 
iot  coals,  6rf.  for  school  fees,  4*.  for  bread, 
and  the  balance — 3^. — was  expended 
in  butter,  tea,  sugar,  meat,  clothes,  and 
so  forth.  He  added — **Now,  how  can 
I  pay  for  medical  attendance?"  The 
letter  was  very  badly  spelt,  but  the  bad- 
ness of  the  spelling  was  made  up  by  the 
logic.  He  admired  the  ease  with  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  inside  that  House  a^d 
outside,  whose  breakfasts  and  dinners 
came  round  with  the  regularity  of  the 
seasons,  preached  thrift  and  economy 
and  every  other  virtue  to  these  poor 
men  who  had  to  live  on  12«.  a- week. 
He  particularly  wished  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  do  what  he  had  asked 
him,  because  he  had  seen  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Edward  Strachey — for  as  the 
letter  had  been  published  he  could  give 
the  name — in  which  that  gentleman 
said  that,  as  a  member  of  a  Board  of 
Guardians  in  North  Somerset,  he  had 
moved  that  the  relieving  officer  should 
be  instructed  to  warn  all  applicants  for 
medical  and  other  relief  that  its  receipt 
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would  disqualify  them  from  roting  at 
the  next  election,  and  to  his  surprise  it 
was  objected  that  such  aotion  on  the 

Eart  of  the  Board  would  be  illegal.  He 
ad  positive  proof  that  there  was  a  won- 
derful amount  of  activity  just  now  among 
the  overseers  and  those  who  were  acting 
with  them  in  obtaining  the  omission 
from  the  lists  of  those  who  were  dis- 
qualified by  the  receipt  of  medical  relief. 
The  question  resolved  itself  into  this — 
They  had  passed  last  year  a  Eeform 
Bill ;  were  they  now  prepared  to  undo 
one-half  of  it,  for  it  was  a  question 
whether  they  were  going  to  disfran- 
chise with  one  hand  those  whom  they 
had  enfranchised  with  the  other  ?  He 
hoped  the  House  would  wisely  resolve 
not  only  to  pass  this  Bill,  but  to  make 
it  eflfectual  by  adding  to  it  the  provisions 
he  proposed.  He  admitted  the  desire 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire to  protect  the  Poor  Law ;  but  he 
had  a  mistaken  notion  of  the  object  and 
intention  of  the  Poor  Law.  It  was  in- 
tended to  be  a  beneficent  helper,  giving 
national  aid  to  the  deserving  poor;  but, 
in  its  administration,  it  had  been  con- 
verted into  a  weapon  of  degradation. 
An  old  man,  who  had  worked  hard 
through  life,  who  ought  to  be  respected 
as  an  old  soldier,  was  degraded  by  the 
Poor  Law  into  the  position  of  the  lowest 
of  mankind.  There  would  soon  be  a 
Party  in  this  country  who  would  de- 
mand that  men  who  had  served  the 
community  as  good  industrial  soldiers 
should  be  treated,  not  as  degraded 
beings,  but  as  men  who  had  deserved 
well  of  their  country,  who  had  fought 
the  battle  of  life  in  a  manner  and  under 
diflBculties  of  which  we  had  no  concep- 
tion, and  who  were  entitled  to  receive 
very  different  treatment  from  that  which 
had  been  shadowed  forth  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  should  have 
considered  it  necessary  to  block  the  Bill, 
because  he  (Mr.  Jesse  Collin gs)  should 
have  thought  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  given  way  to  the  wishes  of 
the  large  number  of  people  who  would 
lose  the  franchise  if  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  adopted.  They  had 
already  passed  an  en&anchising  Bill; 
and  not  to  pass  the  present  measure 
would  be  nothing  more  nor  less  than  to 
disfranchise  directly  those  whom  they 
pretended  to  enfranchise. 


The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Jesse  CoUings)  has  asked  me  one  ques- 
tion of  a  business-like  character,  which 
I  will  answer  at  once.  I  propose,  in 
Committee,  to  suggest  a  clause  for  the 
consideration  of  tiie  House,  which  I  be- 
lieve will  get  over  all  the  difficulty  with 
regard  to  placing  the  voters  which  this 
Bill  will  enfranchise  on  the  Register.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  anything  else  in 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  which 
calls  for  notice.  In  fact,  his  speech  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  more  or  less  in  the 
nature  of  a  general  discussion  on  poverty 
in  general  not  very  relevant  to  the 
question  before  the  House;  but  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  will, 
when  he  considers  the  length  of  the 
speech  which  has  just  been  delivered, 
acquit  me  of  conspiring  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  rush  this  Bill 
through  the  House.  My  hon.  Friend 
complained  very  much  that  I  had  not 
g^ven  more  statistical  information.  Some 
information  of  a  statistical  kind  I  shall 
have  to  give  before  I  sit  down ;  but  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  whether 
his  objections  are  .really  to  be  met  by 
statistics  at  all ;  whether  it  is  not  with 
him  simply  a  question  of  principle ;  and 
whether  the  number  disfranchised,  be 
it  large  or  small,  is  a  question  which 
concerns  his  argument?  The  prin- 
ciple embodied  in  the  Bill  has  a  very 
curious  Parliamentary  history.  It  has 
been  four  times  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  the  last  Session  and  the 
present,  and  on  each  occasion  it  was  op- 
posed very  strongly  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, three  times  on  its  merits; 
and  though  I  admit  that  when  the 
measure  was  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
after  it  had  left  this  House,  the  late  Go- 
vernment changed  their  minds,  yet  up 
to  the  time  that  the  Bill  left  the  House  of 
Commons  the  late  Government  were  op- 
posing on  its  merits  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan),  with  a  cynical  disregard  of 
facts,  has  said — 

"  The  Conservative  majority  in  the  Honae  of 
Lords  have  only  just  now  taken  advantage  of 
the  difficulties  we  were  in  with  regard  to  regis- 
tration to  disfranchise  wholesale  all  those  work- 
ing men  in  rural  districts  who  have  had  recourse 
to  medical  relief ;  and  they  do  this  without  no- 
tice, at  the  same  time  that  they  are  coupling 
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Inspectors    of  tlie   Local  Qovemment 
Board  in  various  parts  of  the  Kingdom, 
asking  them  to  ascertain  from   repre- 
sentative Unions  —  urban,  semi-urban, 
and  rural — how  many  male  persons  above 
21  have  received  medical  or   surgical 
relief  for    themselves,   their  wives,  or 
their  children,  in  the  year  ending  I^y 
Day,  1885.     [Mr.  Jesse  CoLLnros:  Are 
they  all  rural  Unions  ?J   I  have  already 
said  that  I  asked  the  Inspectors  to  give 
Betums  from    representative    Unions, 
comprising  urban,  semi-urban,  and  rural 
Unions.     I  obtained  Eetums  from  124 
Unions,  with  a  population  of  6,626,000  ; 
and  in  making  out  the  average  for  these 
Unions  I  find  that  it  is  2*5  per  1,000  who 
have  received  medical  relief.    [A  laugh'] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  theMemberfor 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  seems 
to  regard  the  proposition  as  ludicrous ; 
and  the  reason  may,  perhaps,  be  that  he 
is  chiefly  acquainted  with  Birmingham. 
Out  of  the  124  Unions  from  which  I  have 
received  Beturns,  Birmingham  stands 
eighth  from  the  top  for  the  amount  of 
medical  relief  given;  and  whereas  the 
average  for  the  list  was  2*5  per  1,000, 
for  Birmingham  it  was  7*6.     To  return 
to  the  general  question,  I  have  separated, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  Unions  which  are 
purely  agricultural  from   the    Unions 
which  are  purely  urban ;  and  I  find  that 
the  rate  per  1 ,000  for  purely  agricultural 
Unions  is  2*2,  and  for  Unions  chiefly,  if 
not  wholly  urban,  it  is  2*7,  showing  that 
the  amount  of  medical  relief  given  in 
towns  is  slightly  more  than  that  given 
in  the  agricultural  districts.    [Mr.  Ghtl- 
DERS  :   Medical  relief  only  ?J    Medical 
relief  only.     Again,  I  have  tried  a  dif- 
ferent system  of  comparison;   I  have 
lumped  the  two  classes  together — the 
almost  exclusively  agriculturiEd  and  the 
semi-urban,  and  compared  these  with 
the  purely  urban,  and  the  rate  in  the 
former  is  2*1,  with  2*7  in  the  latter; 
so  that,   if  we  manipulate  the  figures 
in  that  way,   we  again  find  that  the 
amount  of  relief  given  in  the  rural  and 
semi-urban  districts  was  slightly  less  than 
in  the  urban.    I  shall  be  glad  to  show 
the  originals  of  these  statistics  to  any 
hon.  Member  who  may  take  an  interest 
in  them.     I  think  that  inferences  of 
some    interest    may    be    drawn    from 
these    statistics.      In    the    first   place, 
the  particular  contention  of  those  who 
object  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that, 
if  we  take  away  the  stimulus  of  the 


enfranchiaement  with  medical  relief  in  Ire- 
land." 

The  repentance  of  the  late  Government 
upon  this  question  was  a  death-bed  re- 
pentance ;  and  it  was  made  so  late  that 
they  could  not  give  the  House  the  benefit 
of  a  last  dying  speech  and  confession. 
The  House  has  never  heard  from  any 
Member  of  the  late  Ministry  the 
slightest  defence  of  the  relaxation  which 
this  Bill  proposes ;  but  though  such  an 
explanation  has  not  been  given  in  the 
House,  it  has  been  given  in  an  authentic 
form  outside,  for  it  appears  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  after 
consultation  with  his  Colleagues,  an- 
nounced that  the  reason  why  the  late 
Government  had  changed  their  minds 
upon  this  question  was  because  they  were 
convinced  by  the  debate  on  the  Beport 
of  the  Begistration  BiU  that  the  num- 
bers to  be  disfranchised  were  so  great 
that,  in  order  to  prevent  the  Beform  Bill 
being  a  farce,  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Mr.  H.  Davey)  ought  to  be  ac- 
cepted. The  exact  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were — 

"Now  that  the  fall  effect  of  disqualification 
had  been  made  clear  by  the  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  Government  had  de- 
cided to  accept  the  Amendment  which  was 
carried  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Davey." 

There  was  not  the  slightest  trace  of  that 
change  of  opinion  shown  in  the  debate ; 
and  it  would  have  been  very  odd  if  there 
had  been.  As  far  as  I  can  judge  from 
a  study  of  the  debate,  the  only  evidence 
of  the  large  number  to  be  disqualified 
was  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch,  on  the  authority  of 
an  anonymous  correspondent,  who  as- 
serted that  probably  one-fifth  of  the 
newly-constituted  voters  would  be  dis- 
franchised if  the  Amendment  now  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill  were  not  carried. 
The  facts  which  I  am  about  to  give  to 
the  House  will  show  that  it  would  be 
more  accurate  to  say  one-fiftieth  than 
one-fifth ;  so  that  the  only  reason  given 
by  the  late  Government  for  its  change  of 
opinion  is  purely  imaginary.  I  may  tell 
the  House  that  there  are  no  statistics  in 
the  possession  of  the  Government  that 
would  clearly  set  forth  what  the  House 
wants  to  know.  Therefore,  as  soon  as 
I  had  command  of  official  machinery, 
I  set  to  work  to  try  and  find  out  what 
I  could  on  the  subject.    I  wrote  to  the 
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vote,  people  would  more  readily  accept 
medical  relief,  is  done  away  with. 
In  the  semi-urban  districts  the  number 
per  thousand  is  slightly  higher  than  in 
the  rural  districts,  and  in  the  urban 
districts  it  is  higher  than  in  either.  I 
also  draw  this  conclusion— that  there  is 
no  ground,  on  the  face  of  these  statistics, 
for  supposing  that  this  Bill  would  se- 
riously injure  friendly  societies,  beeause 
those  institutions  chiefly  flourish  in 
towns.  [''  No,  no ! "]  I  think  that  is 
so,  where,  as  I  have  aJready  stated,  the 
amount  of  medical  relief  is  higher  than 
it  is  in  the  country  districts.  Nor  do  I 
think  it  would  have  any  serious  efleot 
upon  friendly  societies;  because,  after 
all,  most  friendly  societies  do  much 
more  than  give  purely  medical  relief. 
They  give  wages  during  sickness,  insur- 
ance against  death,  fees  for  burial,  and 
so  forth,  and  I  do  not  think  that  any 
man  would  be  prevented  from  joining 
a  friendly  society  in  consequence  of  the 
notion  that  the  small  fraction  of  the  work 
of  the  friendly  societies  represented  by 
medical  relief  is  going  to  be  done  by 
the  rates.  I  hope  we  may,  therefore, 
infer  from  the  figures  I  have  given 
that  this  measure,  in  effect,  is  very  much 
smaller  than  has  been  supposed.  If 
that  be  true,  it  is  also  true  that  under 
the  existing  law  there  are  inequalities 
which  it  is  very  difficult  to  maintain. 
Those  inequalities  are  of  two  kinds. 
They  are  either  natural  or  accidental, 
or  ihej  are  the  result  of  legislation. 
The  natural  and  accidental  inequalities 
are  those  which  arise  from  the  fact  that, 
in  certain  boroughs  and  districts,  there 
are  large  charities,  from  which  the 
poorer  classes  may  draw  relief  without 
losing  their  votes;  whereas  in  other 
districts  there  are  no  such  charities,  and 
the  poorer  classes  are  there  either  re- 
duced to  take  the  medical  relief  and  to 
lose  their  votes,  or  to  sacrifice  that  re- 
lief. The  legislative  inequalities  are  of 
very  recent  origin,  and  were  introduced 
by  the  late  Government,  not  very  long 
ago,  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  In  Ireland, 
as  the  House  is  perfectly  aware,  medical 
relief  does  not  disqualify ;  and,  therefore, 
if  this  Bill  does  not  pass,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  whatever  that  you  will  have, 
among  the  poorer  classes  of  England, 
a  feeling  that  they  are  being  treated 
with  greater  hardship  and  greater  ine- 
quality than  their  Irish  fellow-subjects. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  sitting  near  me 


the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  warned  the  late 
Government  that  if  they  gave  to  people 
in  Ireland  who  accepted  medical  re- 
lief a  vote,  they  would  also  have  to  give 
it  to  people  who  accepted  medical  relief 
in  England.  The  late  Government  were 
very  late,  indeed,  in  learning  that 
lesson  themselves.  Admitting,  as  I  do, 
that  the  Bill  removes  certain  inequalities 
very  hard  to  defend  and  maintain,  I 
yet  most  freely  grant  that  the  change 
which  we  ask  the  House  to  introduce  into 
the  Poor  Law  is  one  of  a  most  grave  and 
momentous  kind,  and  I  fully  grant  that 
it  rests  with  the  Government  to  justify 
the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Oham- 
berlain)  has  given  his  views  frankly  as 
to  why  such  a  Bill  is  necessary.  He 
has  told  us  that  the  existing  law  is  a 
monstrous  injustice,  an  intolerable  thing, 
and  an  iniquity,  although  his  Friends 
defended  this  monstrous  injustice,  in- 
tolerable thing,  and  iniquity,  three  times 
in  this  House.  [Mr.  Ghambbblain  : 
Hear,  hear !]  Those  are  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  they  are 
not  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. If  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  thought  it  an  intolerable 
wrong,  we  should  not  have  tolerated  it 
since  1867.  If  we  had  thought  it  an  in- 
tolerable thing,  we  should  not  have  op- 
posed the  alteration  in  the  law  at  the 
end  of  this  moribund  Parliament ;  and 
if  we  had  considered  th^  present  law  to 
be  an  inquity,  we  should  have  proposed 
some  wider  scheme  than  that  suggested, 
in  the  first  instance,  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Christchurch  (Mr. 
H.  Davey),  and  afterwards  embodied  in 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich (Mr.  Jesse  Ck)lling8).  Sir,  the 
reasons  of  the  Gt)vemment  are  of  a 
different  kind.  What  is  the  objection 
which,  in  the  minds  of  the  majority  of 
this  House,  has  so  long  prevented  a  re- 
laxation of  the  law?  It  has  been 
thought  by  the  House  that  to  disqualify 
those  who  are  obliged  to  receive  relief 
out  of  the  rates  is  a  method  of  teaching 
the  lesson  of  thrift  and  self-dependence 
— a  most  valuable,  if  stem  and  austere 
lesson.  That  was  the  lesson  which  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  law  to  teach 
the  labouring  classes  of  this  country. 
Does  any  Member  of  this  House  think 
that,  whether  this  Bill  be  passed  or  not, 
that  lesson  will  continue  to  be  taught  ? 
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Does  not  every  Member  in  this  House 
know  that  the  recent  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  has  en- 
tirely altered  the  position  of  this  ques- 
tion? The  lesson  tow  hich  I  have  re- 
ferred is  no  longer  taught  to  the  labour- 
ers of  this  country.  The  labourers  no 
longer  say,  when  they  have  lost  their 
rights  as  citizens,  and  have  sunk  in  the 
scale  of  citizenship  through  want  or 
misfortune — "  We  will  struggle  to  the 
best  of  our  ability  to  restore  our  posi- 
tion.'* They  no  longer  say  that,  but 
they  say  a  very  different  thing.  They 
say — "  A  political  Party  or  class  desire 
to  keep  us  out  of  our  just  rights  for  their 
own  selfish  and  political  ends ; ''  and  I 
hold  that  that  is  a  lesson  not  worth 
teaching  to  any  class  of  the  community. 
Let  me  endeavour  to  make  myself 
clearly  understood.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  perfectly  aware  that  the  whole 
strength  of  the  Liberal  organization 
throughout  the  country,  from  the  Cabi- 
net Ministers  of  high  standing  and  the 
future  Leaders  of  the  Party  down  to  the 
humblest  wire-puller  of  the  Caucus,  has 
been  occupied  during  the  last  month  in 
impressing  upon  the  agricultural  consti- 
tuencies of  this  country  that  they  are  kept 
out  of  their  rights,  and  that  the  whole 
and  the  sole  reason  why  a  particular 
Party  and  a  particular  class  are  keeping 
them  out  of  those  rights  is  that  purely 
selfish  motives  may  be  served.  Instead 
of  the  disqualification  teaching,  as  it  was 
intended  to  do,  a  stern  lesson  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  industry,  self-exertion,  self- 
reliance,  and  self-respect,  it  now  teaches 
nothing  but  class  prejudice  and  bitter 
political  feeling.  That  is  the  lesson  which 
is  being  spread  abroad  by  the  exertions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
followers  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  the  other.  The  salt  of  the  old  law  has 
lost  its  savour;  it  is  trampled  under  foot 
by  contending  factions ;  it  is  fit  only  to 
be  cast  away.  I  am  bound,  before  I  sit 
down — and  I  hope  it  will  be  admitted 
that  I  have  not  been  as  long  as  either  of 
my  Predecessors — to  say  something  re- 
specting the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell).  It  alleges  that  there 
is  no  distinction  between  the  different 
forms  of  destitution.  My  hon.  Friend 
asserts  that  every  kind  of  destitution, 
however  caused,  and  however  it  is  to  be 
remedied,  ought  to  be  classed  together. 

Mr.  J-  J.  Balfour 


If  my  hon.  Friend  is  of  that  opinion,  he 
ought  not  only  to  object  to  this  Bill,  but 
to  that  provision  of  the  Education  Aot 
which  enables  a  child  to  get  education. 
[Mr.  Pell:  I  did  object  to  it]  My 
hon.  Friend  will  admit  that  I  am  not 
introducing,  from  that  point  of  viewt 
any  innovation  in  legislation.  I  will  g^ 
further;  and  I  will  not  only  say  tluit 
the  Le^slature  has  drawn  a  distinction 
between  one  kind  of  destitution  and  an- 
other, but  that  it  has  also  drawn  the 
particular  distinction  which  the  Bill  now 
seeks  to  enforce.  This  was  done  by  the 
Municipal  Corporation  Acts,  when  it  was 
enacted  that  a  man  who  had  received 
medical  or  surgical  assistance  from  the 
trustees  of  some  charity  should  not,  on 
that  account,  be  disquedified  from  being 
enrolled  as  a  burgess.  Not  only  have 
distinctions,  therefore,  been  drawn  be- 
tween one  kind  of  destitution  and  an- 
other, but  distinctions  have  been  made  be- 
tween one  kind  of  relief  and  another  long 
before  this  legislation  was  introduced. 
As  a  proof  of  that,  I  need  go  no  further 
back  than  the  Irish  case.  My  hon. 
Friend  asks  the  House  to  deoUne  to 
draw  a  distinction  in  favour  of  enfran- 
chising those  who  obtain  relief  in  the 
form  of  medical  treatment  and  those 
who  are  compelled  to  accept  it  in  the 
form  of  bread.  It  is  too  late  to  ask  the 
House  to  do  that.  The  House  has  drawn 
such  distinction  in  the  most  emphatio 
language.  It  has  done  so  this  very 
Session.  Not  only  has  the  House  drawn 
the  distinction  that  my  hon.  Friend  asks 
it  not  to  draw,  but  the  natural  feelings 
of  mankind  have  drawn  a  distinction 
between  the  case  of  a  man  put  out  of 
work  by  some  unfortunate  accident,  but 
prepared  and  able  to  support  himself,  if 
nelped,  and  that  of  a  man  who  gives  up 
the  battle  of  life  and  asks  to  be  supported 
out  of  the  rates.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
distinction  is  as  profound  as  I  should 
like;  but,  as  I  have  said,  it  is  a 
distinction  which  has  not  only  been 
recognized  by  the  House,  and  it  is 
one  which  is  justified  by  the  na- 
tural feelings  of  mankind.  No  greater 
proof  of  that  oould  be  shown  than 
in  a  fact  which  has  come  to  my  know- 
ledge— namely,  the  circumstance  that  in 
more  than  one  constituency  at  the  pre- 
sent time  the  agents  of  the  two  Parties 
have  declined  to  make  medical  relief  a 
ground  for  seeking  to  take  a  man's  name 
&om  the  list  of  voters.    I  object  to  mj 
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hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  because  it 
asks  the  House  not  to  do  that  which  it 
has  done  more  than  once  in  the  most  em- 
phatic manner ;  and  I  also  object  to  it 
because  I  think  that  by  the  Amendment 
my  hon.  Friend  is  allying  himself  with 
those  from  whom  he  differs  most  pro- 
foundly. I  think  the  time  might  come 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
would  say — **  Why  do  not  you  extend 
this  relief  from  disqualification  on  ac- 
count of  the  receipt  of  medical  aid  to 
every  other  kind  of  aid  from  the  rates, 
since  you  hare  to-night  announced  that, 
in  your  Tiew,  there  is  no  distinction 
between  the  two  cases  at  all?"  If 
my  hon.  Friend's  object  is  to  defer 
such  an  erent  as  long  as  possible,  how 
can  he  consistently  go  into  the  Lobby 
and  do  the  very  thing  that  will  promote 
it  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  con- 
tends that  because  my  hon.  Triend  an- 
nounces that  there  is  no  distinction,  in 
his  mind,  between  medical  relief  and 
outdoor  i^ef,  both  should  equally  be 
made  no  ground  for  disqualifying  voters; 
and,  in  his  premises,  he  finds  an  ally  in 
a  Gentleman  who  differs  most  profoundly 
from  his  conclusion— I  mean  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Oourtney), 
who  belongs  to  what  may  be  oalled — 
I  will  not  say  the  antiquated,  but  the 
ancient  school  of  the  Liberal  Party 
The  hon.  Member  draws  his  creed 
from  the  ancient  traditions  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  at  a  time  when  the 
Liberal  Party  held  very  different 
opinions  from  those  which  they  now 
hold.  The  hon^  Member  still  believes 
in  what  is,  perhaps,  the  most  glorious 
page  of  Liberal  history — he  still  believes 
in  the  Poor  Law  Act  of  1 834,  and  in  that 
belief  he  stands,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  very 
much  alone  among  his  Friends ;  but  how 
can  my  hon.  Friend,  holding  that  belief, 
vote  ibr  the  abolition  of  the  only  dis- 
tinction which  now  divides  us  from  the 
removal  of  all  disqualification  on  ac- 
ooimt  of  outdoor  relief?  I  hope  that 
my  hon.  Friend  will  turn  these  things 
over  in  his  mind  before  he  gives  his 
vote.  For  my  part,  I  am  quite  clear  as 
to  the  vote  which  I  am  going  to  give, 
and  the  groimds  for  it.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  House  ought  to  be  asked  to 
accept  any  Bill  on  Party  grounds.  It  is 
not  on  Party  grounds  that  I  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment   in    the   Lobby   to-night.      The 


grounds  we  take  are  of  a  wider  kind. 
We  ask  the  House  to  throw  away  the 
husk  now  that  the  kernel  has  been  de- 
stroyed. The  spirit  which  has  ani- 
mated the  Poor  Law,  with  regard  to 
this  matter,  has  been  destroyed  by  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and  his 
Friends,  and  all  that  the  Government 
now  wish  is  to  cast  away  a  useless  and 
worn-out  machinery. 

Me.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  I  have 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  the  greatest  possible 
interest,  as  I  always  do  listen  to  his 
speeches,  and  I  may  say  that  there  is 
no  one  in  the  House  who  is  a  more 
sincere  admirer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's ability  than  I  am;  but  I  have 
listened  to  him  with  special  interest  on 
this  occasion,  because  there  was  a 
mystery  about  his  speech,  and  I  was 
not  able  to  discover,  until  the  conclud- 
ing sentences  of  it,  whether  the  speech 
was  inf  avour  of  the  Bill  or  against  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us,  in  his 
concluding  observations,  that  he  is  quite 
clear  as  to  the  way  in  which  he  is  going 
to  vote ;  and  I  think  it  will  come  as  a 
revelation  to  the  House,  after  a  speech, 
the  greater  part  of  which  has  been 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  intro- 
duced. The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  has 
certainly  contrived  most  admirably  to 
dissemble  his  love  for  the  Bill,  which 
has  been  introduced  on  the  authority  of 
the  Government  of  which  he  is  a  Mem- 
ber. At  the  outset  of  his  remarks  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  no 
necessity  for  him  to  reply  to  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  f6r 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  OoUings).  That 
appears  to  me  to  have  been  very  natural 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  evidently  has  very  little 
sympathy  with  the  views  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  Indeed,  he  has  very  little  sym- 
pathy, I  am  afraid,  with  the  clients  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  At  any  rate,  if  he  has 
any  sympathy  with  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers of  this  country,  he  has  con- 
trived, in  a  matter  which  closely  con- 
cerns them,  to  keep  that  sympathy 
absolutely  to  himself.  Not  one  word 
has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
which  showed  any  consideration  for  the 
difficulties  of  this  class,  the  necessities  of 
their  condition,  the  sacrifices  they  are 


Digitized  by 


Google 


991 


Medieal  Relief 


{COMMONS}       Disqualification,  ^e.  Bin.      992 


called  upon  to  makO;  or  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  medical  relief  becomes 
necessary;  but  he  has  supported  the 
Bill  wholly  and  entirely  on  the  ground 
that  a  statement  made  by  me,  after  the 
resiji^ation  of  the  late  Government,  has 
rendered  it  impossible  for  a  Oonservative 
Government  any  longer  to  offer  opposi- 
tion to  it. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOARD :  I  referred, 
not  to  the  late  Government,  but  to  the 
organization  over  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  presides. 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
have  paid  me,  or  the  organization  over 
which  he  has  mistakenly  said  that  I  pre- 
side, a  compliment  for  which  we  can  be 
more  grateful  than  that,  in  this  ques- 
tion, and  perhaps  in  many  others,  it 
may  control  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government.  Now,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  a 
portion  of  the  history  of  this  discussion, 
and  he  has  told  us,  with  perfect  truth, 
that  the  matter  has  been  more  or  less 
before  the  House  of  Commons  on  four 
separate  occasions,  and  that  on  three  of 
those  occasions  the  continuance  of  the  en- 
forcementof  this  disqualification  was  sup- 
ported from  the  then  Treasury  Bench.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  entitled 
to  whatever  credit  he  can  obtain  from 
the  fact  that  he  has  followed  the  late 
Advisers  of  the  Crown.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  omitted  to  continue 
the  history.  He  has  omitted  altogether 
to  tell  the  House  that  when  the  effect 
and  character  of  this  disqualification  be- 
came evident,  and  when  a  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons  decided  that  it 
ehould  be  removed,  that  decision  was 
frankly  accepted  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  when  the  matter  was  again 
raised  in  the  House  of  Lords  the  Mi- 
nisters present  in  that  House  supported 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  was  only  reversed  by  a  majority 
of  Tory  Peers.  But  even  if  it  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  Liberal  Government 
were  to  blame  for  the  view  they  took 
at  the  outset,  at  all  events  their  repent- 
ance came  a  little  earlier  than  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
Their  repentance  came  from  informa- 
tion given  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
of  the  matter ;  but  that  discussion  had 
no  effect  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
or  his  Friends. 

iff.  Chamberlain 


The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD:  We  had 
subsequent  information. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  Then  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  what 
the  information  was  that  subsequently 
brought  him  to  a  real  repentant  stage  ? 
We  know  what  converted  us  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  For  my  own  part,  I 
did  not  require  much  conversion,  be- 
cause I  had  never  voted  for  this  dis- 
qualification ;  but,  speaking  for  the  late 
Government  as  a  whole,  I  may  say  deli- 
berately that  we  had  no  idea  that  a  pro- 
vision which  had  existed  so  long  in  the 
boroughs,  without  serious  objection,  was 
open  to  BO  much  objection  when  it  was 
to  be  applied  to  the  new  constituencies 
in  the  counties.  The  effect,  however,  of 
this  provision  in  the  counties  had  be- 
come evident  to  us,  at  all  events,  in  the 
course  of  the  debates ;  and  it  was  proved 
to  our  satisfaction,  though  not  to  that 
of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, that  the  circumstances  of  the  rural 
population  varied  very  much  from  those 
in  the  borough  constituencies,  and  that 
this  provision  would  have  a  most  serious 
effect  in  disfranchising  many  of  those 
whom  we  desired  to  enfranchise.  Ac- 
cordingly, these  facts  were  brought  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  House  of  Lords 
by  the  then  Ministers ;  but,  in  spite  of 
that,  the  House  of  Lords  re-imposed 
the  disqualification  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  removed.  That  was  the 
position  of  the  late  Government,  and  it 
was  a  satisfactory  and  a  consistent  one, 
which  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  defend 
both  here  and  in  the  country.  But  now 
let  us  see  what  is  the  position  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  Up  to  the  time 
when  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  Lord  Balfour,  re-imposed  the 
disqualification,  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  all  of  opinion  that  no  case  had 
been  made  out  for  its  removal.  Has 
any  case  been  made  out  since  ?  Not  a 
bit.  Then,  why  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stand  up  in  his  place — evi- 
dently to  show  that  he  does  not  believe 
either  in  the  propriety,  the  morality,  or 
the  necessity  of  the  measure,  and,  never- 
theless, to  propose  it  ?  What  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seek  to  do  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  kind 
enough  to  attribute  the  passing  of  this 
measure  to  the  personal  influence  of  the 
humble  individual  who  is  now  addressing 
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the  House.  I  am  very  grateful  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  hope  that  my 
personal  influence  will  continue,  at  all 
events,  as  long  as  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment is  in  Office.  But  that  does 
not  altogether  satisfy  me.  I  want  to 
know  whether  there  is  any  other  in- 
fluence at  work  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends,  and  what 
other  reason  there  is  for  the  present 
Government  hringing  in  this  Bill,  except 
my  personal  influence?  What  is  the 
reason  of  the  sudden  conversion  of  the 
Conservative  Party  on  this  question? 
I  believe  that,  as  the  Conservatives  are 
now  in  power,  they  are  anxious  to 
show  the  future  agricultural  voters  that 
**  Codlin  is  their  friend,  and  not  Short.'* 
I  have  nothing  more  to  say.  ^Ironical 
cheers.^  I  like  to  hear  those  ironical 
cheers.  I  take  them  as  a  compliment, 
because  they  show  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  do  not  wish  me  to  say  anything 
more,  and  that,  therefore,  I  have  said 
enough  for  my  purpose  as  to  the  history 
of  this  matter.  I  will  now  turn  to  the 
merits  of  the  case.  The  rijj^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  given  to  the  House — I  con- 
fess that  I  could  not  follow  them  very 
closely — some  figures  which,  he  said, 
were  compounded  from  experience  in 
the  boroughs  and  rural  districts.  But 
the  House  has  to  look  to  the  figures 
obtained  from  the  rural  districts  alone, 
and  not  from  the  boroughs.  In  fact,  this 
question  afl^ects  boroughs  in  but  a  very 
slight  degree;  and,  possibly,  the  bo- 
roughs might  never  have  asked  for  a 
change  of  the  law  in  this  respect  as  far 
as  they  are  concerned.  In  the  counties, 
however,  it  is  very  diff'erent.  I  do  not 
know  from  what  sources  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  obtained  his  information ; 
and,  unless  we  are  supplied  with  a  He- 
port  from  the  whole  of  the  country,  I 
venture  to  think  that  statistics  from 
selected  constituencies  will  be  altogether 
insufficient  and  unsatisfactory. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  :  I  did  not  select  the  constitu- 
encies from  which  the  figures  were  ob- 
tained. 

Me.  chamberlain  :  Possibly  I 
am  in  error  upon  that  point,  and  the 
constituencies  have  been  selected,  not 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  at  his 
instance.  There  are  many  other  cases 
besides  those  which  have  been  cited  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,   which   are 
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known  to  me  and  my  Friends,  and  the 
information  which  I  have  received,  shows 
that,  unless  this  Bill  is  passed,  the  dis- 
franchisement, through  the  reception  of 
medical  relief,  will  be  of  the  most  serious 
character,  amounting,  in  some  oases, 
from  25  to  30,  and  in  others  to  50,  per 
cent  of  the  electors.  [The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his 
head  ;  but  if  he  reflects  for  a  moment,  he 
must  see  that  that  must  necessarily  be 
the  case.  The  extent  of  the  disfranchise- 
ment must  vary  in  different  places  and 
at  different  times.  It  varies  in  respect  of 
the  circumstances  of  a  particular  charac- 
ter. I  have  heard  of  one  instance,  in 
which  an  epidemic  of  measles  broke  out 
in  an  agricultural  district,  and  the  la- 
bourers there  were  invited  and  pressed 
to  receive  medical  relief  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  the  infection  from  spread- 
ing, and  is  it  to  be  said  that  because 
these  people  consented  to  receive  that 
medical  relief  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
munity, they  are  unfit  to  exercise  the 
franchise,  and  are  to  be  deprived  of  all 
their  civil  rights  ?  Probably  they  would 
have  no  choice  between  parish  relief  and 
incurring  a  debt  which  they  could  never 
pay.  But,  even  without  these  exceptional 
cases,  very  strong  grounds  have  been 
made  out  in  favour  of  the  Bill  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  so  unwillingly 
introduced.  I  do  not  care  about  the 
motives  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — I 
am  grateful  to  the  Government  for 
having  adopted  the  Radical  platform  in 
this  and  in  a  good  number  of  other  in- 
stances. It  is  a  great  satisfaction  to 
me,  that  although  I  do  not  admit  that 
this  Administration  is  likely  to  be  very 
long-lived,  yet,  at  all  events,  in  the 
course  of  its  brief  existence,  it  has  taken 
its  stand  upon  the  Radical  platform.  I 
am  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  having  introduced  this  Bill  against 
his  will,  and  I  am  still  more  grateful  to 
him  for  having  adopted  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoUings)  which  makes  it  retrospective. 
[Cries  o/  **  No  !  *']  No  ;  it  is  not  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
neither  is  this  Bill  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich ;  but  both  the  clause  and 
the  Bill  are  singularly  like  those  of  my 
hon.  Friend's.  Let  the  present  Adminis- 
tration take  all  the  credit  they  can  get 
for  the  introduction  and  passing  of  Radi- 
cal measures.    I  am  content  to  have 
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those  meaeures,  and  so  long  as  they  con- 
tinue to  introduce  and  to  pass  them,  I 
shall  recognize,  in  that  respect,  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment in  Office. 

Mb.  finch -HATTON:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  addressed 
the  House  concluded  his  remarks  by 
congratulating  the  Government  upon 
having  raised  Badical  politics  to  a 
higher  plane,  and  I  certainly  think  tbat 
if  they  can  succeed  in  doing  that  they 
will  establish  no  mean  claim  upon  the 
gratitude  of  the  country.  If  any  proof 
were  wanted  of  the  necessity  for  it,  it 
will  readily  be  found  in  the  two  speeches 
which  have  just  been  delivered  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  In  rising  to 
make  a  few  observations  upon  the  Bill,  I 
may  explain  that  I  do  so  for  two  reasons. 
First  of  aU,  that  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent  one  of  the  largest  agricultural 
constituencies  in  the  Kingdom,  and  one 
which  will  still  remain  so  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  new  Act;  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause I  have,  within  the  last  fortnight  or 
three  weeks,  addressed  that  constituency 
at  no  less  than  nine  or  ten  public  meet- 
ings, and  I  find  that  this  question  is  one 
which  commands  their  undivided  atten- 
tion. I  am  exceedingly  glad,  from  con- 
viction, to  be  able  to  support  the  Bill 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and,  in 
standing  upon  that  platform,  I  rather 
think  that  I  occupy  a  position  which 
both  Parties  in  the  State  are  trying  to 
attain,  but  which  neither  have  occupied 
very  long.  I  am  not  able  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell),  although,  in  matters  connected 
with  local  taxation,  I  have  generally 
agreed  with  the  views  he  has  expressed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  seemed  to  consider  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jessie  Ceilings)  as  scarcely  worthy 
of  attention,  and  I  so  far  agree  with  him 
that  I  think  most  of  the  arguments  ad- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  in  that  speech 
were  not  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Nevertheless,  as  they  were  not  ad- 
dressed so  much  to  the  House  as  to  per- 
sons outside  of  it,  and  as  the  speech  itself 
appeared  to  be  intended  not  so  much  to 
convince  the  House  of  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  as  to  convince  the  country  that  the 
political  opponents  of  the  hon.  Member 
are  the  enemies  of  the  working  classes, 
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I  certainly  think  that  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  deserve  some  no- 
tice. I  and  many  other  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  who  have 
lived  all  our  lives  among  the  agricul- 
tural labourers,  listened  with  bowed 
heads  to  the  homily  addressed  to  us 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  has  lived 
all  his  life  in  towns,  but  who,  never- 
theless, takes  so  much  pains  to  en- 
lighten us  from  the  labourers*  point  of 
view  as  to  what  they  really  want.  The 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  cruelty  and 
oppression  exercised  by  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians, and  I  understood  him  to  say  that 
with  a  few  honourable  exceptions  they 
make  it  their  business  to  take  care  of 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayer  only, 
whereas  they  ought  to  be  the  guardians 
of  the  poor.  Has  it  ever  occurred  to 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  that  a 
person  of  ordinary  intelligence,  who  de- 
sired to  do  his  duty,  might  possibly  be 
both,  and  that  there  is  nothing  incon- 
sistent in  his  being  the  guardian  of 
the  ratepayers  and  also  the  guardian 
of  the  poor.  Has  it  never  struck  him, 
when  he  talked  of  the  poorer  class  of 
ratepayers,  that  these  are  poor  persons 
who  are  required  to  pay  rates,  and 
who  ought  to  have  their  interests 
guarded  just  as  much  as  those  who 
receive  relief?  Many  persons  who  are 
very  poor  indeed  are  nevertheless  called 
upon  to  contribute  towards  poor  rates, 
and  of  my  own  knowledge  I  can  say 
that,  in  the  coimtry  districts,  they 
form  a  class  who  have  suffered  more 
than  any  other  during  the  late  depres- 
sion of  agriculture.  The  fact  that  the 
hon.  Member  must  have  known  of  the 
existence  of  such  persons  ought  to  have 
convinced  him  that  the  guardians  of  the 
poor  ought  not  only  to  study  the  interests 
of  the  pauper,  but  to  watch  carefully 
those  of  the  ratepayer,  and  in  so  doing  it 
will,  I  think,  be  found  that  the  two  duties 
are  not  inconsistent  with  each  other.  The 
hon.  Member  went  into  a  very  curious 
argument,  and  one  which  I  should  not 
have  expected  to  hear  from  either  side 
of  the  House,  when  he  proceeded  to  de- 
scribe friendly  societies  as  demoralizing 
institutions. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  I  am  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  does  not  wish  to 
misrepresent  what  I  said,  but  he  is  ab- 
solutely doing  so. 

MB.FINCH-HATTON:  Iwrotedown 
the  hon.  Member's  words  at  the  time. 
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Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  Will  the 
House  allow  me  to  say  that  I  never  used 
the  words  **  friendly  societies  "  through- 
out the  whole  of  my  speech. 

Mb.  FINOH-HATTON  :  The  hon. 
Member  may  have  said  **  clubs,"  which 
came  to  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Nor 
"clubs." 

Mr.  FINCH-HATTON  :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  draw  a  verbal  dis- 
tinction as  to  whether  he  meant  **  clubs  " 
or  **  friendly  societies." 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  I  neither 
spoke  of  clubs,  nor  friendlv  societies. 

Mb.  FINCH-HATTON:  Friendly 
clubs,  then.  I  have  the  words  "friendly 
societies  "  on  my  notes,  but  it  may  pos- 
sibly have  been  "clubs."  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  clubs  to  which  work- 
ing men  belonged,  and  I  am  quite  pro- 
pared  to  argue  the  question  out  in  the 
House ;  for  I  believe  I  can  convince  not 
only  the  House,  but  even  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  that  what  he  was  talk- 
ing of  was  what  we  generally  call 
**  &iendly  societies." 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  Not  at  aU. 

Mb.  FINCH-HATTON:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  talked  about  the  institutions 
to  which  the  working  classes  belonged, 
but  to  which  they  were  not  able  to  contri- 
bute sufficient  themselves  to  enable  them 
to  secure  the  benefits  insured  for,  and 
which,  therefore,  had  to  be  further  sup- 
ported by  the  subscriptions  of  charitable 
individuals.  Those  were  the  institutions 
— call  them  "clubs"  or  "friendly  so- 
cieties," or  what  you  will — of  which  the 
hon.  Member  spoke,  and  he  said  that 
they  were  demoralizing  on  this  extra- 
ordinary ground — that,  whereas  it  was 
demoralizing  for  a  person  to  accept 
charity  from  a  private  individual,  it  was 
not  demoralizing  to  accept  what  he  was 
pleased  to  call  public  charity  in  the 
shape  of  out-door  relief.  Has  it  ever 
struck  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  charity, 
to  be  charity  at  all,  must  in  its  very 
essence  be  voluntary  ?  You  cannot  call 
the  sum  wrung  from  the  ratepayers,  per- 
haps against  their  will,  charity ;  it  is  an 
abuse  of  terms  to  call  it  public  charity. 
I  understood  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  that,  while  it  is  not  de- 
grading to  accept  Poor  Law  relief,  which 
is  public  charity,  it  is  degrading  for  a 
poor  person  to  accept  private  charity. 
Now,  I  must  say  that  my  experience, 
and  I  think  I  ana  borne  out  by  the  ex- 


perience of  human  nature,  is  altogether 
contrary  to  that.  We  constantly  find, 
in  the  rural  districts,  persons  of  the 
higher  and  of  the  lower  class  who  are 
on  terms  of  perfect  friendship,  who  en- 
tertain the  greatest  respect  for  each  other, 
and  yet  the  one  is  constantly  in  the 
habit  of  giving  to  the  other,  and  the 
other  readily  accepts  the  gift.  But  we 
do  not  find  the  existence  of  such  a  feel- 
ing between  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
and  the  poor  persons  who  apply  for 
relief.  They  know,  although  they  may 
not  be  able  to  define  the  distinction, 
that  in  the  one  case  it  is  charity, 
because  it  is  given  from  the  heart, 
but  that  in  the  other  it  is  not,  be- 
cause it  is  wrung  from  an  involuntary 
contributor.  The  hon.  Member  went 
further,  and  he  charged  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House,  as 
if  it  were  a  peculiar  thing,  with  lying 
down  at  night  in  warm  beds,  with  the 
luxury  of  comfortable  pillows.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  luxury  is  confined  to  one 
side  of  the  House;  I  should  imagine 
that  the  beds  we  occupy  are  very  similar 
to  those  occupied  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, and  I  do  not  know  that  the  bed 
which  I  myself  occupy  is  warmer  than 
that  occupied  by  the  h6n.  Member.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  say 
so,  such  arguments  as  those  are  scarcely 
fair  as  between  class  and  class  ;  but  they 
have  the  effect — I  am  sure  uninten- 
tionally— of  obscuring  the  real  merits 
of  the  question.  One  word  with  regard 
to  the  merits  of  the  question  itself.  For 
my  part,  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman below  me  said  that,  logically,  it 
might  be  very  difficult  to  separate  the 
two  things — medical  relief  horn  other 
Poor  Law  relief — ^y  et  I  am  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  we  all  of  us  do  see  the  differ- 
ence, and  that  we  see  it  exemplified 
every  day  in  the  working  of  the  Poor 
Law.  We  find  that,  constantly,  the  great 
difficulty  we  have  in  our  agricultural 
villages  is  to  get  the  poor  to  send  for  a 
doctor  at  all ;  and  it  is  certainly  not  de- 
sirable, by  any  steps  we  may  take  in 
this  House,  to  add  to  that  difficulty. 
Then,  again,  there  is  a  difference  be- 
tween the  giving  of  ordinary  Poor 
Law  relief  and  the  medical  relief  which 
must  be  given  to  persons  who  live 
in  an  infected  district.  For  instance, 
an  epidemic  may  be  raging,  or  one  of 
those  cases  may  occasionally  occur  in  a 
labourer's  family  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  has  pointed  out,  and  which  may  be 
difficult  to  deal  with.     The  calling  in  of 
medical  aid  from  the  parochial  officer, 
in  such  a  case,  surely  ought  not  to  place 
the  person  who  receives  medical  relief 
of  that  kind  in   the  same  category  as 
those  who  receive  it  in  the   ordinary 
form   of   Poor  Law  relief.    "We    must 
remember  that,  in  all  cases,  disqualifica- 
tion, whether  by  the  receipt  of  medical 
relief  or  otherwise,  is  intended  to  be  a 
deterrent.     In  one  case  it  is  a  deterrent 
to  a  person  from  keeping  up  the  battle 
of  life,  when  by  going  on  he  might  be 
able,   by  his  own  exertions,   to  place 
himself  in  an  independent  position  ;  but 
in  the  other  it  is  a  deterrent  to  him  from 
sending  for  a  doctor  when  overtaken 
by   a  sudden    visitation.     If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  will  allow  me  to 
say  so,  I  think  the  weakest  part  of  his 
speech  was  that  in  which  he  failed  to  re- 
cognize the  great  benefit  derived  by  the 
working   classes  from    an    honest  in- 
dependence.    A  man  may  be  deterred 
from  making   an   effort   to   secure  an 
honest  independence  when  he  obtains 
the  ordinary  Poor  Law  relief ;  but  that 
is  not  the  case  when  the  question   is 
simply  one  of  obtaining  medical  assist- 
ance.    Perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  call  attention  to  a  fact  which  only  came 
to  my  knowledge  within  the  last  few 
days  during  my  visit  to  Lincolnshire. 
It  is,  however,  a  fact  of  some  signifi- 
cance, and  one  which  I  think  the  House 
will  do  well  to  bear  in  mind  on  future 
occasions.     When  a  case  of  this  sort 
comes  before  a  constituency,  and  the 
electors  of  the  country  generally,  it  is 
most  important  that  we  should  be  able 
to  discuss  it  on  its  merits,  instead  of 
being  simply  discussed,  as  has  now  be- 
come necessary,  as  a  mere  Party  Election 
cry.     I  have  found  it  extremely  difficult 
in  my  constituency  to  discuss  this  matter 
calmly  upon  its  merits  with  the  electors 
of  the  division.     Even  although  I  am 
myself  able  to  say  that  I  never  voted 
against  this  disqualification  being  re- 
moved, but,  on  the  contrary,  that  be- 
fore the  present  Government  had  given 
notice  ox  their  intention  of  bringing  in 
a  Bill  I  was  in  favour  of  it,  the  ques- 
tion put  to  me  within  the  last  few  days 
was  not — **  What  are  the  merits  of  the 
question  ?  "  but—"  Is  it  the  Tory  Party 
or  the    Liberal   Party    who    want    to 
deprive  a  poor  man  of  his  vote  because 
he  has  received   medical  relief?''     1 1 
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think  that  that  is  not  a  good  exam- 
ple to   set ;  and  I  am  afraid  that  if  I 
must  charge    any    individual    in    this 
House  with  the  responsibility  for  such  a 
state  of  things  having  arisen  it  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain).     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  attempted,  not, 
I  think,  with  very  much  success,  to  defend 
the  line  of  conduct  which  he  has  thought 
it  right  to  adopt  on  this  question  ;  but, 
curiously  enough,  he  has  brought  the 
history  of  it  down  only  to   a  certain 
point.    I  will  venture  to  remind  the 
House  that  there  was  a  further  stage 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  have  mentioned.    He  has  carried  the 
history  of  this  question  down  to  the 
time  when  it  left  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  it  has  since  that  time  again  been 
before  the  House  of  Commons.     He  has 
said  that  the  conversion  of  the  Members 
of  the  late  Government  was  brought 
about  after  the  previous  discussions  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  while  the 
measure  was  in  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
says  that  that  conversion  was  complete — 
that  as  soon  as  he  found  there  were  a 
number  of  voters  in  the  counties  who 
would  be  disqualified  by  the  receipt  of 
medical  relief,  and  who  would  be  greater 
than  in  the  boroughs — a  fact  which  I 
understand  my  right  hon.  Friend  below 
me  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  deny — [Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour  :  Hear,  hear!]— -as  soon  as 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
became  convinced  of  that,  although  he  has 
never  condescended  to  explain  upon  what 
grounds— and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President    of   the    Local    Government 
Board  says  there  are  no  grounds  at  all 
— from  that  moment  he  dates  the  conver- 
sion, and  the  complete  conversion,  of 
himself  and  his  Party.     The  assertion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  it 
was  after  the  Bill  left  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  while  it  was  undergoing 
discussion  in  the  House  of  Lords,  that 
the  change  was  brought  about.     But 
when  the  House  of  Lords  restored  the 
Bill  to  the  condition  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment twice  insisted  upon  placing 
it,  the  measure  came  before  the  House 
of  Commons  once  more  for  considera- 
tion.   The  House  must  remember  that 
this  was  after  the  complete  conversion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to 
the  merits  of  the  Bill.    But  how  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  act  when  the  ques- 
tion of  rejecting  or  accepting  the  Lords* 
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Amendments  came  before  the  House  ? 
A  final  attempt  was  made  to  alter  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the 
.House  of  Commons,  by  a  majority  of  170 
to  66,  agreed  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment retaining  the  disqualification;  and 
among  the  Members  who  voted  in  favour 
of  retaining  it  were  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  and  12  of  the  Colleagues 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
whose  complete  conversion  had  been 
entirely  and  once  for  all  accomplished 
on  the  previous  discussion  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  was  announced  to  the 
House  of  Lords  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
ThuR,  on  the  first  opportunity  when  that 
conversion  ought  to  have  borne  forth 
the  fruits  of  repentance,  when  the  Lords' 
Amendment  was  before  the  House  of 
Commons  and  might  have  been  altered, 
instead  of  voting  for  altering  it,  and 
voting  for  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  was  his  conviction  at  that  time, 
all  the  Members  of  the  Government  who 
were  in  the  House  at  the  time  voted  in 
favour  of  retaining  the  disqualification. 
Li  the  light  of  that  historic  fact,  I  must 
say  that  the  statement  recently  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  outside  this  House  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  one  of  the  most  ex- 
traordinary ever  put  forward  by  a  re- 
sponsible politician.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  reported — and,  I  believe, 
correctly — to  have  said — 

"  What  the  Tories  hare  not  dared  to  do  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  they  put  up  their  con- 
federates to  do  in  the  House  of  Lords,*  and  hy 
making  medical  relief  a  disqualification  for  the 
franchise,  they  took  away  with  the  one  hand 
what  they  gave  with  the  other.  This  is  mon- 
strous injustice.  It  is  an  iniquity  which,  if  not 
set  right  in  this  Parliament,  it  will  he  the  first 
duty  of  the  new  Parliament  to  correct ;  and  I  do 
not  douht  the  country  will  he  able  to  judge  be- 
tween the  two  Parties  in  the  State.*' 

I  do  not  doubt  that  they  will.  I  put  it 
to  the  House  whether  that  speech,  if  it 
gave  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  no- 
thing but  the  truth,  ought  not  to  have 
read  in  this  manner — **  What  the  Libe- 
ral Government  have  three  times  done 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  the  Tories 
have  done  in  the  House  of  Lords." 
That  is  how  the  speech,  to  have  been  a 
complete  exposition  of  the  facts  of  the 
case,  ought  to  have  read  ;  but  that  would 
not  have  suited  the  purpose  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 


mingham. I  think  truth  is  one  of  the 
greatest,  if  not  the  prime,  necessity 
of  English  politics,  and  it  has  always 
been  held  to  be  so.  Of  course,  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  reputation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham.  It  is  neither  better,  nor 
worse,  as  far  as  I  know — except  that 
he  is  in  a  more  responsible  position 
— than  that  of  many  who  go  about  the 
country  imposing  upon  the  credulity 
of  the  people.  But  I  do  say  that  I  be- 
lieve that  truth  is  still  so  valued  in 
English  politics  that  the  people  of  this 
country  will  never  allow  a  statesman  to 
lead  who  has  once  been  convicted  of  so 
gross  an  attempt  to  mislead.  I  have  risen 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  giving  one  or  two 
reasons  for  my  own  wish  to  support  the 
Bill,  and  also  to  lay  before  the  House 
the  significant  fact  that  it  has  become 
impossible  any  longer  to  discuss  the  Bill 
upon  its  merits  in  the  country,  the 
reason  of  that  impossibility  being  the 
perversion  of  facts — I  can  call  it  nothing 
else— which  has  been  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham.  That  has  been  my  task. 
It  will  be  the  task  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  reconcile  the  statement  to 
which  I  have  referred  with  the  conduct 
of  an  honourable  and  a  truthful  poli- 
tician. I  cannot  conceive  a  more  difficult 
one. 

LoKD  EDWAED  CAVENDISH  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  stated  in  his 
speech  that  this  question  was  one  of  a 
momentous  character.  Those  were  words 
which,  from  the  subject  itself,  and  from 
the  speeches  which  followed  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  appeared  to  him 
to  be  well-advised ;  and  it  would  have 
been  almost  impossible  to  listen  to  the 
three  or  four  last  speeches  made  without 
thinking  that  the  question  had  not  been 
discussed  in  a  spirit  adapted  to  the  occa- 
sion. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  said 
that  he  would  endeavour  to  give  some 
reason  in  support  of  the  vote  which  he 
would  be  prepared  to  give.  He  (Lord 
Edward  Cavendish)  confessed  that  that 
was  a  question  which  had  received  for  a 
long  time  anxious  attention  on  his  part ; 
and  he  had  come  down  that  evening  to 
listen  to  the  discussion  that  would  take 
place,  in  order  to  hear  the  arguments 
which   would    be    used    by    Her  Ma,- 
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JGsty's  Government  to  justify  them- 
selves in  brin^iog  this  measure  before 
the  House.  He  should  have  been  very 
glad  indeed  to  have  heard  arguments  ad- 
duced in  that  debate  which  would  have 
enabled  him  to  support  the  measure 
brought  forward;  but  he  regretted  to 
say  that  that  was  not  the  case,  and  he 
felt  that  the  Bill  was  not  only  not  neces- 
sary, but  that  it  was  a  Bill  calculated 
to  do  a  considerable  amount  of  harm. 
It  was  calculated  still  further  to  increase 
the  difhculties  of  those  administering 
the  Poor  Law,  who  conceived  it  to  be 
their  duty,  as  far  as  possible,  to  relieve 
only  those  who  were  absolutely  desti- 
tute, never  forgetting  that  there  were 
thousands  of  ratepayers  who  were  them- 
selves only  one  degree  removed  from 
pauperism.  The  Poor  Law  system  was 
of  the  most  delicate  and  sensitive  cha- 
racter; and  it  seemed  to  him  that  if 
they  once  introduced  the  principle  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  of  removing  the  dis- 
qualification for  electoral  rights  of  those 
who  received  medical  relief,  they  would 
be  destroying  one  of  the  great  safe- 
guards against  pauperism.  He  had 
said  that  he  considered  this  Bill  an  un- 
necessary Bill ;  and  for  that  statement 
he  would  briefly  give  his  reasons.  For 
many  years  he  had  taken  part  in  the 
affairs  of  two  probably  as  large  Unions 
as  there  were  in  England,  with  a  large 
population  for  the  area  they  covered  ; 
and  in  those  two  Unions,  one  of  which 
had  a  population  of  20,000,  and  the 
other  a  larger  population,  he  found  that 
there  was  not  a  single  instance  of  medi- 
cal relief  having  been  given  last  year 
in  the  case  of  the  former,  and  that  in 
the  other  Union,  with  a  population  of 
40,000,  or  nearly  as  large  as  the  new 
constituencies  that  had  been  created, 
there  had  been  only  17  cases  of  medical 
relief,  and  in  many  of  those  no  vote  would 
have  been  lost.  It  was  the  opinion  of 
the  vast  majority  at  the  conferences  of 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians,  that  medical 
relief  was,  in  numbers  of  cases,  only  the 
beginning  of  pauperism,  and  that  the 
spirit  of  independence  being  once  sapped, 
resort  to  the  Poor  Law  for  general  re- 
lief soon  followed.  The  position  of  the 
two  Unions  with  respect  to  medical  re- 
lief, which  he  had  just  referred  to,  was 
due  to  the  fact  that  everyone  in  them 
who  took  an  interest  in  Poor  Law 
affairs  tried  to  induce  the  poorer  popula- 
tion to  join   provident  societies.      He 
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believed  that  the  reason  why  medical 
relief  in  those  Unions  had  been  so  slight 
was  that  this  system  had  very  extensiTely 
prevailed.  If  that  was  the  case  in  those 
two  Unions,  he  failed  to  see  why  it 
should  not  be  so  in  other  parts  of  the 
country ;  and  he  thought  himself  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  if  the  measure  were 
passed  as  it  would  be  passed  by  the  two 
Front  Benches,  the  discouragement  that 
would  be  caused  by  reducing  the  num- 
ber of  persons  who  joined  these  provi- 
dent societies  would  be  most  disastrous 
in  its  effect  upon  the  country.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  the  question  how  far  he  intended 
to  go  in  this  direction  ?  "Was  he  pre- 
pared to  go  farther  than  the  Bill  before 
the  House  ?  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  :  No, 
no  !~|  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
sented. It  was  difficult  to  say  how  far 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  to  go ; 
but  they  had  shown  themselves  very  apt 
pupils  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  by  adopting  the  mea- 
sures coming  from  that  side  of  the  House. 
Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared 
to  carry  out  the  hon.  Gentleman's  theory 
— that  no  Poor  Law  relief  should  be  a 
disqualification  ?  If  so,  he  (Lord  Edward 
Cavendish)  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  would  have  the 
courage  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  remove 
every  disqualification  of  the  kind  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  assured 
that  this  question  would  be  pressed  upon 
him  still  further,  and  that  the  time 
would  come  when  he  would  be  obliged 
to  say  whether  or  not  he  was  prepared 
to  extend  the  franchise  to  paupers.  He 
regretted  that  the  measure  had  been 
introduced  at  all,  and  he  regretted  far 
more  the  rivalry  which  there  seemed  to 
be  between  the  two  Front  Benches  to 
outbid  each  other  in  appealing  to  the 
prejudices  of  the  people. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this 
occasion.  It  appeared  to  him  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), as  contrasted  with  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  that  there 
were  still  two  opinions  as  to  whether 
this  measure  would  have  a  large  or 
small  operation.  His  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth's)  own  opinion  had  always  been 
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that  it  would  have  a  very  small  opera- 
tion ;  and  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  could 
rely  on  this  Bill  as  expressing  the  whole 
of  that  which  he  intended  to  do,  and  if 
he  could  rely  on  the  existing  machinery 
for  carrying  it  out,  he  thought  its  opera- 
tion would  be  very  small  indeed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  had  mentioned  acasewithin 
his  knowledge,  where  50  per  cent  of  the 
population  would  be  disfranchised  un- 
less the  Bill  became  law.  He  gathered 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  al- 
luding to  a  case  in  which,  owing  to  an 
epidemic,  a  large  number  of  persons 
were  maintained  in  hospital  at  the  cost 
of  the  rates.  But  he  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  would  point  out  that  those  were 
cases  which  would  not  be  met  by  this 
Bill.  The  Bill  did  not  touch  them. 
They  were  very  hard  cases,  and  they  were 
of  frequent  occurrence  in  London ;  and 
he  had  always  desired  to  see  a  change 
in  the  law  by  which  the  hospitals  in 
London  and  elsewhere  should  be  treated 
not  as  pauper  establishments.  In  read- 
ing the  provisions  of  the  Bill  he  was 
disappointed  to  find  that  so  little  secu- 
rity had  been  provided  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  relief  would  be  administered. 
He  entirely  trusted  the  Report  of  the 
Inspectors  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  were  as  energetic  a  body  of 
men  as  it  was  possible  to  find,  and  when 
they  said  that  only  2  per  1,000  of  the 
population  would  be  brought  within 
the  purview  of  the  Bill,  he  was  satis- 
fied that  they  knew  exactly  what  they 
meant — that  was,  that  only  2  per  1,000 
of  the  population  took  medical  relief 
with  the  addition  of  medical  comforts 
which  supported  life,  and  which,  in  nine 
case  out  of  ten,  in  his  experience,  ac- 
companied it.  But  how  was  the  over- 
seer to  discriminate  between  the  two 
cases  ?  He  should  have  thought  that  the 
Local  Government  Board,  with  its  great 
machinery,  would  have  afforded  some 
assistance  in  this  matter  by  introducing 
dauses  into  the  Bill,  or  by  some  other 
means.  When  they  came  to  consider  the 
Bill  further,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
look  into  this  part  of  fiie  subject.  When 
he  had  the  honour  to  occupy  the  Office 
now  filled  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  he 
was  constantly  entreated  by  the  ad- 
vocates of  private  Poor  Law  adminis- 
tration to  enforce  upon  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians throughout  the  country  the  desira- 
bleness of  giving  medical  relief  on  loan. 


The  subject  had  been  very  often  dis- 
cussed, and  the  doctrines  relating  to  it 
were  very  well  known.  The  Union  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  was  in  his 
own  neighbourhood,  and  he  was  aware 
of  the  careful  administration  and 
watchfulness  with  which  the  Guardians 
had  been  able  to  get  rid  of  medical 
relief  altogether.  In  other  Unions, 
which  were  not  so  well  administered, 
that  had  not  been  possible,  and  they 
had  heard  of  instances  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  Devonshire  and 
Somersetshire,  where  19  or  20  per  cent 
of  the  neighbouring  populalion  would 
be  excluded  from  the  franchise  if  this 
Bill  did  not  pass.  Here  they  had  to 
balance  between  political  considerations, 
when,  at  a  moment  like  this,  they  were 
enfranchising  vast  numbers  of  the  people, 
and  the  strict  doctrines  of  political  eco- 
nomy which,  if  pushed  too  far,  would 
sometimes  provoke  reaction.  He  had 
always  declined,  in  his  own  case,  to  ad- 
vocate, by  any  pressure  of  General 
Orders,  the  enforcement  upon  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  method  of  giving  medical 
relief  on  loan,  as  he  had  distinctly 
pointed  out  that  in  London  and  in  the 
large  cities  in  the  North  there  was  so 
much  hospital  accommodation  to  be  ob- 
tained gratuitously  that  it  was  absurd 
to  expect  a  greater  amount  of  political 
virtue  from  the  inhabitants  of  villages 
than  was  required  from  the  inhabitants 
of  towns.  So  long  as  the  great  London 
hospitals  failed  to  extract  a  small  pay- 
ment from  persons  using  the  hospitals 
who  were  very  well  able  to  pay,  so  long 
he  would  not  be  inclined  to  put  medical 
relief  on  the  same  basis  as  workhouse 
relief.  At  the  same  time  the  distinction 
was  a  very  slight  one,  and  he  thought  it 
was  for  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  take 
care  that  while  the  Bill  went  so  far  it 
should  go  no  farther.  No  one  in  that 
House,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings), 
had  advocated  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  to  out-door  paupers.  The  out- 
door pauper  had  been  described  as  a 
labourer  who  fell  a  victim  to  circum- 
stances and  became  the  recipent  of  out- 
door relief.  There  must  be  some  of  that 
class  for  whom  they  all  had  the  utmost 
sympathy ;  but  the  instances  were  very 
rare  of  fathers  of  families  being  out- 
door paupers,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  description  given  of  the  out« 
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door  pauper  was,  in  many  cases,  at  all 
aoourate.  He  felt  and  believed  that  more 
harm  would  be  done  by  rejecting  the 
Bill  than  by  pushing  it  forward.  He 
thought  that  in  many  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, under  ordinary  circumstances,  for 
disqualification  in  respect  of  receipt  of 
medical  relief,  the  individual  voter 
would  not  be  so  much  responsible  as 
the  Guardians,  who  had  imperfectly 
administered  the  law.  Therefore,  pro- 
vided that  in  case  the  Bill  went  on, 
they  were  assured  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  were  prepared,  on  their 
responsibility,  to  secure  that  the  Bill 
should  act  in  the  way  that  had  been 
described  and  within  the  limitations 
that  had  been  laid  down,  he  was,  for 
his  part,  content  that  it  should  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Mr.  COUETNEY:  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Courtney,) 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach)  :  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press 
this  Motion.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
House  will  listen  to  him  with  that  atten- 
tion that  his  remarks  are  certain  to  de- 
serve, if  he  will  but  make  them  now; 
and,  in  that  case,  I  think  we  might 
very  well  conclude  the  debate  this  evening. 
The  Bill  will  be  put  down  as  first  Order 
on  Tuesday.  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  are  opposed  to  the  Bill — I  think  I 
might  even  appeal  to  them — will  recol- 
lect that  this  matter  ought  to  be  decided 
at  once.  I  think  I  may  certainly  appeal 
to  the  great  majority  of  the  House  to 
allow  the  debate  to  be  finished  to-night. 

Mr.  pell  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  consent  to  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment.  He  wished  to  say  that 
he  supported  it  from  no  desire  to  defeat 
the  passing  of  an  enactment.  It  was 
perfectly  well  known  by  those  who  took 
an  interest  in  the  question  that  there 
were  several  hon.  Members  who  were 
anxious  to  address  the  House  on  the 
merits  of  the  Bill,  not  in  any  Party 
spirit,  on  the  one  side  of  the  House  or 
the  other.  As  opinions  were  much  more 
equal  on  both  sides  of  this  question,  and 
as  a  large  amount  of  support  was  likely 
to  be  given  to  his  (Mr.  Pell's)  Amend- 
ment,, he  hoped  the  Government  would 
consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
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bate  to  enable  hon.  Members  to  address 
the  House  at  some  later  period. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  do 
hope  the  House  will  support  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  resisting  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  After  all,  although  this 
is  a  reasonably  important  question,  it 
is  not  a  complicated  one.  It  is  one  that 
lies  within  comparatively  narrow  limits, 
and  that  has  not  been  discussed  to-night 
for  the  first  time.  It  has  been  before 
the  House  on  several  occasions ;  its  bear- 
ings are  thoroughly  well  imderstood. 
We  have  had  some  very  able  speeches 
on  both  sides  of  the  question ;  we  are  in 
a  very  advanced  stage  of  the  Session  ; 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  everybody  in 
the  House  or  out  of  it  will  understand 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  as  only 
meaning  an  attempt  to  shelve  the  Bill. 
[**  No,  no ! "]  No  other  interpretation 
can  be  placed,  on  a  Motion  of  the  kind, 
and  I  hope  that  those  who,  like  myself, 
are  sincerely  anxious  that  this  Bill 
should  be  passed,  will  resist  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment  as  far  as  ever  they 
can. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  begged 
to  offer  his  support  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  his  opposition  to  the  Motion, 
but  upon  precisely  opposite  grounds. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  objected  to 
the  Bill,  and  who  intended  to  vote 
against  it ;  but  he  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell)  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Courtney)  not  to  give  any  colour 
to  the  belief  that  might  be  created  that 
this  was  a  factious  opposition.  His 
opposition  —  and,  he  believed,  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pell) — was  one  of 
principle,  and  he  did  not  desire  to  delay 
the  measure  from  any  improper  motive. 
He  was  prepared  to  state  why  he  could 
not  support  the  Bill,  and,  when  the  next 
stage  was  reached,  should  certainly  do 
so.  The  House  would  listen  >vith  great 
attention  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney), 
if  he  liked  to  make  his  speech  now ;  or 
he  could  make  it  on  the  Motion,  *'  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,"  and 
he  would  find  the  House  equally  atten- 
tive. He  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  was  sure 
the  sense  of  the  House  was  in  favour  of 
taking  the  second  reading  that  night. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  hopied  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
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the  Exchequer  would  accept  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
liskeard.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Home  Secretary  had  said  the  merits 
of  the  question  were  thoroughly  under- 
stood ;  but  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  begged 
most  distinctly  to  say  that,  so  far  as  he 
was  personally  concerned,  he  supported 
the  Motion  solely  on  the  ground  that  the 
bearings  of  the  question  were  not,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  fairly  understood  at  this 
moment.  He  did  not  desire  to  go  into 
the  merits  of  the  BiU  in  the  smallest 
degree.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Balfour)  had  stated,  on  the  authority  of 
statistics,  that  no  more  than  2  per 
1,000  of  the  population  would  be  dis- 
franchised for  receiving  medical  relief; 
but  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  stated  a  pro- 
position the  reverse  of  that  —  that,  in 
fact,  30  or  40  per  cent  of  the  voters 
would  be  disfranchised  in  some  districts. 
That  was  a  discrepancy  which  almost 
made  it  necessary  that  the  House  should 
have  still  further  time  to  consider  the 
matter.  He  was  quite  sure  that  nothing 
like  factious  opposition  was  intended  by 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Liskeard,  and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  went  to  a  division,  he  should 
certainly  support  him. 

Mb.  HENEAGE,  who  rose  amid 
cries  of  "  Divide ! "  said,  it  was  all 
y^Tj  well  to  cry  ** Divide!"  but  there 
were  some  of  them  who  fought  this 
question  when  it  was  not  so  popular 
as  it  was  now,  and  who  had  fought  it 
on  every  occasion  they  could  —  even 
when  they  had  the  two  Front  Benches 
against  them.  Thoy  had  to  thank  nei- 
ther of  the  two  Front  Benches  for  the 
position  they  were  now  in.  He  did  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  stand  to  his 
guns,  and  that  even  though  it  might  be 
necessary  to  go  on  dividiug  until  4 
o'clock,  he  would  not  allow  this  obstruc- 
tion to  succeed. 

Mb.  ackers  said,  he  rose  to  support 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment.  [^Criea  of 
**  Divide  I  "]  He  did  so  on  the  ground — 
[Zoud  and  continuous  cries  of**  Divide !  "] 
He  thought  that  those  Gentlemen  who 
desired  to  make  progress  with  the  Bill 
had  better  hear  him  patiently,  for  he 
was  determined  to  remain  there  until 
they  were  silent.  This  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment was  a  right  and  proper  one, 
because  they  had  heard  from  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Home  Secre- 
tary that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  thought  the  House  ought  to  hear 
from  so  high  an  authority  in  the  late 
Government  the  reasons  which  had  in- 
duced him  to  change  his  opinion  on  this 
subject.  There  were  many  other  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
as  well  as  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
who  desired  the  adjournment.  He 
earnestly  hoped,  therefore,  that  in  the 
interests  of  those  who  desired  to  pass 
the  Bill,  as  well  as  those  who  desired 
that  justice  should  be  consulted  before 
expediency,  the  House  would  consent  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Question,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned, ''  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to  say 
one  word  before  the  House  divided.  The 
Bill  proposed  a  disqualification  in  con- 
nection with  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
which  had  never  existed  before.  He 
considered  it  unfair  to  introduce  that 
disqualifying  provision,  and  the  Go- 
vernment, he  thought,  should  take  care 
that  the  Bill  was  a  qualifying  one,  and 
did  nothing  of  a  disqualifying  character. 
In  Ireland,  under  the  existing  law, 
questions  bearing  upon  Municipal  and 
Poor  Law  elections  were  decided  by  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  there  was 
no  disqualification  before  that  Court  on 
account  of  receipt  of  medical  relief. 
They  now  said  that  this  Bill  should 
apply  in  all  cases  except  to  elections  for 
Poor  Law  Guardians.  So  far  as  ho  knew 
there  never  had  been  such  a  disqualifica- 
tion, and  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  most 
absurd  thing  in  a  Bill  of  this  character 
to  pass  such  a  law  by  reason  of  the  con- 
struction of  a  Statute  which  had  never 
existed  before.  In  Committee,  he  should 
ask  the  Government  to  pass  a  provision 
declaring  ''that  the  Bill  shall  not  dis- 
qualify in  any  case  where  no  previous 
disqualification  existed." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  279 ;  Noes 
20  :  Majority  259.— (Div.  List,  No.  232.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  he  had  lost 
his  right  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  and  he  did 
not  wish  to  make  a  speech  upon  it  now. 
He  rose  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  would  so  arrange 
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that  the  Motion  to  go  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill  should  he  put  down  as  the  first 
Order,  so  that  they  might  have  a  fair 
discussion  on  that  occasion  ?  He  did 
not  suppose  that  the  Committee  stage 
itself  would  occupy  a  very  long  time ; 
and,  nnder  the  circumstances,  he  did 
not  think  his  request  was  unreason- 
able. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  Yes,  Sir ;  we  will  put  the  Bill 
first  for  Tuesday. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesday  next. 

BANKRUPTCY    (OFFICE    ACCOMMODA- 
TION) [PAYMENT  OF  DEFICIENCY]. 
COMMITTEE.      RESOLUTION. 

Matter  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  any  deficiency  which  may 
arise  in  the  Bankruptcy  Estates  Account,  in 
consequence  of  the  payment  by  the  Treasury  of 
sums  for  providing  office  accommodation  for 
officers  appointed  under  "  The  Bankruptcy  Act, 
1883." 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

BANKRUPTCY    (OFFICE    ACCO^^IMODA- 

TION)  BILL.-[BiLL  215.] 

{Sir  Henry  MoUandf  Baron  Henry  De  Worms.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he  desired  some 
explanation  of  the  Bill.  He  had  under- 
stood that  the  object  of  the  measure  was 
to  meet  a  possible  deficiencj  in  the  work- 
ing of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  On  reading 
the  Bill,  he  found  it  was  intended  that 
the  expense  of  providing  office  accommo- 
dation was  to  be  met  out  of  the  funds  of 
bankrupts  estate.  There  was,  how- 
ever, the  further  provision  that  in  case 
of  an  insufficiency  in  the  funds  of  the 
bankrupt  estates,  the  requisite  amount 
was  to  be  made  up  by  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  Now,  they  had  already  taken  a 
very  heavy  Vote  for  Bankruptcy,  and  he 
contended  that  there  was  no  surplus 
until  all  the  expenses  had  been  provided 
for,  A  Bill,  therefore,  which  proposed 
to  provide  for  the  expensive  construction 

Mr.  Courtney 


of  Bankruptcy  Courts  out  of  the  funds  of 
bankrupt  estates,  and  to  charge  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  any  deficiency  there 
might  be,  was  one  which  ought  to  be 
very  carefully  watched  by  the  House. 
Before  they  went  into  Committee,  he 
would  like  to  know  what  was  the  esti- 
mate of  the  cost  of  the  buildings  for 
Bankruptcy  offices  throughout  the  King- 
dom ?  It  was  a  very  serious  thing  if,  in 
addition  to  the  very  heavy  Vote  to  sup- 
ply the  deficiency  in  connection  with 
Bankruptcy,  the  taxpayers  of  the  coun- 
try were  to  be  called  upon  to  meet  an 
indefinite  expenditure  for  the  ereotion  of 
Bankruptcy  offices.  He  did  not  think 
hon.  Members  would  be  doing  their  duty 
to  the  people  of  the  country  if  they  did 
not  obtain  some  idea  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  probable  amount  which 
would  be  extended  on  buildings,  and  as 
to  the  sum  the  Consolidated  Fund  would 
have  to  supply. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  it 
would  be  observed  that,  in  the  first  place, 
there  must  be  a  surplus  on  the  Bankrupt 
Estates  Account,  and  that,  in  the  second 
place,  there  was  a  large  discretion  given 
to  the  Treasury  as  to  whether  they  would 
allow  any  of  the  surplus  to  be  expended 
in  the  erection  of  buildings.  The  Trea- 
sury would  also  have  ample  discretion  as 
to  what  sums  should  be  expended  in  pro- 
viding office  accommodation.  Theamount 
of  accommodation  required  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  "Whitley) 
might  rest  assured  that  the  Treasury 
would  not  grant  any  part  of  the  surplus 
for  a  building  which  was  not  required, 
and  that  they  would  closely  check  the 
expenditure.  If  the  surplus  was  not 
sufficient  to  meet  the  demand,  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  was  to  be  made  liable, 
and  he  must  ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  place 
some  reliance  upon  the  discretion  of  the 
Treasury,  and  upon  their  care  that  the 
money  would  not  be  wastef ully  ex- 
pended. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Provision  of  office  accommo- 
dation out  of  surplus  funds  payable  to 
Treasury  under  46  &  47  Vic.  c.  52, 
s.  76). 
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Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

POOR  LAW  U^S'IONS'  OFFICERS   (IRE- 

LAND)    BILL. 

(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke.) 

[bill     214.]         COMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

CoLoxEL  NOLAN  said,  he  would  like 
to  know  who  had  asked  for  the  Bill  ?  It 
was  hardly  possible  to  conceive  a  case 
in  which  the  **a'*  portion  of  the  2nd 
clause  could  arise.  He  would  really 
like  to  know  what  was  the  case  contem- 
plated by  the  clause  ?  There  was  a  most 
dangerous  provision  for  shortening  the 
notice.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  was  Chair- 
man of  two  Unions,  and  he  was  proposed 
as  Chairman  of  a  third,  but  was  beaten 
by  two  votes.  The  ex  oJHeio  Guardians 
were  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Union,  while  the  elected  Guardians,  who 
voted  for  him,  were  for  keeping  up  the 
Union.  It  was  possible  that  the  Bill 
would  be  put  in  force  in  that  case. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that,  some  months 
ago,  he  was  asked  by  the  officers  of  the 
Newport  Union,  in  County  Mayo,  to 
point  out  in  the  House  the  hardship  of 
their  position.  Their  Union  had  been 
amalgamated  with  the  Westport  Union  ; 
and  they  asked  why  they  should  not 
have  some  compensation  on  the  aboli- 
tion of  office  ?  It  was  not  in  the  power 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  or  the 
Guardians,  to  allow  any  payment  out  of 
the  rates  in  such  circumstances.  As  the 
Bill  enabled  Guardians  to  make  some 
compensation,  if  they  saw  fit,  he  thought 
it  marked  a  great  advance  upon  the  Bill 
brought  in  a  couple  of  years  ago  to  en- 
able superannuations  to  be  given  to  the 
Union  officers.  The  previous  Bill  was 
one  which  put  the  power  into  the  hands 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
gave  the  local  Guardians  no  power 
whatever  in  the  matter.  By  this  Bill, 
they  had  compelled  the  Government  to 
come  down  from  their  high  porch  and 
give  power  to  local  Guardians. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had  anticipated 
the  explanation  of   the  Bill   he  (Mr. 


Holmes)  had  intended  to  give.  It  would 
be  observed  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  Bill  which  enabled  any  Union  to  be 
abolished.  That  was  done  by  different 
legislation,  and  when  it  was  done,  hard- 
ship was  very  often  done  to  the  officers. 
The  object  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  was 
to  supply  a  superannuation.  In  those 
cases,  as  the  House  was  aware,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  the  holder  of  an 
office  which  was  abolished  was  entitled 
to  some  kind  of  superannuation ;  he  was 
also  similarly  entitled  if  he  were  obliged 
to  resign  on  account  of  infirmity.  In- 
stead of  giving  the  power,  which  was 
done,  he  believed,  by  the  Bill  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  alluded,  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  it  was  left  in  the  hands 
of  the  Guardians  themselves.  This  was 
evidently  a  harmless  Bill,  but  eminently 
a  just  Bill.  He  respectfully  asked  the 
House  to  allow  it  to  pass. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said  that  the  formerBill 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Holmes)  gave  com- 
pulsory powers  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board ;  but  this  was  a  much 
narrower  and  different  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
made  himself  clear  whether  the  process 
of  amalgamation  was  intended  to  be 
carried  out  to  any  large  extent.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
already  mentioned  the  case  of  the  amal- 
gamation of  the  Newport  and  Westport 
Unions.  Ho  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  aware 
that  there  was  a  very  strong  and  indig- 
nant feeling  amongst  the  ratepayers  m 
the  Oughterard  district,  because  of  a 
proposed  amalgamation  of  their  Union 
with  an  adjoining  Union.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  Bill  was  one  thing  and  the 
amalgamation  of  Unions  another  thing  ; 
but  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  might 
be  regarded  as  a  justification  for  many 
amalgamations.  He  thought  the  House 
was  entitled  to  some  explanation  from 
the  Government  why  the  amalgamations 
referred  to  were  thought  desirable  in 
the  face  of  local  opinion.  He  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 
— (J/r.  Sexton,) 
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Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  give  some 
answer  in  regard  to  the  case  of  the 
Oughterard  Union,  with  which  he  was 
well  acquainted,  and  in  regard  to  the 
Newport  Union,  with  which  he  was 
not  well  acquainted.  The  Government 
ought  to  disclaim  that  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill  was  supposed  to  amount  to 
the  sanction  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  the  proposed  amalgamations. 

Mr.  HEALY  said  that  Newport 
assented  to  the  amalgamation.  He  was 
sent  a  copy  of  a  resolution,  asking  not 
only  that  the  amalgamation  should  take 
place,  but  declaring  that,  if  it  did  not 
take  place,  they  would  cease  to  pay  the 
poor  rate. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  that,  as 
far  as  he  could  gather,  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced to  meet  the  hardship  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monagh an 
(Mr.  Healy)  had  called  attention.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton)  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  through  Committee, 
the  third  reading  should  be  put  down  for 
some  day  next  week,  by  which  time  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  might  be  able  to  give  some 
explanation  on  the  subject. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could  not 
ascertain  the  facts  by  Monday,  as  he 
(Colonel  Nolan)  would  like  to  refer  to 
the  matter  on  the  Vote  for  the  Local 
Government  Board  ? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  ask  for 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  report  Pro- 
gress at  once. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wihdrawn. 

Original  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee ;  Com- 
mittee report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

HONORARY  FREEDOM  OF    BOROUGHS 
BILL. 

CONSIDERATION  OF  LORDS*  REASON. 

Lords'  Eeason  for  disagreeing  to  the 
Amendment  made  by  the  Commons  eon- 
sidered, 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  said,  he  rose  to 
move  that  the  House  do  insist  upon  its 
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Amendment.  This  was  a  Bill  brought 
forward  to  enable  boroughs  to  confer 
honorary  freedom  upon  distinguished 
persons.  When  the  Bill  came  back,  it 
was  found  that  an  Amendment  had 
been  put  in  it,  that  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds  should  be  required  in  order  that 
the  power  might  be  exercised.  Objec- 
tion was  taken  to  that,  on  the  ground 
that  such  a  principle  was  entirely  novel; 
that  there  was  no  such  regulation  in  any 
Corporation  in  the  country,  nor  in  the 
City  of  London.  It  was  alleged  that 
the  power  of  conferring  the  hono- 
rary freedom  upon  persons  of  distinc- 
tion, or  any  persons  who  had  rendered 
eminent  services  to  a  borough,  being 
of  a  purely  complimentary  character, 
ought  not  to  be  exercised  by  a  bare 
majority,  inasmuch  as  the  conferring  of 
the  freedom  of  the  borough,  without  the 
support  of  a  largely  preponderating  force 
of  opinion  among  the  burgesses,  would, 
by  giving  rise  to  frequent  and  unneces- 
sary discussions  upon  personal  merits, 
lower  the  character  of  the  distinction 
which  was  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  and 
lead  to  an  undue  consumption  of  public 
time.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Lords  was  more  likely  than 
the  Amendment  of  the  Commons  to  lead 
to  undue  consumption  of  public  time. 
He,  therefore,  moved  that  this  House 
do  insist  on  its  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put» 
**  That  this  House  doth  insist  upon  the 
Amendment  to  which  the  Lords  have 
disagreed."— (Jfr.  E,  JT".  FowUr,) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  35  ;  Noes 
40 :  Majority  5.— (Div.  List,  No.  233.) 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

{Mr.  Wau^hj  Mr.  George  Moward,  Mr,  Stafford 

Howard  J  Mr.  Mnetvorthy  Mr.  Fergutm.) 

[bill    26.]      THIKD    READmO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (Jfr.  JFaugh.) 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  must 
ask  to  apologize  to  the  House  for  rising 
to  move  the  re-commitment  of  the  Bill, 
in  respect  of  a  new  clause.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  his  attention  had  only  just  been 
called  to  a  possible  danger  which  might 
result  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill- 
namely,  the  inclosure  of  certain  waste 
and  common   lands.      Hon.    Members 
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would  be  aware  that  in  many  manors 
there  existed  a  custom,  with  the  consent 
of  the  copyholders,  of  inclosing  the 
waste,  and  as  long  as  the  copyholders 
were  unanimous,  the  danger  was  very 
small.  But  he  understood  that  if  the 
BiU  passed  in  its  present  form,  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  lords  of  manors 
to  continue  to  deal  with  the  waste  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  new  copyholds ; 
and  there  would  be  much  greater  danger 
of  inclosing  waste  and  commons  under 
the  Act,  than  there  was  at  the  present 
time.  He  proposed  therefore  to  add  a 
clause  to  the  Bill,  to  the  effect  that  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  it  should  not  be 
lawful  for  a  lord  of  the  manor  to  create 
any  new  copyhold.  That  clause  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  in  harmony  with 
the  Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  con- 
yert  copyholders  into  freeholders.  The 
object  he  had  in  view  was  to  prevent 
lords  of  manors,  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  having  any  greater  facilities 
than  they  had  now  for  creating  new 
copyholds. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  words  **  Bill  be  "  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  re- committed  in  respect  of  a  new 
Clause." — {Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  ELTON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
having  discovered  a  microscopic  griev- 
ance in  this  case,  proposed  to  apply 
a  heroic  and  drastic  remedy.  If  there 
was  a  real  apprehension  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  sort 
of  inclosure  would  occur  at  a  future 
time,  he  (Mr.  Elton)  was  quite  unable 
to  imagine  why  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  take  the  usual  course  of 
amending  one  of  the  Inclosure  Acts.  It 
was  true  that,  in  one  or  two  manors, 
there  was  the  custom  of  the  lord  of  the 
manor,  with  the  consent  of  the  copy- 
holders and  freeholders,  inclosing  little 
bits  of  waste,  and  that  had  been  declared 
by  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  to  be  a  valid 
custom.  Being  thus  established,  it  was 
a  valuable  right,  although  it  was  a  right 
which  was  very  rarely  used.  But  not- 
withstanding that  the  right  existed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  abo- 
lish it, without  making  any  provision  for 


compensation.  He  (Mr.  Elton)  thought 
that  some  proposal  on  this  subject  might 
be  sought  from  the  Inclosure  Commis- 
sioners. While  he  admitted  that  the 
intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  meritorious,  he  entirely  disagreed 
with  the  manner  in  which  his  proposal 
was  made.  He  did  not  want  to  put  his 
objection  on  technical  grounds  ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  the  House  had  be- 
fore it  a  large  measure  for  converting 
copyholds  into  freeholds ;  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  discussed  for  three  or  four 
years  imdor  different  forms,  and  that  the 
Motion  which  the  House  was  asked  to 
accept  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  insure  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
in  "another  place."  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  re-com- 
mit the  Bill,  and  that  they  would  hear 
from  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  some  arguments  in 
support  of  that  view. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  said,  he  desired  to 
supplement  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Elton),  and  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  that  there  was  really  no 
practical  danger  of  the  kind  he  had  sug- 
gested. He  (the  Attorney  General)  per- 
fectly well  understood  the  intention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  quite 
agreed  that  he  was  prompted  in  this 
matter  by  laudable  motives  in  wish- 
ing that  there  should  be  no  more  in- 
closure of  waste  land ;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  a  person  who  was  made  a 
freeholder  would  have  the  same  right  to 
interfere  then  as  he  had  before ;  and  he 
could  assure  him  that  this  Bill,  which 
was  for  the  purpose  of  enfranchising 
copyholds,  could  have  no  operation  of 
the  kind  which  he  apprehended.  He 
should  say,  from  his  own  experience, 
that  freeholders  were  more  likely  than 
copyholders  to  object  to  inclosure ;  and 
as  he  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  gain  anything  by  the 
clause  he  proponed  to  move  if  the  Bill 
were  re-committed,  he  would  suggest 
that  it  would  be  better  that  the  Motion 
for  re  -  commitment  should  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Am  I  right 
in  understanding  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  say  that  an  enfranchised 
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copyholder  will  hare  the  same  rifi^lit  as 
he  had  before  he  was  enfranchised  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL:  Cer- 
tainly, as  I  understand  the  law. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Am  I  to 
understand  that  the  enfranchised  copy- 
holder will  have  the  right  to  appear  at 
homage  and  object  to  inclosure  r 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL:  I 
did  not  say  ** appear  at  homage"  at 
all.  I  said  ho  could  object  to  the  in- 
closure, and  the  decision  of  the  homage 
would  not  be  binding  on  him. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  said,  the  language 
of  the  clause  was  **  every  inclosure  by 
a  copyholder."  Now,  where  there  was 
a  small  piece  of  waste  land  which  had 
been  added  to  the  copyhold  existing  as 
it  did,  the  copyholder  should  have  that 
small  piece  entered.  This  Amendment 
would  prevent  that.  It  would  not  ap- 
parently touch  the  case  of  a  new  copy- 
holder. 

Mb.  BRYCE  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  West  Somerset  (Mr.  Elton) 
was  an  authority  on  the  subject  of  copy- 
holds ;  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Bryce)  imderstood, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  did  not 
assent  to  what  the  Attorney  General 
stated — namely,  that  the  enfranchised 
copyholder  would  retain  his  right  to 
oppose  an  inclosure.  It  was  an  import- 
ant point,  and  the  Amendment  should 
be  accepted  in  the  interest  of  the  pre- 
servation of  commons  near  London.  He 
did  not  think  the  House  would  be  well 
advised  if  it  were  to  allow  even  a  small 

Eiece  of  common  to  be  inclosed.  They 
ad  reason  to  regret  that  they  had 
awakened  so  late  to  the  importance  of 
stopping  the  inclosure  of  commons; 
and  henceforth  the  inclosure  of  no  part 
of  a  suburban  common  should  be  per- 
mitted. It  had  been  suggested  that  a 
Bill  should  be  brought  in  to  amend  the 
Inclosure  Acts.  Well,  every  Session  of 
the  present  Parliament  a  Bill  on  that 
subject  had  been  brought  in  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James),  but  it  had  never  got  to  a  second 
reading,  having  been  persistently  blocked 
by  some  reactionary  Members.  If  he 
were  told  to  wait  for  the  passing  of  that 
measure,  he  would  answer  that  he  would 
prefer  not  to  look  to  the  two  birds  in 
the  bush,  but  to  keep  the  one  in  the 
hand,  in  the  shape  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
side him  (Mr.  Waugh). 

Jfr.  Shaw  Lefevre 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  42 ;  Noes 
24:  Majority  18.— (Div.  List,  No.  284.) 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  he  de- 
sired  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentie- 
man  would  not  be  in  Order  in  moving  it 
now.  The  Question  that  I  have  to  put 
is,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  parsed. 

House  adjonmed  at  a  qoarter 
after  Two  o'dock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  \1th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Pirf<  Reading-^ 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement*  (1S5)  ;  Public 
Health  (Ships,  &c.)*  (186) ;  Marriages  (Saint 
John,  Cowley)  •  (187) ;  Public  Health  (Scot- 
land)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)*  (188); 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  (184). 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Order  (Municipal  Corporations)*  (166); 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
3)  •  (167) ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7)*  (168);  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  9)* 
(169) ;  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders*  (170)  ;  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Labourers 
Act)  (No.  5)*  (173);  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment  Acts  Amendment*  (162) ;  Local  Loans 
(Sinking  Funds)*  (175). 

Committee  —  Local  Government  .Provisional 
Orders  (No.  6)  •(163^. 

Report — Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2),  now  Tramways  Order  in  Council 
(Ireland)  (65);  Archdeaconries,  now  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  (No.  2)  •  (180)  ; 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  Redemption*  (165). 

SECONDARY    EDUCATION    IN    BOARD 

SCHOOLS   (METROPOLIS). 

MOTION  FOR  A  EETUBX. 

LoBD  NOETON,  in  moving  for  a  Re- 
turn of  secondary  instruction,  in  day 
schools  for  boys,  now  being  given  in 
London — namely,  Number  of  boys  being 
taught  any  of  the  subjects  called  Specific 
in  the  Code ;  number  over  1 0  years  of 
age,  and  of  the  highest  age,  number  of 
teadiers  engaged  in  such  instruction, 
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or  teachers  of  special  subjects ;  the 
maximum  and  minimum  salaries  of  such 
teachers;  number  of  elementary  or  higher 
schools  in  which  such  instruction  is 
given;  and  how  many  of  them  have 
laboratories  or  apparatus  for  experi- 
mental lectures,  said,  that  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  he  would  not  attempt  to 
go  into  the  whole  question,  but  would 
merely  call  attention  to  the  subject, 
which  was  of  great  importance,  and 
which  should  be  dealt  with  without 
delay.  The  Return  moved  for  would 
show,  from  the  sample  of  boys*  schools 
in  London,  how  the  secondary  education 
of  England,  the  deficiency  of  which  was 
reported  by  the  Commissioners  of  1868, 
was  being  wrongly  undertaken  by  the 
public  element«u:y  schools,  wastefully 
and  injuriously  competing,  by  an  ex- 
travagant use  of  public  money,  with  in- 
dependent schools.  They  were  super- 
seding and  overlapping  much  of  the 
work  better  done  from  private  resources, 
or  self-supported,  in  schools  for  higher 
instruction-,  following  after  elementary 
preparation.  That  the  public  elemen- 
tary schools,  under  the  Act  of  1870,  were 
not  intended  for  secondary  instruction 
was  clear  from  all  debates  on  the  subject. 
The  author  of  the  Act  of  1870,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster,  lately  re- asserted  the  first 
intention,  and  considered  that  departure 
from  it  involved  a  disregard  of  many 
parents'  claims  to  their  children's  in- 
dustry, and  an  unwarranted  assiunp- 
tion  of  general  taxation  for  education  of 
all  kinds  in  this  country.  The  first 
explanatory  Circular  from  the  Depart- 
ment, after  the  passage  of  the  Act, 
strictly  limited  the  public  undertaking 
to  elementary  teaching.  The  Code  now 
showed  a  wide  departure,  offering  in- 
struction in  three  schedules  of  subjects, 
the  first  only  being  called  elementary ;  a 
second  called  class  subjects,  which  the 
revised  instructions  just  issued  declared 
ample  to  form  those  habits  of  observa- 
tion and  reasoning  which  were  needed 
for  the  intelb'gent  conduct  of  life ;  and  a 
list  besides  called  specific  subjects,  which 
were  described  as  beyond  the  scheme  of 
ordinary  elementary  instruction.  But 
the  London  School  Board  were  eager  to 
go  farther,  and  had  expressed  regret  at 
their  delay  in  embracing  secondary  edu- 
cation altogether,  and  at  Provincial  towns 
having  preceded  them.  They  said  they 
looked  to  the  coming  Election  to  force  on 
this  general  imdertakin^.    Might  it  not 


rather  give  a  better  promise,  in  fore- 
shadowing schemes  of  county  govern- 
ment, of  a  possible  revision  of  our 
national  education,  relegating  each  por- 
tion of  it  to  its  proper  province  ?  Public 
Departments  were  naturally  ambitious, 
and  school  boards  had  drifted  into  ex- 
cess from  their  large  command  of  public 
money  and  a  magnificent  idea  that  to 
do  anything  by  halves  was  beneath 
their  dignity.  The  Government  seemed 
equally  liberal  in  their  view,  offering 
to  open  the  Treasury  to  make  grants 
to  Wales  for  three  Colleges,  besides  in- 
termediate schools  between  them  and 
the  elementary  schools,  on  the  score  of 
Welsh  poverty,  and  offering  a  duplicate 
establishment  to  Scotland  on  the  score 
of  Scotch  educational  superiority.  Thus 
opposite  reasons  were  assigned  for  the 
common  object  of  Government  under- 
taking. If  the  State  was  to  under- 
take the  secondary  education  of  this 
country,  it  should  not  be  done  covertly, 
wastefully,  and  imperfectly,  in  elemen- 
tary schools,  but  openly  and  completely 
by  public  secondary  schools  throughout 
the  Kingdom.  If  this  was  not  to  be,  the 
present  attempt  should  be  stopped  in 
time  from  encroaching  on  independent 
undertakings.  There  were  many  reasons 
against  a  public  provision  for  our  secon- 
dary education  in  England.  It  would 
be  repugnant  to  general  feeling  not  yet 
seduced  by  offers  of  the  the  public  purse. 
Parents  of  the  middle  classes  preferred 
independent  education  for  their  children. 
The  Commissioners  of  1868  condemned  a 
rate-paid  system  as  injuriously  weaken- 
ing the  sense  of  parental  obligation.  At 
a  late  inauguration  of  a  Day  School 
Company  there  were  high  authorities 
taking  this  view.  Lord  Aberdare  j  oined 
this  independent  enterprize — 

**  Because  he  felt  sure  this  country  would 
never  submit  to  a  system  of  middle-class  schools 
supported  by  taxes  and  controlled  by  the 
State.'' 

Mr.  Forster  added  that — 

"  We  did  not  look  to  rate-paid  or  tax-helped 
education  for  children  whose  schooling  went  on 
beyond  the  age  of  14." 

Lord  Carlingford,  then  President  of  the 
Council,  said  that — 

*'  What  they  were  dealing  with  was  not 
what  the  Education  DeparUnent  had  to  do 
with.'' 

And  others  of  great  practical  experience 
agreed  that  the  ground  they  were  on 
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could  not  be  effectiyely  occupied  other- 
wise than  by  such  private  undertakings  in 
England,  and  that  schemes  such  as  this 
might  be  made  wide  enough  for  all  the 
needs  of  the  country.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  1868  gave  another  reason 
against  Government  undertaking — 

"  That  it  was  most  undesirable,  even  if  pos- 
sible, to  have  such  schools  moulded  in  one  type. 
Any  attempt  at  securing  the  same  subjects^  to 
be  taught,  the  same  method  of  organization 
to  be  followed,  the  same  discipline  to  be  adopted 
for  all  our  middle-class  schools  would  fail  of  the 
highest  objects  of  education." 

The  want  of  freedom  and  elasticity  and 
of  adaptation  to  various  situations  and 
circumstances ;  the  loss  of  all  advantage 
from  special  aptitudes  of  teachers ;  the 
being  tied  to  same  standards  and  text- 
books imperatively  used  to  meet  the 
Code,  all  belonged  to  an  educa- 
tional system  foreign  to  our  national 
requirements.  The  cost  of  such  a  Go- 
vernment undertaking,  even  in  its  pre- 
sent incipient  state,  whether  applied 
to  a  few  children  in  each  elementary 
school,  or  to  groups  in  super-elementary 
schools,  was  producing  a  ratepayers' 
outcry  hazarding  the  whole  cause  of 
national  education.  Already  the  school 
rate  of  London  had  gone  up  from  Zd,  to 
over  9rf.  in  the  pound.  If  allowed 
to  proceed,  the  present  Estimate  of 
£7,000,000  a-year  would  have  to  be 
doubled ;  and,  if  offered  freely,  which 
meant  to  all  at  public  expense,  trebled. 
Nor  would  this  be  all.  When  Mr. 
Mundella  took  credit  to  his  Department 
for  the  decrease  of  crime  in  the  country 
he  forgot  all  the  reformatoiy  and  indus- 
trial schools  outside  his  Department  to 
which  it  was  more  attributable.  The 
multiplicity  of  institutions  necessary  to 
a  complete  State  system  was  another 
objection  of  which  they  were  amply 
warned  by  the  example  of  the  Conti- 
nent, as  described  and  recommended 
by  the  Technical  Commission.  But 
the  greatest  objection  to  the  Govern- 
ment undertaking  our  secondary  educa- 
tion was  its  adopted  mode  of  payment 
on  results.  The  London  School  Board 
had  condemned  this  method  as  fatal  to 
education.  They  took  the  Treasury  pay- 
ments to  general  account,  and  by  fixed 
salaries  saved  their  teachers  from  the 
temptation  of  earning  a  livelihood  by 
prizes  got  out  of  their  pupils.  The  over- 
pressure, so  absurdly  tested  by  medical 
cases,  was  an  inseparable  feature  of  such 
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a  method  of  payment  for  education  by  an 
ascending  scale  of  pnzes  earned  through 
crammed-up  scholars.  The  Board  had 
Inspectors  of  their  own  to  report  on  the 
whole  school  work,  It  was  payment  on 
results  that  excluded  religious  teaching, 
to  which  public  grants  could  not  be 
attached.  To  bring  secondary  education 
on  to  such  a  system  would  be  a  national 
disaster.  But  could  it  be  otherwise 
better  supplied?  Would  sufficient  in- 
dependent supply  be  forthcoming  ?  The 
Technical  Instruction  Commissioners, 
who  had  just  reported,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners of  1868,  agreed  in  showing  how 
much  was  already  provided  by  inde- 
pendent foundations  and  private  estab- 
lishments. Both  also  agreed  in  looking 
to  much  unused  endowment  being  made 
further  available.  There  was,  then,  only 
a  residue  of  deficiency  to  be  supplied. 
To  meet  this,  both  suggested  that  more 
power  might  be  given  to  towns  to 
rate  themselves  voluntarily  for  the  pur- 
pose. But  the  Commissioners  of  1868 
proposed  this  only  as  a  last  resort,  fail- 
ing all  further  independent  supply ;  the 
Technical  Commissioners,  as  a  part  of 
an  entire  public  educational  undertaking, 
to  which  independent  supply  was  only 
contributory.  They  assumed  such  a 
State  system  to  be  the  object  in  view; 
and  their  main  idea  of  national  educa- 
tion altogether  seemed  to  be  to  make 
our  trade  and  manufactures  meet  foreign 
competition.  They  were  commissioned 
to  report  on  the  instruction  of  industrial 
classes  in  foreign  countries,  for  com- 
parison with,  and  suggestions  on,  our 
own  system.  Their  opening  text  was  the 
formidable  display  of  manufacturing  im- 
provements in  the  Paris  Exhibition  of 
1878  ;  and  they  took  the  foreign  State 
system  of  education  as  their  model.  Yet 
it  was  remarkable  that  they  traced  the 
foundation  of  the  Continental  technical 
schools  to  a  dread  of  British  superiority, 
and  concluded  that,  great  as  had  been 
the  progress  and  keen  as  was  their 
rivalry,  our  people  still  maintained  their 
position  at  the  head  of  the  industrial 
world.  Secondary  education  they  al- 
most exclusively  discussed  as  preparatory 
to  technical  instruction.  It  really  was 
something  much  wider — namely,  a  gene- 
ral education  of  children  from  the  age  of 
14  to  18,  preparing  them  for  industrial 
employment  higher  than  the  manual 
work  for  which  others  left  school  at  14. 
They  seemed  to  think  all  manual  work 
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a  degradation  from  which  all  children 
shoald  be  delivered.    The  special  train- 
ing for  skilled  employment  was  what  the 
spirit  of  this  country  would  not  fail  to 
supply.    For  this  we  should  rather  look 
to  the  State  standing  out  of  the  way  than 
interfering.    It  had  already  gone  far  in 
impeding  much  fitter  institutions  than  its 
own  for  the  purpose.    At  Liverpool  a 
finely  endowed  ODllege  was  being  de- 
serted for  the  cheaper  ofier  of  similar 
instruction  in  elementary  schools  at  pub- 
lic e:spense.    The  Manchester  Gh^ammar 
School  now  dwindled  under  the  competi- 
tion of  a  rate-paid  elementary  rival.  That 
any  independent  higher  schools  could 
compete  with  the  unlimited  resources  of 
school  boards  for  buildings,  appliances, 
and  salaries,  proved  the  superior  attrac- 
tion of  independent  teaching.    At  Leeds 
the    Gbrammar    School    adherents    had 
baffled  the  ambition  of  the  Board.    In 
Birmingham    large   endownments  had 
completely  undertaken  middle-class  edu- 
cation.   The    Day  School    Companies, 
handicapped  as  they  were  at  starting, 
had    proved    successful,  popular,    and 
even  profitable.    But  the  effort  and  skill 
required  in  the  struggle  was  great.   The 
Government  deny  that  the  board  schools 
competed  with  the  middle  independent 
schools.   As  their  scholars  could  not  earn 
grants  after  passing  their  Standards  once 
they  were  let  go  at  the  utmost  age  of  14. 
They   therefore   said  that,  at  present, 
they  had  not  got  the  children  who  con- 
tinued schooling  till  18.     Some  specific 
subjects  also  had  been  put  down  on  the 
lower  paid  list,  and  were  consequently 
dropped.    Elementary  examination  had 
alBo  been  continued  always  in  company 
with  secondary  examination,  and  much 
artificial    display   was    so    abandoned. 
There  were  shifts  to  meet  the  rising 
outcry.     But  all  this  was  only  to  confess 
the  sham  of  their  undertaking  the  pro- 
vince of  higher  instruction ;  yet  it  none 
the  less  hindered  better  provision.     It 
was  also  a  covert  advance  towards  the 
complete  State  system.    Let  the  State 
provide  free  exhibitions  for  poor  clever 
children    from    its    elementary  to  the 
secondary  schools,  which  were,  and  would 
be  much  more,    if  unimpeded,    inde- 
pendently  provided.      If    this  Eeturn 
gave   the  evidence    he  anticipated   he 
would  move  a  Besolution  on   it  next 
Session.     The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
moving  for  the  Beturn  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

YOI^.  COXCIX.       [third  s^eies.] 


Moved  for.  Return  of  secondary  instruction 
in  day  schools  for  boys,  now  being  given  in 
London : 


•§1 

a 


I- 


o         be     . 

•I 


t 


Zi 


o   ^ 


•I 


si 

Mm 


^  Sis*  .2 

<=>    S  fl  .3 

B 


I 

I 
3 


%  1% 


5  o< 


H 
ij 


g-S,  iM 
a. a 


B^ 

;3 


§.9 


18 


11 

•^{The  Lord Xorton.) 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (ViscounT  Cranbrook)  said, 
that  everybody  was  aware  of  the  great 
interest  which  the  noble  Lord  had  for 
so  long  taken  in  education,  both  elemen- 
tary and  secondary ;  and,  therefore,  his 
remarks  were  listened  to  with  the  re- 
spect they  deserved.  His  opinion,  how- 
ever, differed  on  this  question  from  that 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  spoke  from 
experience  gained  from  a  general  know- 
ledge of  the  subject.  He  agreed  with 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  elementary 
system  was  not  meant  to  give  secondary 
education,  and  that  at  present  all  autho- 
rities on  educational  matters,  and  also 
all  economical  authorities,  were  equally 
opposed  to  giving  secondary  education 
at  the  expense  of  the  country.     He, 

^  ^  uigiiizea  Dy  v.jOOQIC 


1027 


Defene$9  of 


jLORDS) 


the  Empire, 


1028 


howeyer,  failed  to  see  how  that  fact  ad- 
vanced the  object  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  in  view,  which  was,  as  he  under- 
Btood  it,  not  to  go  now  into  the  question 
of  secondary  education  as  a  State  system, 
but  merely  to  show  how  the  present 
system  of  elementary  education  was  ex- 
tended beyond  the  sphere  allotted  to  it 
until  it  became  secondary  education  on 
a  large  scale.  As  their  Lordships  knew, 
there  were  Seven  Standards  now  instead 
of  six,  which  were  entirely  confined  to 
elementary  education.  But  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed  that  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic  were  mere  mechanical 
processes,  and  were  not  to  imply  reading 
of  subjects  giving  information  or  writing 
something  to  improve  the  mind.  The 
security  that  they  had  in  the  matter, 
however,  was  that  when  a  child  had 
once  passed  its  Seventh  Standard  its  fur- 
ther education  was  entirely  at  its  own 
expense.  If  the  noble  Lord  could  show 
that  the  very  small  number  indeed  who 
endeavoured  to  get  education  which  was 
beyond  that  included  in  the  Standards 
injured  the  teaching  in  the  schools,  then 
he  would,  no  doubt,  have  a  strong  argu- 
ment to  induce  the  Education  Depart- 
ment to  stop  the  system.  But  that  was 
not  the  case ;  and  if  a  child  was  able  to 
advance  beyond  the  school  Standard,  and 
at  his  own  cost  learn  something  beyond, 
he  did  not  think  that  anyone  could  com- 
plain of  that.  The  ob  j  ect  of  the  Education 
Act  was  to  carry  into  efi'ect  that  which 
was  supposed  to  be  elementary  educa- 
tion, and  no  child  could  be  examined  in 
specific  subjects  unless  the  school  the 
year  before  had  passed  70  per  cent  of 
its  pupils.  This,  therefore,  acted  as  a 
direct  check  in  insuring  that  the  mere 
formal  elementary  education  was  con- 
ducted upon  right  principles  and  in  an 
effective  manner.  Besides  that,  they 
had  merit  grants,  which  further  tended 
to  insure  the  teaching  of  elementary 
education,  of  which  an  experienced  In- 
spector said  that  they  prevented  waste 
of  time  in  over-taxing  memories  by 
cramming  text  books  on  physiology,  etc. 
The  noble  Lord's  Return  related  to  the 
Metropolis.  He  had  not  the  figures 
relating  to  London ;  but  he  could  give 
their  Lordships  figures  with  respect  to 
the  country  generally.  There  were 
28,000  departments  in  the  country,  and 
of  those  only  2,000  took  specific  sub- 
jects. Out  of  the  4,800,000  children  on 
the  books  of  the  schools,  there  were 

Viieount  Crmhrooh 


only  33,226  who  passed  in  one  specific 
subject,  and  12,804  who  passed  in  two. 
There  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  Department  to  extend  secondary 
education  at  the  expense  of  the  coun- 
try, but  rather  to  check  any  tendency  to 
do  so,  and  it  remained  to  be  proved  that 
good  secondary  schools  were  required — 
indeed,  it  seemed  evident  that  well-con- 
ducted ones  had  been  an  immense  success, 
and  some  re-organized  by  the  Charity 
Commission  were  most  efficient.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  these  class  sub- 
jects and  specific  subjects,  of  which 
English  must  always  be  one,  could  in 
any  degree  interfere  with  elementary 
education. 

Eael  FORTESCUE  said,  he  thought 
there  was  some  inconsistency  in  the  ac- 
count given  by  the  noble  Viscount,  for 
if  Latin,  French,  and  algebra  were 
taught,  inter  alia,  in  so-called  elementary 
schools,  surely  there  was  some  tendency 
to  travel  towards  the  education  of  middle 
schools.  One  remarkable  feature  about 
this  State  and  rate-aided  education  was 
that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  find 
out  what  it  cost — ^the  items  were  scat- 
tered over  so  many  different  Estimates. 
He  objected  to  the  present  amount  of 
secondary  education  given  with  rate 
and  State  aid,  as  unjust  to  the  rate- 
payers  and  taxpayers,  and  as  demo- 
ralizing to  those  who  took  advan- 
tage of  it.  He  was  very  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Government  had  no  intention 
of  extending  this  system,  especially  as 
he  remembered  that  Mr.  Mundella  had 
expressed  a  hope  that  public  opinion 
would  advance  in  this  matter,  and  that 
secondary  education  would  before  long 
come  under  the  action  of  the  State. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Return  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPIRE— DEFENCE 
OF  COMMERCIAL  PORTS  AND  SEA- 
SIDE  HARBOUES. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  COWPEE  in  ri^g  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  insufficiently  defended 
condition  of  our  commercial  ports  and 
seaside  towns ;  and  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty^s  Gbvernment  whether  they  did 
not  think  that  this  condition  should  be 
remedied ;  and,  if  so,  what  measures 
they  were  themselves  prepared  to  take 
for  the  purpose,  and  also  what  measures 
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they  thought  should  be  left  to  voluntary 
effort?  said,  that  he  had  no  intention 
at  aU  of  making  any  attack  either  upon 
the  present  or  the  late  Goyemment.  The 
present  Government  had  been  much  too 
short  a  time  in  Office  to  enable  them  to 
take  any  steps ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
late  Government,  he  had  not  the  neces- 
sary skill  or  knowledge  of  the  subject  to 
make  such  an  attack,  and  if  he  had  he 
should  not  be  inclined  to  use  it  in  that 
direction.  They  had  all  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Eail  of  Northbrook)  the 
other  evening,  and  they  must  all  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  had  made  out 
a  very  good  case  for  himself,  and  that  he 
had  done  in  his  turn  of  Office  more  than 
most  of  his  Predecessors  in  the  way  of 
improving  our  Navy.  His  only  object 
in  asking  this  Question  was  to  obtain  in- 
formation from  the  Government  as  to 
what  was  likely  to  be  done  for  the  de- 
fence of  those  parts  of  our  coasts  which 
some  people  considered  might  be  at- 
tacked by  foreign  aggressors.  The  in- 
formation would  be  very  useful  to  the 
public,  and  it  would  be  very  useful  to 
those  seafaring  men  who  were  willing  to 
volunteer  for  the  defence  of  our  coasts, 
as  well  as  to  those  of  the  public  who 
were  unable  to  give  their  time,  but  were 
willing  to  give  money,  for  a  similar  pur- 
pose. It  could  hardly  be  denied  that  it 
was  necessary  that  our  chief  ports  and 
our  seaside  towns  should  be  put  in  a 
state  of  defence.  The  only  people  who 
at  all  denied  this  were  those  who  main- 
tained that  in  time  of  war  an  unfortified 
town  would  be  respected  by  the  enemy, 
and  that  our  seaside  towns  might,  there- 
fore, safely  remain  in  their  present  de- 
fenceless condition.  He  would  remind 
such  that  very  eminent  men  had  ex- 
pressly warned  them  against  any  such 
idea,  and  they  all  saw  in  the  Franco- 
Prussian  War  what  large  sums  were 
levied  upon  unprotected  towns  by  way 
of  ransom.  The  more  he  looked  into 
the  question  of  International  Law,  the 
more  he  was  convinced  that  it  was  the 
undisputed  right  of  an  enemy  to  levy 
contributions  on  unprotected  towns.  If 
an  enemy's  ships  were  anchored  opposite 
a  defenceless  town  there  was  no  doubt 
they  would  levy  such  contributions  as 
they  could  get.  They,  therefore,  who 
were  trusting  for  protection  to  Inter- 
national Law  were  relying  upon  a  vain 
hope.     Very  probably  he  might  be  told 


that  the  Government  had  not  had  time 
to  consider  so  great  a  subject  as  the  de- 
fence of  the  coasts  of  these  Islands  and 
our  Colonies  in  all  its  bearings,  and  that 
it  was  inexpedient  for  different  reasons 
to  divulge  what  it  was  intended  to  do. 
He  should,  therefore,  confine  his  re- 
marks to  that  part  of  the  subject  in 
which  Volunteer  aid  might  be  largely 
employed.  The  defence  of  our  coasts 
was  divided  between  the  War  Office  and 
the  Admiralty.  The  War  Office  had 
charge  of  all  the  submarine  mines  and 
everything  connected  by  wire  with  the 
mainland,  however  distant  it  might  be, 
while  everything  in  the  shape  of  vessels 
and  torpedo  boats  not  connected  with 
the  shore  was  managed  by  the  Admi- 
ralty. This  divided  authority  might  be 
found  a  serious  difficulty  in  a  sudden 
emergency.  He  believed,  with  respect 
to  the  mines,  that  under  the  auspices  of 
Lord  Hartington  and  the  noble  Earl  a 
system  of  working  them  with  volun- 
teered assistance  had  already  been  in- 
stituted. Mines,  however,  were  not 
sufficient  in  themselves  ;  it  was  necessary 
to  have  torpedo  boats  in  order  to  prevent 
the  enemy  from  destroying  these  mines. 
In  connection  with  the  question  of  the 
Volunteer  system,  he  wished  first  to  call 
attention  to  the  men.  There  were  alreadv 
a  few  corps  of  Naval  Volunteers,  which 
did  not  even  receive  a  capitation  grant, 
or  any  great  encouragement.  Everyone 
who  knew  anything  about  them  knew 
the  energy,  courage,  self-sacrifice,  and  in- 
telligence which  they  showed.  They  were 
recruited  in  some  cases  from  the  valuable 
seafaring  population  of  our  ports.  He 
would  like  to  koow  from  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  whether  there  was  any  hope  of 
these  men  receiving  a  capitation  grant 
like  other  Volunteers;  and,  secondly, 
whether  there  was  any  hope  that  they 
would  be  increased  in  number  as  work 
was  found  for  them  to  do  ?  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  employing  these  Volunteers 
without  limiting  them  to  any  par- 
ticular number.  As  regarded  the  ma- 
terial, torpedo  boats  would  be  necessary 
for  use  at  all  sea-coast  towns,  if  they 
were  to  be  properly  defended.  These 
boats  might  either  be  paid  for  by  pri- 
vate subscriptions,  or  be  provided  by 
the  Government,  or  else  Government 
might  assist  in  providing  them.  On 
this  point,  he  would  be  glad  of  some 
information  from  the  Government.    A 
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great  deal  was  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
voluntary  enterprize,  In  these  days 
they  were  all  inclined  to  trust  too  much 
for  everything  to  the  Government  and 
Government  interference;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  it  was  the  recognition  of 
this  danger  that  had  united  both  sides, 
both  of  their  Lordships'  House  and  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  their  wish 
to  make  some  effort  in  favour  of  decen- 
tralization in  the  form  of  local  govern- 
ment. But  local  government  would  not 
necessarily  cure  the  evil.  The  real  cure 
lay  in  the  extension  of  the  voluntary 
principle.  With  regard  to  the  volun- 
tary principle,  as  applied  to  the  defence 
of  the  country,  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  say  anything.  The  Volunteer 
Force  had  been  in  existence  for  25  years 
now  ;  and  without  much  encouragement, 
and  in  spite  of  a  g^eat  deal  of  coldness, 
opposition,  and  ridicule,  it  had  attained 
immense  proportions  in  the  country, 
and  everyone  was  now  convinced  of  the 
reality  of  the  movement.  Some  people 
had  said,  with  regard  to  the  movement, 
that  the  services  should  be  given  gratis ; 
but  that  the  public  or  the  Government 
should  find  tne  money  necessary.  He 
could  not  see  that  this  was  well  founded. 
These  men  gave  their  time — and  they 
belonged  to  a  class  whose  time  was 
money — and  they  were  as  much  giving 
their  money  to  the  service  of  the  State 
as  if  they  had  put  their  hands  into 
their  pockets.  If  the  poor  gave  what 
was  virtually  their  money,  he  could  not 
see  why  the  rich  should  not  give  theirs. 
In  the  Volunteer  Corps,  when  founded, 
there  had  been  two  classes — those  who 
gave  their  time,  and  those  who  gave 
their  money — and  he  thought  that  now, 
when  the  Admiralty  had  so  much  neces- 
sity for  spending  all  that  they  could  get, 
there  was  very  little  hope  that  they 
would  spend  money  in  the  direction 
which  he  had  specified.  What  he 
wanted  to  know  was  how  they  stood 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  No  one 
would  give  his  money  for  any  object  if 
he  thought  that  the  state  would  pro- 
vide it.  He  wanted  to  know  whether 
or  not  the  Government  would  be  willing 
to  find  torpedo  boats  for  the  defence  of 
our  principal  seaports,  rivers,  and  com- 
mercial ports  ?  He  would  also  be  glad 
if  the  noble  Earl  would  give  him  any 
information  as  to  the  general  action 
which  the  Government  would  assume 
upon  the  question,  or  if  he  would  tell 
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them  anything  of  their  intentions  with 
regard  to  this  Naval  Volunteer  move- 
ment, which  had  already  grown  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  in  this  country,  and  which, 
he  hoped,  would  every  day  increase  in 

strength.  

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
Earl  of  Hakeowby):  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
impress  upon  your  Lordships  my  sense 
of  the  importance  of  this  subject ;  and  I 
can  at  once  say  to  the  noble  Earl,  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment, 
that  I  am  very  grateful  to  him  for  the 
prominent  part  which  he  has  taken  in 
this  matter.  My  noble  Friend  has  wisely 
and  patriotically  put  himself  at  the  head 
of  a  movement  which  I  believe  will  as- 
sume a  very  great  and  important  cha- 
racter— the  Naval  Volunteer  and  Home 
Defence  Association  —  an  association 
which  already  numbers  amongst  its 
members  a  body  of  distinguished  men, 
and,  I  am  proud  to  say,  several  Mem- 
bers of  your  Lordships'  House.  I  re- 
joice very  much  indeed  that  the  noble 
Earl  should  have  taken  such  a  promi- 
nent part  in  this  movement,  and  that  he 
should  have  lent  to  it  the  benefit  of  his 
calm  judgment  and  great  ability.  The 
matter  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
brought  forward  is  one  which  requires 
careful  consideration .  My  noble  Friend 
touches  only  one  branch  of  a  great  sub- 
ject— a  matter  upon  which  the  safety  of 
the  country  depends — namely,  the  naval 
condition  of  this  country.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  do  not  believe  that,  in  face  of 
war,  we  should  actually  suffer  terrible 
disasters  in  this  direction,  for  this  rea- 
son— that  I  have  full  confidence  in  the 
energy,  courage,  and  money  resources 
of  the  people ;  and  I  believe  that  if  the 
threat  of  attack  against  our  commercial 
harbours  became  serious,  that  such  is 
the  martial  spirit  in  the  country  that 
there  would  be  a  tremendous  rush  of 
men  to  the  front  in  defence  of  the  sea 
coast,  that  we  should  save  our  towns 
from  any  very  serious  injury.  But  there 
would  have  to  be  almost  superhuman 
efforts,  very  serious  loss  of  life,  and 
probably  enormous  waste  of  money. 
For  my  own  part,  I  can  speak  on  be- 
half of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  We 
are  very  strongly  of  opinion  that  our 
harbours  and  ports  should  not  remain 
in  their  present  defenceless  condition, 
although  in  case  of  panic  we  are  con- 
vinced that  they  would  be  suocessfuJly 
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defended.  However,  we  have  made  up 
our  minds  that  the  condition  of  these 
ports  must  be  faced,  and  we  believe 
that  it  is  wiser  to  provide  in  times  of 
peace  against  panic,  and  to  see  that  the 
proposed  remedies  are  wise,  and  sen- 
sible, and  adequate.  My  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  not 
satisfied  with  the  present  condition  of 
defence,  and  will  shortly  lay  before  his 
Naval  Colleagues  proposals  for  their 
consideration  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving those  defences.  When  I  say 
consideration,  I  trust  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  think  that  we  mean  to 
stop  short  there.  In  our  opinion,  the 
time  has  come  when  a  prompt  decision 
should  be  taken  on  this  subject.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  if  war  broke 
oat  our  Fleet  could  not  be  employed 
solely  in  defending  our  ports.  Every 
ship,  small  and  large,  would  have  to  be 
occupied  in  shutting  up  the  ships  of  the 
enemy  in  their  ports,  in  conveying  our 
merchant  fleets,  and  in  watching  scat- 
tered Colonies  all  over  the  world,  and 
this  over  and  above  any  aggressive  ac- 
tion. It  is  not  sounding  unduly  a  note 
of  alarm  to  say  that  the  great  Fleet  of 
this  country  would  not  be  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  commercial  ports  and  har- 
lM>urs.  We  have  to  face  this  state  of 
things.  Your  Lordships  will  not  sup- 
pose that  I  am  alarmed  because  I  be- 
Ueve  that  a  great  disaster  would  be 
averted  ;  but  still  I  believe  that  the 
state  of  things  is  most  grave  and  serious. 
Of  course,  we  know  where  the  danger 
would  come  from.  The  fastest  unar- 
moured  cruisers  would  endeavour  to 
make  descents  on  our  wealthy  commer- 
cial harbours.  The  danger  is  one  that 
must  be  considered  and  faced,  though 
without  any  feeling  of  panic.  Would 
it  be  possible  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, with  any  idea  of  the  most  ordi- 
nary economy,  or  with  any  ordinary 
Estimates  that  could  pass  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  undertake  the  defence  of 
all  these  commercial  ports  ?  I  believe 
the  expense  would  be  so  enormous  that 
you  could  not  expect  the  House  of 
Commons  to  meet  it,  and  the  country 
would  not  expect  the  Government  to 
undertake  the  serious  operations  which 
would  be  necessary  for  the  defence  of 
our  ports  and  harbours.  Although  it 
is  rather  early  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  make  any  definite  announce- 
ment, yet  the  view  that  is  taken  by  the 


Admiralty  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment is  that  we  must  rely  to  a  great 
extent  upon  the  localities  for  the  serious 
part  of  this  work.  Not  only  on  the 
ground  of  expense  do  I  say  this,  but 
we  believe  they  would  probably  do  the 
work  better  for  themselves  than  a  Go* 
vernment  Department  would  do  it.  ' 
We  also  believe  it  will  be  done 
cheaper  by  the  localities,  and  the 
facts  of  their  being  asked  to  bestir 
themselves  in  their  own  defence,  and 
of  some  of  their  best  men  enrolling 
themselves  in  Naval  Volunteer  Corps, 
would  tend  to  encourage  a  noble  spirit 
in  the  locality,  to  keep  up  the  national 
spirit,  and  to  improve  the  tone  of  all 
who  joined  in  the  work  of  self-defence. 
I  cordially  endorse  what  has  been  said 
by  my  noble  Friend,  that  the  encourage- 
ment of  the  Volunteer  spirit  is  a  matter 
of  national  importance.  The  attitude  of 
the  Government  would  not  be  one  of 
mere  cold  approval ;  but  they  would  do 
all  in  their  power  to  encourage  such  a 
movement,  to  back  it  up,  and  to  co- 
operate with  those  who  patriotically 
identified  themselves  with  it.  From  a 
naval  point  of  view,  what  would  be 
wanted  for  the  defence  of  these  ports 
and  harbours  ?  There  are  three  matters 
which  do  not  come  in  the  naval  pur- 
view. Forts,  batteries,  and  submarine 
mines  from  the  land  are  under  the  War 
Department,  and  we  put  them  aside  for 
the  moment.  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  War  Department  and 
the  Admiralty  will  act  with  the  most 
friendly  concert  in  this  matter,  and  that 
every  endeavour  will  be  used  to  secure 
that  Engineers,  Artillery,  and  Navy  will 
work  together  cordially  in  the  further- 
ance of  this  great  undertaking.  The 
naval  requirements  for  the  defence  of 
these  commercial  harbours  and  ports  are 
two — materials  and  men.  As  to  mate- 
rials, ships  are  wanted.  I  mean  rather 
torpedo  boats  and  everything  connected 
with  torpedo  defence  and  steam  tugs  of 
sufficient  speed  for  gun-boats.  As  to 
the  supply  of  materials,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  having  taken  the  best 
advice  on  the  subject,  is  of  opinion  that 
we  ought  to  rely,  not  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, but  upon  localities  and  patriotic 
associations,  such  as  that  with  which 
my  noble  Friend  has  identified  himself. 
Coming  to  the  second  head — that  of 
men — of  course,  the  great  object  will  be 
to  have  trained  men  to  work  these  tor- 
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pedoes  and   gun-boats;   and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  are  ready  to  give 
every    possible   encouragement   to  the 
creation    of     Naval   Volunteer    Corps. 
Everyone  must  have  seen  with  satisfac- 
tion the  start  made  in  this  matter  in 
London,  Liverpool,  and    Bristol.     Her 
Majesty's  Government  feel  that  the  best 
help  they  can  give  to  this  movement, 
independently  of  co-operation  and  as- 
sistance in  smaller  matters,  will  be  to 
contribute  in  some  way  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  men  of  the  Naval  Volun- 
teers.   I  am  not  authorized  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  state  the  exact 
way  in  which  he  proposes  to  contribute 
to  their  maintenance;   but  he  accepts 
the  principle,  and  hopes  to  be  able  to 
make  a  statement  next  week  as  to  how 
it  may  be  applied.     As  to  the  supply  of 
the  materials,  we  hope  that  the  patriot- 
ism of  localities  and  of  wealthy  indivi- 
duals connected  with  societies  will  come 
to  the  aid  of  the  country.    With  regard 
to  the  men,  we  hope  that  the  patriotism 
which  we  know  prevails  so  largely  in  all 
ranks  in  the  country,  and  particularly  in 
naval  districts,  will  lead  men  to  come 
forward  and  to  serve  as  Naval  Volun- 
teers,   and    we     shall     merely    assist 
in  the  maintenance  in  some  way  to  be 
afterwards  disclosed.    In  the  time  of  the 
great  War  from  1798  to  1810,  the  sea- 
faring population    contributed    12,000 
men  in   England,  headed  by  92  cap- 
tains, and  12,000  men  in  Lreland,  who 
formed  the  Sea  Fencibles,  and  helped 
to  make  the  country  secure  ;  and  I  am 
not  without  hope  that  the  same  spirit 
among  the  same  population  will  render 
equal  service  in  the  future.     But,  after 
all,  this  is  only  part  of    a  very  great 
question — the    naval    position    of   this 
country.  The  nation  is  manifesting  great 
anxiety  as   to  its  Fleet.     It  is  asking 
whether  the  ships  are  numerous  enough, 
strong  enough,  fast  enough,  well  armed, 
and  fitted  with  modern  appliances,  and 
whether  our  Navy  could  hold  its  own 
against   all  probable   as   well  as  pos- 
sible combinations.     The  nation  is  also 
asking  whether  the  Navy  will  be  strong 
enough  to  guard  our  food  supplies  in 
case  of  war,  to  guard  our  treasure  ships, 
to  protect  our  merchandise,  to  protect 
our  Colonies,  to  keep  our  merchant  ships 
from  being  driven  under  a  foreign  flag, 
and  to  preserve  this  Island  abpolutely 
intact  from  fear  and  danger.     Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  feel  that  these  are 

The  Earl  cfEarrowhy 


questions  the  nation  will  have  a  right  to 
demand  an  answer  to  before  very  long. 
We  have  pronounced  no  opinion  on  the 
subject;  but  we  feel  that  no  question  is 
so  important  at  the  present  time  as  the 
state  of  our  Navy,  and  no  question  re- 
quires more  careful  thought  and  more 
continuous  investigation,  and,  at  the 
same  time  investigation  free  from  any- 
thing like  undue  alarm  or  panic.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  hope  to  be  able 
before  long,  after  careful  examination, 
to  satisfy  the  feelings  of  the  nation  on 
this  subject.  What  the  answer  will  be 
we  know  not.  But  we  do  feel  one  thing. 
Suppose  we  were  able  to  say  that  our 
Navy  is  virtually,  as  of  old,  mistress  of 
the  sea,  that  our  commercial  ports  are 
safe  from  all  fear  of  attack,  that  our 
seaside  towns  are  safe,  that  our  Colonial 
towns  are  safe,  through  local  energy 
and  Government  help,  and  that  our  coal- 
ing stations  are  safe — if  we  can  say  all 
this,  the  effect  upon  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  will  be  no  slight  matter. 
We  believe  that  instead  of  having  a 
warlike  effect  upon  the  nations  of  the 
world  the  effect  would  be  exactly  the 
contrary.  We  believe  that  if  we  can 
give  the  answer  which  we  may  be  able 
to  give,  and  which,  at  any  rate,  we  ought 
to  be  able  to  give,  we  should  promote 
the  peace  of  the  world  more  than  we 
could  in  any  other  way.  We  believe 
that  the  effect  upon  our  commerce  would 
be  seen  at  once  in  a  resurrection  of  en- 
terprize  and  in  the  return  of  prosperity 
to  labour  and  industry.  Instability  and 
uncertainty  as  to  the  future  seriously 
interfere  with  the  national  prosperity ; 
stability  and  certainty  give  elasticity 
to  our  resources  and  the  enterprise  of 
our  people.  I  hope  and  believe  we  shall 
be  able  to  give  that  good  account.  We 
hope  for  the  best,  and  if  we  do  not  find 
things  as  we  hope  we  must  do  our  best 
to  set  them  right.  The  country  will 
never  forgive  a  Government  who  de- 
ceives them  about  our  naval  supremacy, 
and  it  will  refuse  no  sacrifice  that  is  ne- 
cessary to  preserve  that  supremacy,  and 
to  preserve  the  flag,  commerce,  and  soil 
of  England  from  insult  and  from  injury. 
The  Earl  of  EAVENSWORTH 
said,  that  the  commercial  communities 
would  thoroughly  appreciate  the  tone  of 
the  speech  that  the  noble  Earl  had  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Government.  It  waa 
with  no  intention  of  throwing  cold  water 
on  the  scheme  that  he  urged  the  Govem- 
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roent  to  look  the  difficulties  full  in  the 
face,  for  there  were  grave  difficulties  to 
overcome.  In  the  first  place,  there  was 
the  danger  of  friction  between  the  War 
Office  and  the  Admiralty,  with  both  of 
which  Departments  the  new  force  would 
have  to  do.  It  was  necessary,  therefore, 
to  define  clearly  the  relations  which 
were  to  subsist  in  this  matter  between 
those  two  great  authorities.  Next,  it 
it  would  be  no  easy  matter  to  find  and 
train  a  suitable  body  of  men  for  the 
service.  Neither  seamen  nor  soldiers 
were  wanted ;  but  men  possessing  what 
might  be  called  amphibious  qualifica- 
tions, and  being,  above  all,  good  oars- 
men. It  was  important  in  forming  this 
force  not  to  trench  unduly  on  the  re- 
cruiting grounds  of  the  Navy  and  En- 
gineers. A  capitation  grant  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  if  the  force  was  to 
be  of  real  value.  Naval  officers,  pro- 
bably lieutenants,  would  haye  to  be 
placed  in  command  at  each  port.  Above 
ail,  it  was  essential  that  the  scheme 
should  form  part  of  a  g^eat  national 
policy  of  steady  and  persistent  prepara- 
tion, with  absolute  freedom  from  panic. 
He  further  thought  that  the  Government 
should  find  the  means  of  instruction  and 
the  gun-boats. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  said, 
he  thought  their  Lordships  must  have 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  the  an- 
nouncement by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  of  the  determi- 
nation of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
maintain  the  strength  of  the  Navy.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  their  Lordships 
would,  on  this  occasion,  recollect  that 
this  was  not  mainly  a  naval  question  at 
all.  The  noble  Lords  who  bad  joined 
in  this  discussion  omitted  to  explain  that 
the  main  defence  of  our  commercial  har- 
bours must  be  by  guns.  Not  one  of 
those  who  had  addressed  their  Lord- 
ships bad  mentioned  one  of  the  most 
valuable  Forces  now  existing  in  this 
country — namely,  the  Artillery  Volun- 
teers. Those  Volunteers  when  supplied 
with  guDS,  which  could  be  moved  from 
place  to  place  along  the  coast,  would,  in 
many  eases,  be  able  to  render  valuable 
assistance  in  the  defence  of  our  com- 
mercial ports  and  harbours.  Their 
Lordships  ought  not  to  run  away  with 
the  idea  that  torpedoes  were  going  to 
be  all  powerful  in  the  future.  This  was 
a  matter  of  grave  doubt,  and,  indeed, 
recent  experiments  were  rather  in  the 


opposite  direction.  Therefore,  if  we 
relied  upon  torpedo  boats  alone,  we 
might  be  living  in  a  fooFs  paradise,  and 
we  might  not  be  taking  the  right  mea- 
sures ibr  the  defence  of  our  commercial 
harbours.  They  were  all  agreed  that 
our  commercial  harbours  ought  to  be 
adequately  defended  by  arrangements 
made  beforehand.  Circumstances  had 
prevented  him  from  carrying  his  own 
views  with  respect  to  the  assistance 
the  Navy  could  give  by  organizing 
and  supporting  local  Volunteer  Eorces 
into  effect ;  but  he  was  ready  to 
give  his  most  cordial  support  to  any 
steps  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  take  in  that  direction. 
He  understood  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment supported  his  noble  Friend's 
patriotic  movement  with  the  object  of 
supplying,  by  local  efi'orts,  supplemented 
by  general  subscriptions,  certain  classes 
of  torpedo  boats  and  other  craft.  In 
the  next  place,  he  understood  the  noble 
Earl  to  say  that,  in  some  way  or  other, 
by  capitation  grants  or  otherwise,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  decided  to 
give  active  aid  to  the  Naval  Volunteers  at 
the  different  ports.  He  thought  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  perfectly 
right  in  coming  to  that  decision.  The 
number  of  men  required  to  man  the 
boats  which  would  render  assistance  in 
the  defence  of  these  ports  need  not  be 
very  large;  and  he  did  not  think  the 
raising  of  this  corps  would  act  preju- 
dicially on  any  other  movement  of  the 
kind.  In  the  opinion  of  naval  officers, 
it  would  be  possible  to  train  seafaring 
men  in  the  different  ports  in  the  manage- 
ment of  that  class  of  torpedo  boats  which 
would  be  used  for  the  defence.  The 
Reports  received  by  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  of  the  public  spirit  and  effi- 
ciency of  the  present  Royal  Naval  Volun- 
teers had  been  most  satisfactory ;  and  no  ■ 
one  could  be  more  glad  than  he  was  to 
hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  going  to  give  increased  develop- 
ment to  that  important  form  of  the 
Volunteer  movement.  In  conclusion,  he 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  House  that 
it  was  not,  and  could  not,  be  considered 
at  all  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  use  the  Fleet  for  the  protection  of 
ports  and  harbours.  It  had  been  the 
policy  of  successive  Boards  of  Admi- 
ralty, announced  in  that  House  and  else- 
where, that  Her  Majesty's  Fleets  must 
be  used  in  attacking  the  enemy  and  the 
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lities  being  given  to  make  themselves 
well  acquainted  with  military  details, 
such  as  actaal  experience  in  the  forts 
alone  gave.  The  Engineer  Volunteers 
likewise  were  a  most  valuable  body  of 
men,  and  opportunities  should  also  be 
given  them  to  become  proficient  in  laying 
marine  mines,  for  he  believed  that,  as- 
sisted by  a  body  of  the  Boyal  Engineers, 
they  would  play  a  most  important  part 
in  home  defences,  particularly  in  the 
defence  of  the  ports  and  commercial  har- 
bours in  time  of  war. 

Earl  FOETESCUB  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Government  were  in  posses- 
sion of  a  sufficient  number  of  heavy 
guns  for  these  various  purposes  ? 

TRINTTY  COLLEaE,  DUBLIN,  LEASING 

PERPETUITY  ACT,  1861. 

WITHDRAWAL  OF  NOTICE. 

The  Earl  of  LEITEIM,  who  had 
placed  a  Notice  upon  the  Paper  of  his 
intention 

<<  To  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  and  to  report  upon  the  tenure  of  lands  held 
by  grantees  in  perpetuity  under  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin,  and  the  Provost  thereof  in  his 
corporate  capacity,  and  on  the  working  of  the 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Leasing  and  Perpe- 
tuity  Act,  1851,  vnth  respect  to  the  variation  of 
rent  and  its  effect  on  the  value  of  the  interests 
respectively  of  the  College,  the  perpetmty 
grantees,  and  the  occupying  perpetuity  tenants 
of  the  lands,*' 

said,  the  Motion  had  been  put  down 
some  time  ago,  and  had  been  discussed, 
and  ultimately  adjourned  for  further  in- 
formation on  the  subject.  This  was  the 
first  day  on  which,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  University  of 
Dublin,  he  had  been  able  to  bring  the 
Motion  on.  He  was  now  advised  that 
there  were  practical  diflBculties  in  the 
way  of  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
(Jommittee,  owing  to  the  late  period  of 
the  Session  and  the  reluctance  of  Peers 
to  attend.  Even  if  Peers  did  attend  on 
a  Committee  it  would  be  difHcult  for 
them  to  complete  their  work  before  the 
Prorogation.  That  being  the  case,  he 
would  not  move  the  Motion,  and  would 
content  himself  with  giving  Notice  that 
he  would  take  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  bringing  it  forward  next  Session. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

BILL  PRESENTED.      PIRST  READOfQ. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  op  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbottbite)  :  My  Lords, 


enemy's  squadrons  in  all  parts  of  the 
world.  If  that  were  the  case,  it  was  im- 
possible at  the  same  time  to  tell  off  Her 
Majesty^s  ships  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting our  ports.  That  protection  must 
be  provided  by  means  of  batteries, 
mines,  and  the  new  system  of  torpedo 
defence.  He  might  state,  in  certain 
recent  contingencies,  the  Admiralty  had 
no  serious  apprehension  of  an  attack  on 
the  commercial  harbours  of  this  coun- 
try; but  there  might  be  other  contin- 
gencies in  which  more  defences  would 
be  required.  

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  wished  to 
express  his  thanks  to  his  noble  Friend 
for  having  brought  this  important  sub- 
ject under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
From  what  he  could  learn  from  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made  from 
both  sides  of  the  House,  he  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  late  as  well  as 
the  present  Government  were  prepared 
to  lend  the  movement  moral  but  not  ma- 
terial support.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther, supposing  the  localities  provided 
the  men  and  the  batteries,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  to  provide  the 
necessary  guns  for  the  defence  of  the 
harbours?  The  old  40- pounder  guns 
would  be  practically  useless  for  that 
purpose,  for,  ovmig  to  the  great  improve- 
ments in  artillery,  they  were  only  equal 
to  the  12  and  16 -pounders,  and  he 
trusted  that  a  more  efficient  weapon 
would  be  provided .  His  only  doubt  was 
whether  the  Government  had  the  neces- 
sary supply  of  guns  fit  for  the  purpose. 

The  Eabl  of  MOELEY  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Earl  was  under  a  de- 
lusion as  to  the  40-poTmders,  which  for 
various  purposes  were  very  suitable  and 
p^ood  guns.  However,  he  admitted  that 
if  these  forts  were  to  be  armed  with  the 
old  40-pounder  guns  the  country  would 
be  relying  on  a  broken  reed.  Much  more 
formidable  weapons  than  those  would 
be  required  to  efficiently  defend  the  bat- 
teries, which  ought  to  be  armed  with 
heavy,  penetrating,  and  long-range 
guns.  He  agreed  that  everything  should 
be  done  not  merely  to  encourage  that 
important  body  of  men  the  Artillery 
Volunteers,  but  in  the  way  of  arrange- 
ments for  the  forts  being  manned  by 
the  force  occasionally.  Measures  were 
being  taken  and  had  all  but  been  com- 
plete by  the  late  Government  to  this 
end  when  they  left  Office.  He  attached 
the  greatest  possible  importance  to  faci- 

The  Earl  ofNorthhrooh 
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in  presenting  to  your  Lordships  the  Bill 
whioh  stands  in  my  name,  I  think  it 
right  and  convenient  to  make  a  short 
explanation  of  the  oiroumstanoes  under 
which  it  is  my  duty  so  to  present  it,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  give  your  Lordships 
some  explanation  of  the  provisions  which 
are  embodied  in  the  Bill.  It  is  obvious 
that  there  has  been  but  a  very  short 
time  indeed  for  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  to  consider  how  they  would 
frame  their  scheme  for  the  adoption  of 
Parliament,  and  how  to  embody  their 
proposals  in  the  Bill.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, although  we  had  ample  ma- 
terial in  the  shape  of  a  vast  number  of 
suggestions,  proposals,  and  schemes, 
circulated  in  the  Press  and  embodied 
in  other  Bills,  and  although  I  myself 
have  been  treated  in  no  niggard  man- 
ner and  in  no  imgenerous  fashion  with 
suggestions  that  teemed  in  by  every 
post  and  in  every  variety  of  methods  of 
commimication,  still  we  had  to  apply 
ourselves  to  this  question  in  a  spirit 
practical,  generous,  and  just,  and  with 
an  anxious  desire  to  introduce  a  Bill 
short  and  workable,  and  which  would 
present  as  few  points  of  contention  as 
possible. .  We  have  adopted,  as  the  go- 
verning priDciple  of  the  scheme,  that  it 
is  voluntary,  and  that  the  landlord  and 
tenant  are  left  free  to  act  according  to  their 
own  discretion,  and,  on  the  examination 
of  their  own  interests,  to  do  as  they 
think  right.  This  question  of  the  crea- 
tion of  a  peasant  proprietary  is  no  new 
one.  It  has  been  before  Parliament  for 
a  long  time.  It  has  engaged  the  best 
energies  and  enlisted  the  warmest  sym- 

?athie8  of  the  most  eminent  men  in 
Parliament  and  in  the  country ;  and, 
therefore,  it  comes  now  before  your 
Lordships  accredited  with  this  great  re- 
commendation—that it  is  a  non-Party 
question ;  and  I  present  it  to  your  Lord- 
ships' favourable  consideration,  not  from 
any  Party  standpoint,  but  believing 
that  I  shall  receive  from  all  sides  and 
sections  of  this  House  a  fair  considera- 
tion of  the  proposals  embodied  in  the 
Bill.  Your  Lordships  are  so  familiar 
with  the  history  of  the  question  that 
I  should  not  be  justified  in  enteriDg 
into  any  lengthened  recapitulation  of 
it.  The  Land  Act  of  1870  contained 
the  germs  of  this  Bill  in  the  clauses 
honourably  known  as  the  Bright  Clauses, 
which  sanctioned  the  advance  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  purchase  money.     They 


did  not  work  so  well  as  the  proposer 
expected.  I  lay  the  blame  on  nobody, 
but  in  1 1  years  the  Act  only  succeeded 
in  calling  into  existence  something  like 
870  peasant  proprietors.  Then  there 
was  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  which  applied 
itself  to  the  question  in  a  broader  and 
more  generous  spirit,  and  it  proposed 
to  increase  the  advance  from  two- thirds 
to  three-fourths.  For  a  variety  of  rea- 
sons, with  which  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House,  that  Act  has  not,  so  far  as  the 
Purchase  Clauses  are  concerned,  been 
attended  with  that  success  whioh  its 
framers,  and  those  who  watched  its 
career,  most  earnestly  desired.  I  shall 
not  enter  into  many  ^gures ;  I  will  only 
give  a  few.  Down  to  the  present  only 
733  peasant  proprietors  have  under  that 
Bill  been  called  into  existence,  and  the 
whole  sum  expended  has  been  £238,000.  ^ 
In  the  long  and  anxious  discussions 
which  took  place  on  the  passing  of  that 
most  important  measure  of  1881,  on 
all  sides  of  the  House,  these  Purchase 
Clauses  were  looked  upon  with  the  most 
earnest  desire  that  they  should  work 
well.  It  was  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  passed  the  Bill ;  it  was  the 
earnest  desire  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  ex- 
pressed in  frequent  speeches ;  and  I  well 
remember  that  Lord  Hartington,  in  a 
speech  obviously  delivered  after  much 
consideration,  said  the  Purchase  Clauses 
were  really  the  end  and  object  that  must 
be  aimed  at  in  all  such  legislation,  and 
the  Tenure  Clauses  were  only  to  supply  a 
modus  Vivendi  until  the  establishment  of 
peasant  proprietors.  Well,  these  clauses 
have  only  worked  in  the  modified  way 
I  have  indicated.  There  is  a  block  in 
the  land  market  which  everyone  must 
regret — a  block  so  complete  that,  imtil 
it  is  re-opened,  it  is  in  vain  to  look  for 
any  increase  in  Irish  prosperity.  All 
parties,  therefore,  recognize  the  neces- 
sity of  opening  the  land  market  and 
causing  somethiog  like  a  circulation  in 
this  great  national  industry.  I  will 
give  your  Lordships  a  few  facts  which 
are  elementary  to  anyone  who  has  the 
smallest  knowledge  of  this  subject.  The 
Landed  Estates  Court  used  to  sell  at  a 
rate  of  something  like  £1,500,000 
a-year.  That  was  before  the  last  five 
or  six  years.  Now  the  average  is,  ex- 
clusive of  urban  properties,  little,  if  at 
all,  above  £150,000.  This  is  enough 
to  indicate  the  position  of  landed  pro- 
perty.   I  will  now  state  the  number  of 
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estates  which  areundertlie  receivers,  and 
subject  to  that  expensive  and  costly  ma- 
chinery. In  1878  the  number  of  re- 
ceivers in  Ireland  was  437  ;  in  1880  the 
number  was  565;  in  1882  the  figure 
reached  816 ;  and  in  1884  it  reached  the 
great  total  of  1,081.  These  estates  are 
administered  under  these  receivers  owing 
to  circumstances  and  under  conditions 
which  might  call  for  examination  if 
there  was  time  to  go  into  them ;  but 
I  may  say  that  they  are  administered  at 
a  vast  and  regrettable  expense.  The 
attention  of  Parliament  has  been  called 
to  the  urgency  of  these  topics  on  nume- 
rous occasions.  In  1882  a  Committee 
of  your  Lordships'  House  reported 
on  the  question,  and  that  Eeport  is 
familiar  reading.  It  contained  many 
practical  proposals;  but  I  shall  only 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  one  ex- 
tract.   The  Report  declares  that — 

"  There  is  a  concurrence  of  testimony  that 
no  scheme  for  converting  tenants  into  proprie- 
tors which  requires  tenants  to  pay  down  a  por- 
tion of  the  purchase  money,  or  to  pay  a  yearly 
instalment  of  it  greater  than  the  rent,  is  likely 
to  be  successful." 

That  was  the  Report  of  1882,  which  has 
since  acquired  greater  significance  and 
obtained  the  acceptance  of  everyone 
who  wishes  to  see  this  matter  settled. 
That  Report  was  presented  to  your 
Lordships  in  April,  1882.  In  the  month 
following  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  stated  in  this  House  on  two 
occasions  that  the  matter  of  the  revi- 
sion of  the  Purchase  Glauses  of  the 
Land  Act  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government.  The  matter  sub- 
stantially rested  there  untilJune,  1883, 
when  Lord  George  Hamilton,  in  an  im- 

Eortant  debatei  which  was  joined  in  by 
[r.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Trevelyan,  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  carried  the 
following  Motion  unanimously,  without 
dissent  from  any  section  of  Parliament — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
early  revision  of  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1881  is  necessary  in  order  to 
give  effect  to  the  intentions  of  Parliament  con- 
tained therein.*' 

In  redemption  of  that,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
in  May,  1884,  presented  a  Bill  to  the 
House  of  Commons  in  an  important, 
able,  and  most  interesting  speech.  My 
Lords,  that  Bill,  the  details  of  which  I 
have  examined  most  minutely,  has  been 
of  great  advantage  in  the  framing  of 
the  present  Bill  since  the  present  Go- 
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vemment  came  into  Office.  Speaking 
roughly  and  broadly,  that  Bill  proposed 
to  give  an  increase  on  the  previous  ad- 
vance made  under  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
to  those  who  were  willing  to  borrow  only 
three-fourths — that  is,  that  to  those  who 
were  willing  to  work  under  the  Act  of 
1881  it  gave  the  money  at  a  lower  rate 
of  interest,  and  gave  a  longer  number 
of  years  in  which  to  repay  it.  A  greater 
change,  and  that  on  which  attention, 
because  of  its  importance,  was  neces- 
sarily concentrated,  was  the  change  for 
the  first  time  presented  to  Parliament  in 
actual  legislation — although  it  had  been 
dealt  with  in  a  former  most  important 
proposal  in  the  Committee  of  your  Lord- 
ships* House—the  proposal  was  that 
we  should  advance  the  whole  of  the 
purchase  money  to  the  tenant  to  enable 
him  to  purchase  his  holding.  Ob* 
viously  the  proposal  attracted  a  vast 
amount  of  attention.  To  guard  the 
nation  against  any  loss,  a  most  legiti- 
mate and  laudable  object,  that  proposal 
was  accompanied  with  a  proposal  to 
have  a  local  guarantee.  I  make  no  charge 
whatever  as  to  the  prudence  or  impru- 
dence of  that ;  and,  until  it  was  submitted 
to  criticism,  it  could  not  be  ascertained 
how  such  a  proposal  would  work.  Opi- 
nions at  first  were  divided  upon  it.  When, 
however,  submitted  to  the  test  of  public 
criticism,  it  was  found  that  the  attempt  to 
safeguard  the  advance  of  the  whole  of  the 
purchase  money  by  requiring  a  guarantee 
was  a  proposal  which  had  no  chance  of 
acceptance.  Therefore,  it  may  be  boldly 
and  broadly  stated  that  the  fact  that  the 
whole  of  the  purchase  money  was  to  be 
so  advanced  was  destructive  of  that  Bill, 
and  prevented  it  from  going  any  further. 
That  is  the  conclusion  to  which  a  full  exa- 
mination leads,  though  I  make  no  charge 
with  reference  to  it.  The  only  other  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  to  which  I  need  refer 
was  that  to  advance  £20,000,000  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Purchase  Clauses,  provided 
that  no  more  than  £5,000,000  should 
be  expended  in  one  year.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  that  Bill  was  not  proceeded  with. 
I  myself  endeavoured,  at  the  close  of 
the  Session,  to  get  a  part  of  it  proceeded 
with ;  but  I  cannot  blame  the  late  Go- 
vernment for  not  proceeding  with  it  at 
that  time.  There  were  many  difficulties 
in  their  way,  and  they  were  naturally 
not  desirous  of  proceeding  with  certain 
clauses,  but  of  leaving  the  question  to 
be  dealt  with  in  a  more  complete  form. 
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Tour  Lordships  do  not  wish  to  be  re- 
minded of  the  way  in  which  the  question 
has  heen  brought  before  the  Houao  of 
Commons  this  Session.     The  question 
was  again  and  again  brought  before  that 
House ;  and  after  a  slight  appearance  of 
uncertainty  as  to  what   would   be  the 
ultimate  decision  to  be    arrived  at,  it 
was  announced  by  Mr.  Gladstone  shortly 
before  the  change  of  Government  that 
he  intended  to  present  a  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Commons  which,  I  think,  he 
indicated,  would,  at  all  events,  have  the 
merit  of  shortness,  and  which  he  hoped 
would  be  workable  and  bring  about  a 
settlement  of  the  question.     It  was  in 
that  state  of  facts  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment devoted    themselves    to    the 
consideration    of  the  question.      Your 
Lordships  will,  Ihope,  bear  in  mind  the 
necessary  difficulties  of  dealing  with  a 
vast  and  complicated  question  in  a  short 
period  of  time,  and  the  earnest  efforts 
that  have  to  be  made  to  reach  the  quali- 
fications which  I  laid  down  at  the  out- 
set of  my  remarks — that  of  producing  a 
measure  that  would  be  short,  that,  so  far 
as  we  could  judge,  would  be  workable, 
and  would,  so  far  as  might  be  possible, 
avoid  contentious  matter.    The  proposals 
embodied  in  this  Bill  are  proposals  which, 
I  trust,  will  commend  themselves  to  the 
favourable  reception  of  your  Lordships. 
As  far  as  the    proposals  of   the  Land 
Act  of  1881  are  concerned,  that  of  ad- 
vancing three-fourths  of  the  purchase 
money,  arrangements  are  made  in  the 
Bill  by  which  those  who  desire  only  to 
avail  themselves  of   advances   to  that 
extent  are  at  liberty  to  do  so.     But  in 
the  same  spirit  in  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment, by  Mr.  Trevelyan's  Bill,  pro- 
posed  to   give  more  generous    encou- 
ragement, so  we  have  given  more  gene- 
rous encouragement  to  those  who  de- 
sired to  -ieike  this  limited  advance.    It 
is  proposed  to  make  advances  to  those 
tenants  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent,  pay- 
able in  a  period  of  49  years.     Of  course, 
I  only  refer  to  these  matters  for  the  con- 
venience of   exposition,   for,    as    your 
Lordships  are  aware,  the  financial  as- 
pects of  this  Bill  will  have  no  validity 
until  voted  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament.     Applying    ourselves   to    the 
other   most  important   branch  of  this 
question,  which  was   attempted   to  be 
grappled  with  completely  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year — the  conditions  under  which 
it  would  be  reasonable  and  practicable 


to  advance  the  whole  purchase  money 
to  intending  tenants — we  adopt  that  pro- 
posal, that  the  State  will  advance  the 
whole  of  the  purchase  money  to  the  in- 
tending purchasers,  on  conditions  which 
we  believe  will  be  just  and  generous 
to  them,  and  will  not  expose  the 
State  to  any  risk  of  loss.  Of  course, 
from  the  exposition  I  have  made 
of  the  Bill  of  last  year,  your  Lord- 
ships will  anticipate  that  we  have  not 
again  presented  the  Guarantee  Clause, 
but  we  have  found  a  substitute,  which  I 
earnestly  hope  your  Lordships  will  ap- 
prove. We  provide  that  one-fifth  of  the 
purchase  money  shall  be  retained  at 
moderate  interest  in  the  hands  of  the 
Land  Commission  until  the  tenant,  by 
equivalent  payments,  has  paid  off  a  sum 
equal  to  the  amount  so  retained.  That, 
I  believe,  will  be  an  improvement  and  a 
sufficient  protection  to  the  State.  It  is 
more  workable,  more  simple,  more  im- 
mediately available  than  any  system  of 
guarantee.  We  also  supplement  it  by 
another  provision,  although  I  do  not 
think  the  provision  will  ever  really  be 
required  to  be  called  in  question.  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  there  is  such  a 
thing  as  the  Irish  Church  surplus,  and 
your  Lordships  may  know  that  there  is 
some  of  it  left.  We  propose  to  avail 
ourselves  in  a  clause  which  has  been 
most  carefully  prepared  of  what  remains 
of  the  Irish  Church  surplus,  subject  to 
all  existing  charges,  in  order  to  save  the 
State  from  any  ultimate  possibility  of 
loss.  The  Irish  Church  surplus  will 
not  be  touched  until  the  methods  pro- 
vided for  the  sale  of  holdings  has  been 
carried  out,  and  until  after  the  forfeiture 
of  the  one-fifth  of  the  purchase  money 
which  I  have  indicated  it  is  intended  to 
retain  as  a  safeguard  to  the  State. 
Those  are  the  general  features  of  the 
advances,  and  those  are  the  pecuniary 
aspects  of  the  Bill.  Of  course,  there  is 
another  matter  of  grave  importance  and 
deep  interest,  as  to  which  I  know  there 
are  differences  of  opinion  even  among 
those  on  this  side  of  the  House;  and 
that  is  as  to  the  tribunal  to  be  entrusted 
with  the  working  of  these  important 
functions.  There  are  three  courses  open 
to  the  Government.  We  could  have  a 
new  body  if  we  pleased ;  we  could  call 
into  existence  new  Commissioners  and 
new  machinery ;  but  one  must  be  of  a 
very  sanguine  disposition  and  a  very 
bold   statesman    to    think   that    when 
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within  measurable  distance  of  the  end 
of  the  Session  Parliament  can  be  ex- 
pected to  regard  such  a  matter  as  non- 
contentious,  or  who  can  expect  officers 
and  staff  to  be  provided  and  got  into 
working  order  within  a  reasonable  time. 
The  exigencies  and  necessity  of  the 
position — ^the  reality  of  facts — prevented 
us  from  giving  any  favourable  considera- 
tion to  that  proposal.  I  do  not  myself 
regard  it  as  within  the  limits  of  prac- 
tical consideration.  Then  there  remains 
the  Landed  Estates  Court.  There  are 
many  of  my  friends  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  and  in  Ireland  who  would 
be  most  favourable  to  this  jurisdiction 
being  attached  to  the  Landed  Estates 
Court ;  but  again  I  have  to  consider  the 
practical  aspects  of  this  question.  This 
jurisdiction  has  been,  after  much  con- 
sideration»  vested  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  the  Land  Commission ;  and  if 
you  now  were  to  take  it  from  them  and 
shift  it  back  to  the  Landed  Estates 
Court,  in  the  present  state  of  that  Court 
it  would  be  to  subject  the  Bill  to  further 
criticism,  to  further  lengthy  examina- 
tion, and  obviously  to  serious  contention. 
Therefore,  the  Government  have  ar- 
rived at  the  conclusion,  having  regard  to 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  that  it 
was  wiser  and  more  prudent  to  leave  it 
where  it  was  at  present — namely,  vested 
in  the  Land  Commission  Court,  and  to 
apply  ourselves,  as  much  as  possible,  to 
supplement  and  assist  that  Court  in  the 
new  administration  with  which  wo  are 
about  to  onerate  it.  That  we  have  done, 
and  we  have  done  so  in  a  way  which 
your  Lordships,  I  trust,  will  not  think 
paltry  or  petty.  The  Bill  makes  pro- 
vision for  the  appointment  of  two  ad- 
ditional Land  Commissioners,  who  shall 
hold  office  for  three  years,  not  at  the 
same  salary  as  the  other  Land  Com- 
missioners, who  receive  a  salary  of 
£3,000  a-year,  but  at  a  salary  of 
£2,000  a-year,  at  which  we  hope  we 
shall  be  able  to  secure  the  services  of 
gentlemen  of  energy,  of  capacity,  of  re- 
source, and  of  loyal  intentions  to  carry 
out  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  Power  will 
be  taken  in  the  Bill  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  by  his  order  to 
vest  in  those  additional,  or  such  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  as  he  may  think 
proper,  the  special  working  of  the  special 
work  of  this  Bill.  That  is  a  matter  to 
which  I  myself  look  as  a  very  important 
element  in  the  successful  working  of  this 
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measure.  There  is  another  portion  of  the 
Bill,  for  which  I  am  largely  indebted 
for  the  suggestion  and  drafting  to  the 
Bill  of  the  late  Government,  to  which  I 
have  already  referred.  Among  the  mat- 
ters most  to  be  desired  in  reference  to 
any  system  for  the  improvement  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland  is  to  encourage  the 
application  of  the  working  of  these  pro- 
visions by  having  some  short  and  simple 
method  of  conveyancing  and  legal  ma- 
chinery. Tenants  are  discouraged  by 
dread  of  an  indefinite  bill  of  costs ;  they 
do  not  like  solicitors,  and,  if  I  may  say 
so,  they  have  a  suspicion  of  barristers. 
They  would  like  some  short  and  simple 
method  of  land  transfer,  which  those 
who  run  may  read.  Power  is,  therefore, 
taken  to  enable  the  Land  Commissioners, 
after  due  inquiry,  to  pronounce  vesting 
orders.  The  Land  Conmiission  will  in- 
vestigate titles  at  their  expense,  and  will 
make  vesting  orders  which  will  not  cost 
the  tenant  time  or  trouble.  To  assist 
the  Land  Commission  in  that  important 
work  power  has  been  taken  to  transfer 
some  of  the  able  and  capable  officials  of 
the  Landed  Estates  Court,  safeguarding 
their  position  by  saying  that  it  shall 
only  be  done  by  their  own  consent,  at 
such  increased  salary  as  may  be  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Treasury.  To  this  provi- 
sion I  shall  look  for  the  smooth  and 
efficient  working  of  the  Conveyancing 
Clauses  of  this  Bill.  Power  is  also  taken 
of  appointing  counsel  and  solicitors, 
examiners,  and  other  officials  of  that 
kind,  who  can  aid  or  assist  the  Commis- 
sioners or  such  other  persons  as  may  be 
assigned  to  discharge  this  duty.  There 
are  other  provisions  of  the  conveyancing 
part  of  the  Bill  with  which  I  will  not 
trouble  your  Lordships,  not  because  they 
are  unimportant — they  are  to  my  mind 
extremely  important — but  because  I  do 
not  think  I  should  be  justified  in  tres- 
passing upon  your  Lordships  by  going 
into  such  technical  matters.  There  are 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  I  do 
not  go  into  now,  not  because  they  are 
not  important,  for  they  are  of  extreme 
importance,  but  because  I  do  not  think 
that  I  should  be  justified  in  trespassing 
any  longer  upon  the  time  of  your  Lord- 
ships. I  have  confined  myself  to  bring- 
ing before  your  Lordships  as  shortly  as 
I  could  the  salient  points  and  principles 
of  the  Bill,  which  I  hope  may  pass  into 
law  with  the  sanction  of  your  Lordships. 
If  I  may  do  so  without  presumption  upon 
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the  first  occasion  on  whicli  I  have  spoken 
in  this  House,  I  would  earnestly  and 
most  gravely  urge  upon  your  Lordships 
the  great  question  of  time  in  reference 
to  this  matter.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
take  steps  to  have  this  Bill  circulated 
among  your  Lordships  to-morrow  morn- 
ing, and  I  hope  that  your  Lordships  may 
assent  to  its  being  put  down  for  second 
reading  on  the  earliest  possible  date.  My 
Lords,  there  are  many  ways  of  killing  a 
Bill.  It  may  be  killed  by  too  much 
kindness,  or  it  may  be  killed  by  too 
much  unkindness.  There  may  be  those 
in  this  House  who  have  formed  schemes 
of  their  own  ;  and  it  may  be  that  I  have 
not  been  able  to  meet  the  plans  and 
schemes  of  all  those  whose  abilities  I 
thoroughly  recognize  ;  but  if  they  find 
that  those  plans  which  they  most  re- 
garded have  no  place  in  my  Bill,  and 
that  it  is  not  as  perfect  as  they  would 
have  liked,  let  them  criticize  me  to  their 
heart's  content,  but  let  them  spare  the 
Bill.  If  they  think  that  it  is  a  fair  and 
reasonable  effort  to  accomplish  a  great 
object  in  a  reasonable  and — as  far  as 
may  be — non-contentious  manner,  I  hope 
that  they  will  permit  the  Bill  to  pass 
through  this  House.  With  these  re- 
marks, I  have  now  the  honour  to  pre- 
sent the  Bill  to  your  Lordships,  and  I 
hope  that  your  Lordships  will  now  con- 
sent to  its  being  read  a  first  time. 

Bill  to  provide  greater  facilities  for 
the  sale  of  land  to  occupying  tenants  in 
Ireland  —  Presented  (The  Lord  Ash- 
botjbne). 

Eabl  SPENCEE  :  My  Lords,  I  shall 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  at  any  great 
length  ;  but  I  cannot  refrain  from  say- 
ing one  or  two  words  with  reference  to 
the  speech  we  have  just  heard.  First  of 
all,  I  hope  that  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  introduced  this  Bill  will 
allow  me  to  congratulate  him  upon  his 
first  appearance  in  this  House,  and  to 
express  to  him  how  gratified  Members 
of  this  House  on  both  sides  are  to  see 
him  a  Member  of  this  House.  Not  only 
will  this  House  have  the  addition  of  a 
very  capable  statesman  on  that  Front 
Bench,  but  on  this  side  we  shall  also 
have  in  him,  not  only  an  able,  but  one 
of  the  fairest  opponents  that  statesmen 
and  politicians  have  ever  had  in  Eng- 
land. This  subject  is  one  which  I  have 
had  to  study  minutely  during  the  last 
two  or  three  years.     I  have  not  had 


the  advantage  of  the  legal  learning  of 
my  noble  Friend;  but  I  have  stuaied 
it  with  the  assistance  of  many  able  men, 
and  I  know  that  nothing  could  have 
been  more  concise  and  clear' than  the 
explanation  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  made,  not  only  of  the  history  of 
this  question,  but  also  of  the  proposals 
of  Her  Maj esty 's  Government.  I  do  not 
think  that  it  would  be  right  for  me  to 
go  into  any  detail  now ;  but  I  may  say 
that  I  think  it  is  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance that,  if  possible,  this  question  of 
l^nd  purchase  in  Ireland  should  be 
settled  as  soon  as  possible,  and  that  the 
block  in  the  land  market  should  be  re- 
moved, which  is  at  present  so  serious  a 
matter,  not  only  to  landlords,  but  to  all 
interests  connected  with  the  land  in 
Ireland.  The  Purchase  Clauses  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  were  of  the  utmost 
importance,  and  I  quite  agree  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has  intro- 
duced this  measure  that  there  has  not 
been  that  number  of  purchases  which  it 
was  hoped  would  be  the  case.  I  hope 
that  the  scheme  embodied  in  the  present 
Bill  will  be  more  successful.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  asked  that  this 
measure  should  receive  just  and  reason- 
able consideration,  and  I  can  assure  him 
that  it  will  certainly  receive  such  con- 
sideration, so  far  as  the  first  Opposition 
Bench  is  concerned.  There  are  very 
important  matters  connected  with  it, 
not  only  with  regard  to  the  advances  to 
be  made  by  the  State,  but  also  as  to  the 
bodies  who  are  to  deal  with  those  clauses, 
which  will  have  to  be  carefully  consi- 
dered when  the  Bill  is  before  us.  I  agree 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  the 
safety  of  this  Bill  and  the  hope  that  it 
will  be  satisfactorily  carried  out  depends 
upon  having  a  satisfactory  body  to  work 
it.  Unless  that  body  are  loyal  and 
anxious,  and  have  time  at  their  disposal 
to  work  the  measure  thoroughly,  I  fear 
there  will  be  another  failure  like  that 
which  has  attended  previous  legislation 
on  this  question.  I  will  not  at  present 
say  anything  more,  except  that  I  look 
forward  with  great  interest  to  seeing  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  that  under  the 
particular  circumstances  of  the  Session 
that  we  shall  not  offer  any  opposition  to 
the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time  upon 
an  early  occasion. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  had 
listened  to  the  statement  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  with  great  interest,  and 

uigiiizea  oy  vjjv/vJQLC 


1051  Tramways  Order  in  jLOEDS}  dmneil  {Irelani)  Bttt.        1062 


he  could  assure  him  that  it  had  realized 
his  expectations.  The  subject  was  most 
difficult  and  complicated,  and  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  deserved  credit  for 
having,  thus  early  in  his  official  career, 
tried  to  grapple  with  it.  The  details  of 
the  Bill  would,  no  doubt,  have  to  be  care- 
fully considered  ;  but  as  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  he  thought  there  would  be  very 
little  difference  of  opinion.  He  could 
only  say  that  the  Bill  would  be  criticized 
by  those  on  that  side  of  the  House  in  no 
spirit  of  hostility,  but  in  one  of  friendly 
sympathy,  with  a  view  of  passing  it,  if 
practicable,  into  law. 

The^Earl  of  MILLTOWN  asked  if 
the  purchase  money  to  be  advanced 
would  be  unlimited  ? 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND: The  limit  of  this  Bill  is 
£5,000,000,  and  the  additional  Land 
Commissioners  are  appointed  for  three 
years. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY :  How 
much  can  be  advanced  in  one  year  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND :  It  is  simply  provided  that  the 
money  to  be  advanced  under  this  mea- 
sure should  be  limited  to  £5,000,000. 
It  may  all  be  advanced  in  one  year. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDO WN  :  How 
much  of  the  Church  surplus  is  available 
as  a  security  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND :  I  believe  it  is  about  £750,000. 

BUI  read  1'.   (No.  184.) 

TRAMWAYS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
LAND)  BILL.-(No.  65.) 
eeport. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Redei^ale)  said,  he  must 
repeat  the  protest  he  had  formally  made 
against  the  way  this  Bill  had  been  re- 
vived as  a  public  measure  after  having 
been  defeated  as  a  Private  Bill.  The 
House,  he  maintained,  would  do  great 
injustice  to  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  by 
allowing  it  to  pass.  If  their  Lordships 
did  their  duty,  they  would  refuse  to  pass 
this  Bill,  and  support  the  decision  of 
their  own  Committee. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  mode  of  proceeding  with  this 
Bill  had  not  been  brought  before  him 
earlier,  as  if  certainly  ought  to  have 
been.    Als  to  the  injustice  which  it  was 

Lord  Fitzgerald 


alleged  would  be  done  to  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill,  he  must  say  that  he  very 
much  regretted  the  inconvenience  to 
which  they  had  been  put  in  coming  to 
London  ;  but  if  they  rejected  the  BiD,  a 
much  greater  injustice  would  be  done  to 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  who,  before 
coming  to  London,  had  been  at  the 
trouble  and  expense  of  having  an  in- 
quiry in  Ireland.  He  did  not  intend  to 
withdraw  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  reverse  the  deci- 
sion at  which  they  had  already  arrived. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
said,  the  Bill  had  been  inquired  into 
and  reported  against  by  a  Committee 
of  their  Lordships'  House ;  and  if  they 
were  not  guided  by  that  Report  no  con- 
fidence could  be  felt  in  future  in  the  de- 
cisions of  their  Committees.  He  felt  so 
strongly  on  the  point  that  he  begged  to 
give  Notice  that  on  the  third  reading  he 
would  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  a 
great  injustice  had  apparently  been  done 
both  to  the  opponents  and  the  promoters. 
He  hoped  that  some  definite  rule  would 
be  laid  down  to  prevent  such  misunder- 
standing in  future. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  could  not  help  feeling  that  it  was  very 
unfortunate  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
under  which  this  misunderstanding  had 
arisen  had  been  read  in  a  different  sense 
from  what  they  were  now  told  was  the 
right  one.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
had  simply  a  choice  of  injustice — injus- 
tice to  the  promoters,  or  injustice  to  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  thought 
thtit,  in  all  the  circumstances,  the  least 
injustice  would  be  done  by  allowing  the 
Bill  to  proceed.  He  found  some  con- 
solation in  the  fact  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee's reason  for  replacing  the  Bill 
was  not  so  much  that  the  proposed  line 
was  a  bad  one,  as  that  it  was  not  likely 
to  pay — a  consideration  that  he  thought 
weighed  a  good  deal  too  much  with  their 
Committees. 

Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock,  till 
Monday  next.  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  11th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committeb  —  Heport  — 
School  Board  ElectioDs  (Voting)  [No.  275]. 

Public  Bills — Committee— Report  —  Summary 
Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Imprisonment)  [180- 
236] ;  Artillery  and  Rifle  Ranges  •  [217]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Bank- 
ruptcy (Office  Accommodation)  *  [215],  and 
paued. 

Considered  as  affwwrf^rf— National  Debt  *  [172]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


RATHMINES   AND    RATHGAR  TOWN- 

SHIP  BILL  {Lordel 

THIBD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  appeared  now, 
from  the  fact  of  the  Bill  being  again 
on  the  Paper,  that  the  promoters  were 
not  going  to  drop  the  Bill,  notwithstand- 
ing the  terrible  fate  with  which  it  was 
threatened,  if  the  Amendments  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  OharlesW.Dilke) 
were  accepted.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  pre- 
sumed that  their  tactics  would  be  to 
attempt,  in  the  House  of  Lords,  to  put 
back  the  Bill  to  the  shape  in  which  it 
originally  stood,  striking  out  the  Com- 
mons' Amendments.  If  that  were  at- 
tempted, if  it  were  sought  to  do  what 
was  done  last  night  with  the  Municipal 
Privileges  Bill,  then  the  House  had 
need  to  be  much  more  watchful  than  it 
was  on  the  previous  night,  when,  through 
the  absence  of  hon.  Members,  a  majority 
for  the  Lords'  Amendments  was  secured. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paued, 
with  Amendments. 

QUESTIONS. 


NATIONAL  EDUCATION— A  ROTAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  con- 
sidering the  great  importance  of  secur- 
ing an  efficient  system  of  National 
EdacatioBi  at  at  the  same  time  of  pre- 


venting as  far  as  possible  an  undue 
pressure  upon  the  ratepayers.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  recommend  the 
appointment  of  a  Hoyal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Elemen- 
tary Education  Acts,  with  a  view  to 
consider  whether  any  and  what  im- 
provements can  be  suggested  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach)  :  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that  it  is 
of  great  importance  to  secure  an  efficient 
system  of  national  education,  and  as<far 
as  possible  to  prevent  pressure  on  the 
ratepayers.  I  hope  we  shall  be  able  to 
do  something  to  effect  both  thoB6  objects 
without  a  Boyal  Commission. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
PROMOTION. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  there  were  three 
cadets  appointed  in  the  Eoyal  Irish 
Constabulary,  in  June  last,  to  fill  vacan- 
cies which  occurred  since  the  promise  of 
the  late  Chief  Secretary,  made  in  April 
last,  to  the  effect  that,  as  soon  as  vacan- 
cies occurred,  there  would  be  three 
head  constables  promoted  district  in- 
spectors ;  whether  these  appointments 
bring  the  number  of  cadets  up  to  42 
since  any  head  constable  received  pro- 
motion; and,  whether  the  head  con- 
stables may  consider  the  position  of  dis- 
trict inspector  closed  against  them  ;  and, 
if  not,  will  this  serious  inequality  be 
removed  by  promoting  a  sufficient  num- 
ber to  fill  the  first  vacancies  which  will 
occur ;  and,  if  so,  will  they  be  qualified 
men  iProm  the  seniority  list,  as  was 
always  the  case,  except  the  last  time  in 
1882,  when  several  juniors  were  pro- 
moted over  their  seniors  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  The 
three  cadets  referred  to  are  the  officers' 
sons  who  were  stated  in  my  Prede- 
cessor's answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  of  the  20th  of  April  last  to 
have  then  passed  the  examination,  and 
they  make  the  total  39,  not  42,  since 
any  head  constable  was  promoted.  The 
Inspector  General  informs  me  that,  al- 
though, if  the  due  proportions  were 
strictly  adhered  to,  those  three  cadets 
would  have  first  claim  to  vacancies,  yet 
for  the  general  good  of  the  service  it  is 
his  intention  to  recommend  a  head  con- 
stable for  the  next  vacancy.    The  head 
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constable  to  be  promoted  will  be  the 
man  who  is  found  to  be  best  qualified, 
seniority  being  given  its  due  weight. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULARY- 
EXPLOSIVES  ACTS— APPOINTMENT 
OF  INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  If  he  will  recommend  that  the 
duties  of  inspectors  under  the  Explo- 
sives Act  be  performed  by  the  members 
of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  In- 
spectors under  the  Explosives  Act  are 
appointed  by  local  authority,  who  have 
been  informed  by  Government  that  it  is 
open  to  them,  if  they  choose,  to  select 
members  of  the  Constabulary  for  the 
post.  I  do  not  see  that  the  Government 
could  go  further  than  this ;  but  I  should 
point  out  that  the  Explosives  Act  is  ad- 
ministered by  the  Home  Department, 
and  that  Questions  respecting  it  should 
properly  be  addressed  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State. 

GENERAL  GORDON. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
To  lay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the 
Telegrams  and  other  communications 
sent  to  General  Gordon  at  Khartoum, 
from  England,  Egypt,  or  elsewhere, 
from  12th  March  1884  to  his  death? 
He  desired  to  add  that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  a  note  appended  by  the 
editor  of  the  journals  of  the  late  Gene- 
ral Gordon,  who  desired  that  those 
documents  should  be  produced  for  the 
better  elucidation  of  the  journals,  that 
he  asked  the  Question. 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bourkb)  :  I  have  seen  the  note  to  which 
my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  al- 
ludes. Nearly  all  the  communications 
on  this  subject  which  have  reached  the 
Foreign  Office  have  already  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  They  will,  how- 
ever, be  examined  again,  with  the  view 
to  ascertaining  whether,  with  advantage 
to  the  Public  Service,  any  which  have 
been  omitted  can  be  produced. 

NAVY— RANK  OF  CHIEF  ENGINEERS. 

Me.  STEWART  MACLIVER  asked 

the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  the 

promised  concession  to  Chief  Engineers 
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of  the  Navy,  enabling  them  to  rank  with 
Lieutenants,  has  been  sufficiently  con- 
sidered to  be  announced  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTT  (Mr.  Ritchie),  in  reply,  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  was  mistaken 
in  speaking  of  promised  concessions. 
He  certainly  made  no  promise  of  any 
concessions,  nor  did  he  find  any  record 
of  such  a  promise  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. All  that  was  promised  was  an  in- 
vestigation. That  investigation  was 
taking  place,  and  the  result  he  would 
communicate  as  early  as  possible. 

RAILWAY  COMMISSION— DIFFEREN- 
TIAL RATES  ON  ENGLISH  AS  AGAINST 
FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  PRODUCTS. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  cause 
the  fact  that  the  produce  of  Foreign 
farms  is  carried  by  English  Railway 
Companies,  having  monopolies,  at  less 
rates  per  ton  per  mile  than  the  produce 
of  English  farms,  to  be  referred  to  the 
Royal  Commission  to  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  causes  of  agricultural 
depression ;  or,  failing  such  reference, 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  will  cause  a  case  on  the 
subject  of  such  undue  preference  to  be 
stated  for  consideration  by  the  Railway 
Commissioners  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  :  I 
think  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  is  hardly  one  that  will  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  proposed  Royal 
Commission  on  the  Depression  of  Trade 
and  Industry,  except,  possibly,  inciden- 
tally ;  and  I  am  informed  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  he  cannot  cause  a  case  on  the 
subject  referred  to  to  be  stated  for  con- 
sideration by  the  Railway  Commissioners. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION-BLOCK 
IN  THE  APPEAL  COURT. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  order  to  clear 
away  the  block  of  appeals  to  be  heard 
before  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners,  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Commissioners  to 
send  cases  bcu^k  to  be  reheard  by  Sub- 
Commissioners,  as  they  have  power  to 
do,  according  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  Chief  Baron  in  the  cases  of 
**Kieran  t.  Caruth,"  and  **  Lewis  and 
others  v.  Lord  Damley,"  reported  in 
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Iriih  Law  Timet  Eeports  of  10th  Janu- 
ary 1885? 

The  chief  SECRET AEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  H.uit  Dyke)  :  I  am 
advised  that  the  Chief  Baroo,  although  he 
stated  that  the  Land  Commissioners  had 
power  to  send  cases  back  to  be  reheard 
by  Sub -Commissioners,  did  not  convey 
that  such  a  course  should  be  adopted 
save  in  very  exceptional  circumstances. 
The  matter  is  one  in  which  the  Land 
Commission  must  exercise  judicial  dis- 
cretion according  to  the  facts  of  the 
particular  cases  that  come  before  them. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Iroland, 
T\^ether,  in  view  of  the  substantial  in- 
crease this  year  in  the  amount  of  the 
Vote  for  Reformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools  (Ireland),  the  Government  will 
now  accede  to  the  application  made 
some  time  ago  by  the  Most  Rev.  Dr. 
M*Cormack,  Catholic  Bishop  of  Achony, 
to  obtain  a  certificate  for  an  Industrial 
School  for  girls  at  Ballaghaderreen, 
county  Mayo,  to  be  conducted  under  his 
superintendence  ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment, in  considering  this  matter, 
will  have  regard  to  the  circumstance 
that  there  is  only  one  school  of  the  kind 
in  the  province  of  Connaught? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  H.vkt  Dyke)  :  The 
increase  in  the  Estimates  for  the  current 
year  is  intended  to  meet  cases  in  which 
increased  certificates  have  already  been 
granted,  and  no  provision  has  been 
made  for  the  school  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  I  should  point  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  under  a  mistake  as 
to  the  number  of  industrial  fcchools  in 
the  Province  of  Connaught,  there  being 
10  for  girls,  and  one  for  boys. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  In  considering  this 
matter  will  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bear 
in  mind  that  the  number  of  children  in 
the  other  schools  is  in  excess  of  their 
certificates  ? 

THE  "  PROTESTANT  EPISCOPAL 
CHURCH  OF  IRELAND." 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Can  he 
state  the  result  of  the  correspondence 
between  his  ofiicial  predecessor  and 
Dublin  Castle  as  to  the  title  to  be  given 
to  the  Disestablished  Church  in  Ireland  ? 

YOL.  CCXCIX.    [thirl  serifs.] 


The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  The  title  which  was 
settled  by  my  Predecessor,  after  con- 
sultation with  Lord  Spencer  was  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church  of  Ireland. 

THE  BANKRUPTCY  COURT  (IRELAND) 
— INSUFFICENCY  OF  STAFF. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  asked  the  Finan- 
cial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he 
has  seen  the  observations  made  by  the 
Honourable  Judge  Miller,  while  pre- 
siding in  the  Irish  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
on  the  5th  June,  with  regard  to  the  de- 
lay of  business,  by  reason  of  the  ofiBcial 
staff,  as  at  present  constituted,  being  in- 
sufficient to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
offices  attached  to  the  Court ;  and,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  consequent 
inconvenience  and  loss  to  suitors  and  the 
public  arising  from  such  a  state  of 
things,  the  Treasury  are  prepared  to 
sanction  the  appointment  of  an  addi- 
tional clerk,  as  recommended  by  the 
Judges  of  the  Court. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  :  My  at- 
tontion  has  been  called  to  a  report  of 
certain  statements  alleged  to  have  been 
made  by  this  Judge,  and  a  full  and 
correct  statement  of  the  facts  has  been 
placed  before  me.  The  work  of  this 
OflBce  having  decreased  about  40  per  cent 
since  its  statf  was  last  fixed,  the  Trea- 
sury have  insisted  on  the  very  moderate 
reduction  of  two  clerks  in  a  staff  of  14. 
The  delay  referred  to  by  the  Judge  arose 
from  the  temporary  absence  of  one  of 
the  staff  through  sickness,  and  in  order 
to  meet  it  the  choice  of  two  alternatives 
was  offered  to  the  Bankruptcy  Judges, 
after  full  local  inquiry,  neither  of  which 
they  saw  fit  to  accept.  The  clerk  has,  I 
believed,  now  returned  to  his  duties,  and 
it  is  not  expected  that  there  wiU  be  any 
more  delays.  In  these  circumstances  the 
Treasury  are  not  prepared  to  sanction 
the  appointment  of  an  additional  clerk. 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 

ACT,  1884— DISFRANCHISEMENT  OP 

THE  CARRICKFERGUS  FREEMEN. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  asked  Mr.  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland,  If  the  freemen  of 

the  county  of  the  town  of  Carrickfergus, 

which  is  now  disfranchised,  are  entitled 

to  be  placed  on  the  list  of  voters  in  East 

Antrim  (the  division  of  the  county  of 

Antrim  in  which  Carrickfergus  is  situ- 
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ated),  OP  if  the  action  of  the  Eedistribu- 
tioQ  of  Seats  Bill  is  to  disfranchisa  such 
freemen  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes):  The  bo- 
rough of  Carrickfergus  having  been 
disfranchised,  the  freeman  franchise  of 
the  borough  is  no  longer  in  existence, 
and  the  freemen,  as  such,  are  not  entitled 
to  be  placed  on  the  list  of  voters  in  East 
Antrim. 

LAW  AND  POLICE -POLICE  CON- 
STABLE DAVIS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  ^ill  consider  the  claim  of 
Police  Constable  Owen  Davis  to  official 
recognition  on  account  of  the  intelli- 
gence and  courage  he  displayed  in  at- 
tacking armed  burglars  upon  a  house  in 
Kensington  Park  Gardens;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  to  the  de- 
sirability of  the  police  having  keys  of 
such  large  gardens  as  that,  one  and 
a-half  acres  in  extent,  through  which 
the  burglars  escaped,  an  escape  which 
would  have  been  impossible  if  Davis, 
before  mounting  the  ladder,  had  placed 
another  policeman  in  the  garden  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHBTON  Cross):  With  reference  to 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  Question,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Police  have  fully  considered  the  claims 
of  Police  Constable  Owen  Davis  to  re- 
cognition, as  they  invariably  do  in  all 
such  cases.  The  subject  of  the  second 
part  of  the  Question  was  very  carefully 
considered  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
1882,  and  instructions  were  then  given 
to  the  police  that  they  were  not  to  patrol 
private  grounds  without  special  autho- 
rity, because  such  patrolling  took  the 
police  away  from  the  ground  on  which 
their  presence  was  primarily  required,  and 
was  likely  to  lead  to  many  irregularities. 

MEDICAL  EELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 
REMOVAL  BILL. 
Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS,   in  whose 
name  the  following  Question  stood  upon 
the  Paper:  — 

*•  To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  whether  he  is  aware  that  medical 
relief  is  in  a  large  number,  if  not  in  the  ma- 
jority, of  cases  given  without  an  order  from 
the  relieving  officer,  and  without  the  applica- 
tion,  and  often  without  the  knowledge  of  the 

Mr,  Sinclair 


head  of  the  family,  and  that  orders  are  made 
out  after  the  relief  is  ffiven,  or  are  not  made 
out  at  all,  the  voters  being  thus  illegally  made 
paupers;  and,  whether  he  will  immediately 
issue  instructions  to  the  overseers  directing 
them  to  include  in  the  present  voting  Ibta  all 
those  who  have  not  applied  for  or  received 
orders  from  the  relieving  officer  prior  to  the 
receipt  of  such  relief  ?  " 

said,  that  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  promised  to  introduce  a  clause  into 
his  Bill  to  meet  the  cases  contemplated 
in  the  Question,  it  was  not  necessary 
that  he  should  put  it. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  he  would  do  his  best, 
as  he  had  told  the  hon.  Member  both 
in  debate  and  in  answer  to  a  Question, 
to  insert  a  clause  into  the  Bill  which 
would,  as  far  as  was  practicable,  put 
the  voters  described  in  the  Question 
in  exactly  the  same  position  as  other 
voters  who  had  not  received  medical  re- 
lief. He  hoped  the  clause  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to-morrow. 

EGYPT-THE  INTERNATIONAL  AGREE- 
MENT—THE LOAN  OF  £9,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSTON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
he  can  inform  the  House  why  the  Agree- 
ment between  the  Great  Powers  of 
Europe  for  the  purpose  of  guaranteeing 
a  loan  of  nine  millions  sterling  has 
not  yet  been  completed ;  which  of  the 
Powers  have  at  the  present  date  failed 
to  ratify  the  Agreement;  what  is  tbe 
cause  of  the  delay  in  obtaining  such 
ratiBcation;  is  it  the  fact  that  very 
grave  inconvenience  is  caused  to  the 
Egyptian  Treasury,  and  much  suffering 
to  those  entitled  to  receive  the  Alexan- 
drian indemnities  in  consequence  of  the 
non- completion  of  the  said  Agreement ; 
and,  will  he  use  his  best  endeavours  to 
secure  the  early  completion  of  the 
Agreement  in  order  that  the  loan  con- 
templated by  it  may  be  obtained. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bourke)  :  The  best  endeavours  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  being  directed 
to  procure  tbe  early  issue  of  the  loan ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  desirable 
to  enter  into  details  with  respect  to 
pending  negotiations. 

JAPAN— MR.  HARTLEY. 
Mr.  GRANTHAM  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs^ 
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If  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  use 
their  best  endeavours  to  obtain  compen- 
sation for  Mr.  Hartley  from  the  Japa- 
nese Government  before  the  new  Treaties 
are  signed,  for  the  losses  he  has  sus- 
tained through  their  illegal  interference 
with  import  of  lawful  merchandise  into 
Japan,  after  payment  of  Import  Duties, 
in  1873,  1874,  1877,  1878,  and  1879  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bourke)  :  I  beg  leave  to  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  replies  returned  to  his 
Question  on  the  subject  by  my  Prede- 
cessor on  the  22nd  of  February  and  27th 
of  March  of  last  year.  It  has  been  fre- 
quently brought  to  the  notice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  both  when  Lord 
Salisbury  was  last  Foreign  Secretary  and 
during  Lord  Granville's  tenure  of  Office, 
and  Lord  Salisbury  sees  no  reason  to 
change  the  decision  already  arrived  at — 
that  Mr.  Hartley's  complaints  are  not 
Buchas  to  justify  diplomatic  interference. 

PALACE    OF    WESTMINSTER— ACCESS 

TO  THIS  HOUSE— MR.  JENKINSON. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Under 
what  circumstances  is  Mr.  Jenkinson 
allowed  unescorted  to  pass  through  the 
lobbies  and  private  corridors  of  this 
House  to  which  members  of  the  Press 
and  the  public  are  denied  admission ; 
and,  will  the  Government  give  an  as- 
surance that  no  members  of  the  Police 
Force  out  of  uniform  will  be  allowed  to 
enter  on  those  portions  of  the  House  sot 
apart  for  Members  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETOx  Cross)  :  By  one  of  the  last 
Regulations  which  were  issued  with 
regard  to  persons  within  the  walls  of 
the  House,  the  Members'  Lobbies  are 
strictly  restricted  to  Peers  and  Members 
of  Parliament  with  such  list  of  perma- 
nent officials,  secretaries,  and  others  as 
the  Speaker  may  see  fit  to  include  on 
that  list.  Members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force  are  bound  to  be  in  the 
House  for  the  safety  of  Members,  and 
they  are  in  the  same  position  as  the 
other  officials. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  what  is  the  precise  posi- 
tion which  Mr.  Jenkinson  occupies  at 
this  moment  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssiTETox  Cross)  :  He  is  one  of  my 
officials  at  the  Home  Office, 


i  LAW  AND  POLICE— PUNISHMENT    OF 
I  BURGLARS-FLOGGING. 

SiE  FREDERICK  MILNER  asked 
I  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  brutal  outrage  by  an  armed 
burglar  on  a  police  constable  at  Netting 
,  Hill;  whether  it  is  the  case  that  flogging 
i  has  had  a  most  beneQcial  effect  in  re- 
I  ducing  garotting  and  other  crimes  of 
i  violence ;  and,  if  he  will  facilitate  the 
I  introduction  of  a  short  Bill  awarding  the 
I  punishment  of  flogging  to  burglars 
I  caught  in  possession  of  or  using  deadly 
weapons  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETOx  Ckoss)  :  I  have  already  stated 
that  it  might  be  desirable  that  some  Bill 
of  this  kind  should  become  law,  but 
that,  as  it  would  involve  contentious 
matter,  it  could  not  be  passed  this  Ses- 
sion. 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILNER  asked 
whether  it  was  true  that  this  constable's 
truncheon  broke  in  pieces,  and  that  he 
was  without  a  whistle,  which  would 
have  been  of  great  use  to  him  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssHETox  Cross)  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  affirmative. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  a  late 
Home  Secretary  had  stated  in  the  House 
that  the  cessation  of  garrotting  was  not 
attributable  to  the  Flogging  Act,  and 
that  garrotting  had  almost  ceased  before 
the  punishment  was  introduced  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssHETox  Cross)  :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  cannot  recall  everything  that  previous 
Secretaries  of  State  have  said  in  this 
House. 


THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— VICTORIA 
PARK  CRICKET  GROUND. 

Mr.  BRYCE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  condition  of  the 
cricket  match  ground  in  Victoria  Park, 
which  is  alleged  by  many  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  East  London  Cricket  Clubs 
who  are  accustomed  to  play  there  to  be 
far  from  satisfactory;  and,  whether  he 
will  direct  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to  the 
state  of  the  ground  ;  and,  in  the  event 
of  its  being  found  to  be  out  of  order, 
will  give  directions  to  improve  it  before 
next  cricket  season  ?  ><^  j 
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The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plukket)  :  There  are 
16  separate  cricket  grounds  in  Victoria 
Park  set  apart  for  matches ;  but  there 
is  an  average  of  54  applications  every 
week  on  the  part  of  various  clubs  to 
ballot  for  the  use  of  them.  The  House 
will  easily  understand  that  the  wear 
and  tear  of  these  grounds  in  conse- 
quence of  such  uninterrupted  play  is 
very  severe,  and  I  fear  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  keep  a  ground  so  constantly 
used  in  very  perfect  condition.  I  have 
been  inquiring  into  the  subject ;  and  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  we  will 
do  the  best  we  can  to  get  these  cricket 
grounds  into  good  order  for  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  people  before  next  season. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  asked,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Amendment  Bill  and  the  Medi- 
cal Relief  Disqualification  Removal  Bill 
were  both  down  for  Committee  on  Tues- 
day, it  was  intended  to  proceed^with 
the  former  on  that  day  ? 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
asked,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  several  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
bers were  now  absent  on  Circuit,  and 
would  not  be  back  before  Wednesday, 
would  it  not  be  well  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  clauses  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Amendment  Bill  until  Thurs- 
day? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hiokb-Be.vch)  :  I 
am  not  quite  sure  that  it  is  necessary 
for  the  House  to  wait  for  the  opinions 
of  those  Gentlemen  to  whom  the  hon. 
Member  referred.  But  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  I  will  say  that 
the  Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Re- 
moval Bill  must  be  the  first  Order  on 
Thursday ;  but  that  we  hope  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  will  be  completed 
by  a  reasonably  early  hour,  in  which 
case  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill 
will  immediately  follow.  Of  course,  it 
will  not  be  taken  up  at  a  very  late 

hour.  

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  fix  an  hour  alter 
which  the  Bill  would  not  be  taken  ? 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  not  do  that.  The 
Government  would  like  to  get  the  Bill 
formally  into  Committee  on  Tuesday,  if 
possible. 


In  answer  to  Mr.  Aethub  Arnold, 
The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  afraid  he  was  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  name  any  day  for  taking  Com- 
mittee on  the  Budget  Bill. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— AFGHANISTAN— THE 
REPORTED  RUSSIAN  ADVANCE. 

Mr.  salt  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  there  was  any 
further  information  from  Afghanistan  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
No,  Sir  ;  there  is  no  further  information. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)  — PRO. 
TECTION  AT  CLADYMORE. 

Mr.  small  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  Constabulary  station  has  re- 
cently been  formed  at  Cladymore,  county 
Armagh,  in  a  district  perfectly  free 
from  crime  or  disorder  of  any  kind ; 
whether  such  station  has  been  formed 
at  the  instance  of  or  for  the  protection 
of  a  person  now  known  by  the  name  of 
Dent,  who  has  recently  come  to  the 
locality,  and  to  whom  no  threat  or  vio- 
lence has  been  offered,  and  upon  what 
grounds  has  this  person  based  his  re* 
quest,  or  for  what  other  reason  has  the 
station  been  formed ;  and,  upon  what 
fund  or  area  will  the  expenses  of  the 
station  be  charged  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  On 
the  recommendation  of  the  County  and 
District  Inspectors  of  Constabulary,  and 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate,  a  temporary  police  station 
was  formed  at  Cladymore,  in  May  last, 
for  the  protection  of  a  man  named  John 
Dent.  The  protection  was  considered 
necessary  in  consequence  of  information 
in  possession  of  the  police.  The  district 
is  peaceable,  and  the  cost  of  the  station 
will  not  be  charged  against  the  county. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLT.-COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedr 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MAAMTRASNA,  &c.  MURDERS. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  PARNELL,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention  to  the  maladministration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  ii:^|f^]iimd,  and  more  as* 
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pecially  certain  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Prevention  Act  during  the  Viceroyalty 
of  Earl  fcjpencer,  whereby  persons  have 
in  some  cases  been  condemned  to  death 
and  executed,  and  in  others  sentenced  to 
penal  servitude  for  life  or  for  long  terms 
of  years,  which  sentences  are  now  in 
operation ;  and  to  move — 

••  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  institute  strict 
inquiry  into  the  evidence  and  convictions  in 
the  Maaictrasca,  Barbavilla,  Crossmaglen,  and 
Castleisland  cases,  the  case  of  the  brothers 
Delahunty,  and,  generally,  all  cases  in  which 
witnesses  examined  in  the  trials  now  declare  that 
they  committed  perjury,  or  in  which  proof  of 
the  innocence  of  the  accused  is  tendered  by 
credible  persons,  and  that  such  inquiries,  with 
a  view  to  the  full  discovery  of  truth  and  the 
relief  of  innocent  persons,  should  be  held  in  the 
manner  most  favourable  to  the  reception  of  all 
available  evidence,** 

said:  In  my  judgment,  if  the  ordinary 
practice  of  the  Home  Office  in  England 
had  been  followed  by  the  Viceroy  in  Ire- 
landy  this  Motion  would  not  have  been 
necessary,  and  all  the  persons  whose  in- 
nocence we  assert  would  have  been  long 
since  released  without  the  necessity  of 
resorting  to  the  very  unusual  and  diffi- 
cult course  of  bringing  matters  connected 
with  the  administration  of  justice  before 
the  attention  of  such  an  Assembly  as  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  late  Home 
Secretary,  in  a  speech  shortly  before  his 
Qovernment  left  Office,  stated  that  it  was 
the  practice  of  hisDepartment,  whenever 
a  primd  facie  case  had  been  made  out  for 
inquiry,  whenever  there  was  reason  to 
suppose  that  it  might  be  possible  that 
any  person  had  been  unjustly  convicted, 
to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  matter  on 
the  spot.  If  we  could  have  had  such  an 
inquiry  into  the  cases  mentioned  in  my 
Motion,  I  am  convinced  there  would 
have  been  no  necessity  whatever  for  the 
Motion.  I  believe  that  even  the  Irish 
officials,  prejudiced  as  they  are,  if  they 
had  be<^n  compelled  to  hold  an  open  and 
fair  inquiry  into  these  cases,  would  have 
been  forced  by  public  opinion  both  in 
Ireland  and  England  to  release  the  pri- 
soners of  whose  innocence  I  think  I  shall 
make  out  at  least  a  primd  facie  case. 
This,  however,  has  not  been  the  course 
that  has  been  pursued  in  Ireland. 
For  supposed  reasons  connected  with  the 
administration  of  what  is  termed  **law 
and  order  "  in  that  country,  for  the  sake, 
as  I  contend,  of  upholding  Earl  Spencer 
as  a  sort  of  Pope  who  can  do  no 
wrong,  the  late  Administration  refused 


an  inquiry,  although,  I  think,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  great  majority  of  this 
House,  not  only  a  prtmdfaae  case,  but  a 
strong  absolute  case  was  made  out  with 
regard  to  the  innocence  of  several  per- 
sons convicted  in  the  Maamtrasna  case. 
Now  that  there  is  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment, there  is  some  hope — I  believe  good 
hope — that  justice  will  be  done  in  this 
matter,  and  that  such  an  inquiry  will  be 
granted  as  the  result  of  this  debate  as 
will  insure  that  the  prison  doors  shall 
be  opened  to  those  unfortunate  men  who 
are  now  suffering  for  crimes  of  which 
they  had  absolutely  no  knowledge. 
Even  if  it  had  been  possible  for  me, 
within  the  limits  which  I  can  fairly 
claim,  to  go  particularly  and  thoroughly 
into  any  of  these  cases,  it  is  obvious 
that  the  House  of  Commons  is  not  a 
tribunal  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  the 
innocence  or  guilt  of  convicted  persons. 
All  the  House  of  Commons  is  asked  to 
do  upon  this  occasion  is  to  listen  to 
what  I  believe  I  shall  show  to  be  more 
than  a  strong  primd  facie  case  in  the 
direction  of  doubt  in  regard  to  the  guilt 
of  certain  persons  now  fiufiPering  imj  ri-» 
sonmeut  in  Ireland,  and  other  persons 
who  have  died  upon  the  scaffold.  If 
the  House  of  Commons  considers  that  I 
have  made  out  that  case  upon  the  very 
partial  examination  of  it  which  I  shall 
be  able  to  give,  then,  I  think,  the  House 
should  remit  the  matter,  in  default  of  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  which  we,  unfortu- 
nately, do  not  possess  in  criminal  admi- 
nistration, to  an  inquiry  by  some  person 
of  authority  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  or  hy  the  Executive  in 
Ireland.  In  the  only  case  in  which  we 
have  succeeded  in  obtaining  such  an 
inquiry  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant — an 
inquiry  carried  out  on  the  spot  by  an 
eminent  counsel  appointed  by  Earl 
Spencer  in  the  case  of  Kilmartin,  who 
had  been  sentenced  to  penal  servitude 
for  life  for  attempt  to  murder — the 
result  was  that  new  evidence  having 
turned  up,  the  Legal  Commissioner  re- 
ported to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  such  a 
way  that  Kilmartin  received  a  free 
pardon.  I  think  that  precedent  should 
have  encouraged  the  then  Irish  Execu- 
tive to  go  further ;  and  I  think  it  should 
encourage  the  present  Irish  Executive 
to  go  further  in  the  way  of  inquiries  in 
reference  to  these  doubtful  cases  for 
which  we  are  obliged  and  shall  be 
obliged  to  continue  to  ask  attention.     I 
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shall  devote  the  bulk  of  my  attention 
to  an  examination  of  the  Maamtrasna 
trials ;  but  before  proceeding  to  that  I 
shall  explain  generally  the  nature  of 
our  case  with  regard  to  the  Barbavilla 
trial  in  Westmeath.  In  the  winter  of 
1881-2  a  very  cruel  murder  was  com- 
mitted. An  attempt  was  made  to  assassi- 
nate a  local  gentleman,  a  landlord,  when 
lie  was  returning  from  church.  The 
assassin  missed  his  aim  ;  but  a  lady 
sitting  near  him  was  unfortunately  and 
most  lamentably  murdered.  After  the 
lapse  of  a  year  or  so  a  number  of  per- 
sons in  the  district  were  arrested.  They 
were  not,  however,  put  upon  their  trial 
for  the  murder  of  Mrs.  Smythe,  the 
lady  in  question,  but  were  put  upon 
trial  for  conspiracy  to  murder  Mr. 
Smythe,  whose  life  it  was  supposed  with 
good  reason  had  been  sought,  and  a 
conviction  was  obtained,  after  repeated 
trials,  in  almost  every  case.  The  pri- 
soners were  tried  in  two  batches,  and 
convictions  were  obtained  with  the  aid 
of  three  informers,  two  of  whom  I 
should  term  the  original  informers,  and 
the  third  informer,  named  Patrick  Cole, 
was  a  very  respectable  man,  a  Poor 
Law  Guardian  and  large  farmer,  who 
was  arrested  and  accused  of  the  offence, 
and  who  on  the  eve  of  one  of  the  trials 
turned  Queen's  evidence  in  order  to  save 
himself.  The  original  informers  were 
notoriously  men  of  very  bad  character, 
and  it  was  felt  that  their  evidence  could 
not  be  relied  upon  without  the  evidence 
of  this  more  respectable  informer,  who 
only  came  in  at  the  very  last  moment, 
and  with  whose  help  the  conviction  was 
obtained .  The  prisoners  were  sentenced 
to  long  terms  of  penal  servitude,  with 
the  exception  of  one,  who  was  sentenced 
to  12  months'  imprisonment,  owing  to 
the  extenuating  circumstance  that  during 
the  time  of  the  No-Rent  Manifesto  he 
had  paid  his  rent.  Some  time  after  the 
trials  in  September,  1884,  a  week  was 
set  aside  for  special  devotions  by  the 
Boman  Catholics  in  the  district,  and 
when  these  devotions  were  over  Mrs. 
Cole,  the  wife  of  the  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dian whom  I  have  described,  came  to 
the  priest  who  was  conducting  the  spe- 
cial devotions  and  also  to  another  clergy- 
man. She  threw  herself,  or  endea- 
voured to  throw  herself,  on  her  knees 
before  them,  and  acknowledged  that 
she  knew  her  husband's  evidence  was 
concocted,   and  that  she  induced  and 
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helped  him  to  concoot  it;  and  that, 
feeling  miserable  at  the  result  in  the 
sentence  of  penal  servitude  upon  so 
many  innocent  persons,  she  could  not 
rest  till  she  told  her  guilt.  She  signed 
a  written  declaration  to  that  effect,  and 
subsequently  Patrick  Cole  himself  also 
signed  a  declaration  to  the  effect  that  he 
had  been  induced  to  give  his  evidence 
by  the  police,  and  that  his  evidence  at 
the  trial  was  untrue,  except  that  part  of 
it  which  had  reference  to  his  past  con- 
nection with  Fenianism.  Father  Currey 
forwarded  those  declarations  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  asked  for  an  inquiry ; 
but  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  two  replies 
positively  declined  to  make  any  inquiry, 
or  to  re-open  the  case  in  any  way  what- 
ever. I  now  pass  from  this  case  to  the 
far  more  important  case  of  the  Maam- 
trasna  trials.  The  general  circumstances 
in  connection  with  this  terrible  event 
are  familiar  to  the  House,  seeing  that 
we  have  had  an  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing the  question  in  full  within  the  past 
five  or  six  weeks.  It  will  be  remem- 
bered that  on  the  night  of  the  17th  of 
August,  1882,  a  party  of  men  broke  into 
a  house  in  the  village  of  Maamtrasna 
occupied  by  John  Joyce.  They  attacked 
this  man  and  his  family,  and  murdered 
him  and  his  mother,  wife,  and  young 
daughter,  and  inflicted  upon  his  two 
sons  such  serious  injuries  that  in  the 
one  case  they  were  fatal,  and  in  the 
other  case  the  young  boy  only  re- 
covered after  a  long  illness.  Two  days 
after  the  murders  were  committed, 
two  brothers,  named  Anthony  and  John 
Joyce,  came  forward  with  a  most  extra- 
ordinary statement  in  regard  to  their 
having  tracked  10  persons,  whom  they 
accused  of  the  murders,  for  a  long  dis- 
tance over  the  hills  on  the  very  dark  night 
in  question.  They  positively  identified 
and  swore  to  these  10  persons  as  havings 
been  the  persons  who  committed  the 
murders.  These  10  men  were  arrested, 
and  the  Crimes  Act  being  in  force  at  the 
time,  the  venue  was  changed,  and  the 
prisoners,  none  of  whom  could  speak 
English,  were  brought  away  a  distance 
from  their  homes  and  from  everybody 
who  knew  their  characters  and  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  locality,  and  they 
were  tried  in  Dublin  by  a  packed  jury 
of  Dublin  shopkeepers,  who  were  mostly 
dependent  upon  the  patronage  of  the 
Castle  for  their  means  of  living.  That 
was  the  time  when  excitement  in  regard 
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to  the  Land  League  ran  very  high,  and 
-when  an  attack  had  been  made  upon 
jurors  in  Dublin  by  the  Invincible  So- 
ciety. Every  Protestant  juryman  in  the 
country  considered  his  life  was  in  danger, 
and  the  result  was  that  it  was  perfectly 
impossible  for  the  class  from  whom 
these  jurors  were  chosen  to  approach  the 
consideration  of  a  case  like  this  with 
any  sort  of  impartiality  or  judicial  free- 
dom of  mind.  The  prisoners  then  were 
tried  before  a  special  jury.  The  Grown 
largely  exercised  its  right  of  challenge, 
with  the  result  that  an  almost  exclu- 
sively Protestant  jury  were  empannelled. 
Just  a  week  or  10  days  before  the  trial 
came  on  an  informer  named  Philbin, 
who  absolutely  knew  nothing  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  murders,  but  was  one 
of  those  who  had  been  sworn  against  by 
the  two  original  so-called  independent 
witnesses,  came  forward  in  order  to  save 
his  own  life,  and  by  the  inducement  of 
the  notorious  George  Bolton,  who  had 
the  conduct  of  these  trials,  and  who  has 
been  since  superseded  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  the  working  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  he  offered  to  corroborate  the  testi- 
mony of  the  original  witnesses.  The 
day  before  the  trials  came  on  another 
informer  named  Casey,  who  admits  his 
own  guilt,  came  forward  and  likewise 
offered  to  corroborate  their  evidence. 
His  first  story  was  not  accepted  by 
George  Bolton,  because,  being  guilty,  he 
told  the  truth  and  he  gave  information 
which  did  not  tally  with  the  case  sought 
to  be  proved  by  the  Government.  He 
was  now  compelled  to  make  a  second 
statement  which  tallied  with  the  evi- 
dence of  the  two  original  witnesses, 
which  he  had  heard  six  times  over,  and 
which  also  tallied,  in  most  respects— 
though  differing  in  some  important 
points — with  the  evidence  of  his  brother 
informer,  Philbin.  An  application  on 
the  part  of  the  prisoners'  counsel  for  a 
postponement  of  the  trial  in  order  that 
some  fuller  investigation  might  be  made 
into  the  local  circumstances,  and  also  an 
application  for  a  jury  who  would  go  over 
the  ground  traversed  by  the  alleged 
assassins,  were  both  refused.  The  first 
man,  Patrick  Joyce,  whose  guilt  we  ad- 
mit, was  tried  and  condemned  to  death 
after  eight  minutes'  deliberation  by  the 
jury.  Patrick  Casey,  another  guilty 
man,  was  also  put  on  trial  and  was  found 
guilty  after  a  few  minutes'  deliberation. 
The  Judge,  in  sentencing  Casey,   ex- 


pressed his  satisfaction  with  the  verdict, 
and  added  that  upon  the  evidence,  which 
there  was  no  ground  for  disbelieving, 
no  other  verdict  than  one  of  guilty  could 
be  returned.  These  words  were  spoken 
in  open  Court  and  in  the  presence  of 
many  of  the  jurors  who  were  to  try  the 
remaining  cases.  I  must  say  that  I 
consider  it  most  injudicious  and  unju- 
dicial— I  suppose  I  cannot  say  more — 
of  a  Judge  to  express  when  sentencing 
one  prisoner  a  strong  opinion  as  to 
the  truthfulness  of  the  evidence  given 
against  that  prisoner  when  exactly  the 
same  evidence  is  to  be  adduced  against 
other  prisoners  to  be  immediately  ar- 
raigned. Such  conduct,  however  inno- 
centtheprisonersmight  be— and  it  turned 
out  that  five  of  the  remaining  seven 
were  absolutely  innocent — rendered  a  fair 
trial  impossible.  Myles  Joyce,  one  of 
the  innocent  men,  was  the  next  person 
on  the  list,  and,  with  the  words  of  the 
Judge  in  the  previous  case  ringing  in 
their  ears,  the  jury  convicted  him  after 
six  minutes'  deliberation.  Of  course,  the 
remaining  prisoners  had  to  consider  what 
they  shoiild  do.  Six  now  remained  to  be 
tried,  and  of  these  five  were  innocent; 
Michael  Casey,  now  suffering  penal  ser- 
vitude in  Mountjoy  Gaol,  was  alone 
guilty.  This  man  offered  to  plead  guilty  ; 
but  the  five  innocent  prisoners  declined 
to  plead  guilty,  and  spoke  out  against  it. 
The  plea  of  guilty  by  Michael  Casey 
was  brought  before  George  Bolton,  but 
Bolton  declined  to  receive  that  plea  un- 
less it  was  accompanied  by  the  plea  of 
guilty  by  the  five  innocent  men.  I  am 
making  a  statement  of  facts,  all  of  which 
we  can  prove.  I  can  prove  the  state- 
ment I  have  just  made  out  of  the  mouths 
of  the  solicitor  and  legal  advisers  of  the 
six  men.  A  statement  of  Michael  Casey 
with  regard  to  the  main  circumstances  of 
this  matter,  exonerating  the  five  innocent 
men  who  had  still  to  undergo  their  trial, 
admitting  his  own  guilt  and  the  guilt  of 
two  of  the  three  who  had  already  been 
sentenced,  and  alleging  the  innocence  of 
Myles  Joyce,  whose  execution  was  to 
take  place  in  few  days,  was  put  before 
George  Bolton,  and  he  refused  to  accept 
Michael  Casey's  plea  of  guilty  ;  and  he 
insisted  with  this  knowledge — which  was 
known  to  nobody  but  himself  and  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  prisoners — he  in- 
sisted upon  forcing  these  five  innocent 
men  to  stand  their  trial  unless  they 
pleaded  guilty  and  accepted  the  ignominy 
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of  a  conviction  for  murder  and  the 
penalty  of  penal  8er\^itude  for  lifo. 
Speaking  as  coolly  as  I  can  in  reference 
to  this  matter,  I  believe  if  ever  a  mur- 
derer deserved  to  be  put  upon  his  trial 
and  sentenced  to  death  that  man  is 
George  Bolton.  What  were  these  poor 
men  to  do  ?  They  were  at  a  distance 
from  their  homes  and  their  friends,  and 
they  were  strongly  urged  by  their  priest 
to  plead  guilty.  The  priest  in  question 
has  been  very  much  criticized  for  his 
action,  but  he  explains  his  reasons  for 
advising  these  innocent  men  to  plead 
guilty  very  fairly.  The  House  must 
bear  in  mind  that  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
preceding  three  prisoners,  who  had  been 
already  convicted,  had  expressed  pub- 
licly an  absolute  belief  in  the  correctness 
of  the  verdict,  and  in  the  truth  of  the 
evidence,  and  that  the  remaining  five 
men  were  to  be  tried  on  absolutely 
the  same  evidence.  What  hope  had 
they  of  anything  but  death  in  these 
circumstances.  They  had  the  same 
Judge,  they  had,  practically  speak- 
ing, the  same  jurors,  at  all  events 
jurors  chosen  in  exactly  the  same  way, 
and  from  the  same  class  of  men — jurors 
who  had  been  listening  to  the  evidence 
in  the  preceding  cases,  and  who  had 
undoubtedly  formed  their  opinion  on  it, 
and  who  had  been  listening  to  the  de- 
claration of  the  Judge.  Eemember, 
the  prisoners  had  wives  and  large  fami- 
lies depending  upon  them  at  home  for 
their  means  of  subsibtence.  They  were 
ignorant,  and  could  not  speak  a  word 
of  English,  and  they  had  to  consider 
that  while  there  was  life  there  was 
hope.  I  do  not  think  any  of  us  ought 
to  condemn  either  the  men  themselves, 
who,  being  innocent,  pleaded  guilty,  or 
the  priest  who  advised  them  to  plead 
guilty,  without,  so  far  as  we  can,  putting 
ourselves  absolutely  in  their  place ;  and 
I  must  say  he  would  be  a  bold  man  who 
would  stand  up  and  say  that,  if  you  or  I 
had  been  in  their  place,  we  would  not 
have  done  exactly  as  they  did.  The 
priest  says — 

"  I  argued  with  myself  thus — if  the  men  are 
guilty,  their  plea  of  guilty  would  do  them  no 
harm  ;  if  they  are  innocent,  the  truth  will  leak 
out.  I  was  by  no  means  a  believer  in  their 
guilt ;  on  the  contrary,  I  rather  believed  they 
were  innocent.** 

That  was  a  candid  statement ;  and  al- 
though, no  doubt,  the  priest  will  be 
found   fault  with  by  Members  of  the 
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late  Government  for  the  course  he  took, 
as  he  was  found  fault  with  on  the  pre- 
vious occasion,  yet  I  should  believe  that 
the  disposition  to  attack  this  clergyman 
is  rather  due  to  the  fact  that  some 
chance  of  disclosing  the  truth  and  vin- 
dicating justice  in  reference  to  this  mat- 
ter has  resulted  from  his  action.  Well, 
the  prisoners  pleaded  g^iUy*-one  guilty 
man  and  four  innocent  men — and  were 
sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  life. 
The  execution  of  the  two  guilty  men 
previously  convicted,  and  of  the  inno- 
cent man.  Miles  Joyce,  came  on.  An 
extraordinary  scene  took  place  at  these 
executions,  which  first  directed  public 
attention  to  the  probabilities  of  this 
case.  Before  describing  that  scene,  I 
should  like  to  say  that  the  two  guilty 
men  lying  under  sentence  of  death,  and 
awaiting  execution  with  no  hope  before 
them,  on  the  advice  of  their  priest,  sent 
for  a  magistrate  a  couple  of  days  before 
their  execution,  and  made  dying  decla- 
rations, which  we  have  never  been  able 
to  obtain.  We  know  the  nature  of  these 
declarations  ;  but  no  thanks  to  the  late 
Government.  They  used  all  the  re- 
sources of  subtlety  which  lay  at  their 
command  in  their  replies  to  the  Ques- 
tions which  were  put  by  my  hon.  Friends 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  They  attempted 
to  drag  a  red  herring  across  the  path, 
and  throw  dust  in  our  eyes.  Fortu- 
nately they  have  not  succeeded,  and  we 
now  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact — although 
the  present  Government  have  followed 
the  wretched  and  evil  example  of  their 
Predecessors,  and  have  refused  to  pro- 
duce the  declarations — that  the  dying 
declarations  of  these  two  guilty  men 
contained  an  admission  of  their  own 
guilt,  and  an  avowal  of  the  innocence 
of  Myles  Joyce,  who  was  executed.  Not 
only  60,  but  they  contained  an  admis- 
sion of  the  guilt  of  all  the  men  whose 
guilt  we  acknowledge,  and  an  avowal 
of  the  innocence  of  all  the  men  whose 
innocence  we  assert.  That  you  deny; 
but  you  can  only  deny  it  at  the  cost  of 
producing  the  declarations.  Wo  have 
thus  considerable  corroboration;  but 
we  have  more— we  have  Miles  Joyce's 
corroboration  of  his  own  innocence  . 
while  being  led  to  execution,  and  while 
on  the  verge  of  death.  We  have  the  fact 
that  the  two  guilty  men  who  were  exe- 
cuted walked  firmly  to  the  scaffold  with- 
out a  murmur,  acknowledging  tacitly  the 
justice  of  their  sentence ;  while  Miles 
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Joyce,  on  the  other  hand,  constantly 
protested  his  innocence  during  the  short 
and  last  walk  which  he  made  upon  earth 
from  his  prison  cell  to  the  scaffold.  The 
scene — which  has  heen  described  in 
fitrihing  language  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Har- 
rington)— of  the  execution  was  a  painful 
and  shocking  one.  Myles  Joyce  turned 
to  the  gaol  officials  as  he  passed  to  the 
scaffold,  and,  with  the  fiery  vehemence 
of  the  Celt,  declared  he  was  innocent, 
but  feared  not  to  die.  He  called  upon 
God  to  witness  that  he  knew  no  more  of 
the  murder  than  the  child  unborn.  The 
case  so  far  is  a  strong  one ;  but  there  is 
a  great  deal  more  strength  yet.  It 
would  be  unprofitable  for  me  to  weary 
the  House  with  a  detailed  examination  of 
the  evidence  given  at  the  trial.  Such 
an  examination  could  only  be  made  by 
a  Commission,  or  some  person  or  per- 
sons appointed  under  the  authority 
of  the  Government ;  but  there  are  cer- 
tain broad  and  salient  facts  which  I 
may  fairly  bring  out.  In  the  first  place, 
we  have  the  fact  that  some  months  after 
the  execution,  during  religious  observ- 
ances which  were  being  held  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Tuam,  one  of  the  in- 
formers, Casey,  who  corroborated  the 
so-called  independent  testimony,  came 
forward  before  the  Archbishop  and 
before  some  thousands  of  people  who 
were  assembled  at  their  devotions  in 
the  church,  and  admitted  not  only  his 
guilt  of  the  murder  itself,  but  also  his 
guilt  of  having  sworn  away  the  lives  of 
innocent  men  in  order  to  save  his  own. 
His  Grace,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  is  not 
an  advanced  politician — he  is  not  the 
same  as  Dr.  Oroke  or  Dr.  M*Nulty.  He 
has  a  very  high  opinion  of  the  rights  of 
the  British  Government  in  Ireland,  and 
of  how  much  they  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  do  for  the  purpose  6f  maintaining  law 
and  order ;  but  he  could  not  go  as  far 
as  Lord  Spencer  wanted  to  hurry  him. 
He  was,  however,  very  much  struck 
with  the  circumstances  of  the  confession 
of  the  informer  Casey,  and  he  wrote  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  informing  him  of 
the  oircumstances,  asking  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  order  an  inquiry  into  the 
matter.  Lord  Spencer  refused  the  in- 
quiry ;  and  although  the  Archbishop 
of  Tuam  reiterated  his  request,  Lord 
Spencer  finally  and  definitely  refused 
to  re*open  the  case  in  any  way  what- 
ever.   If  hon.  Members  care  to  examine 


the  pamphlet  written  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westmeath  in  this  case, 
they  will  find  that  the  character  of  the 
story  of  the  so-called  independent  wit- 
nesses was  a  most  extraordinary  and 
impossible  one.  If  it  were  possible  for 
them  to  go  down  andtraverse  the  ground 
which  those  two  witnesses  alleged  they 
traversed,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
facts  as  deposed  to  by  them  at  the  trials 
could  not  possibly  have  occurred.  That 
matter  is  subsidiary  ;  but  it  is  a  matter 
of  some  importance  which  will  have  to 
be  investigated  hereafter  whenever  this 
inquiry  is  granted.  Then,  again,  an 
important  fact  connected  with  those 
trials  was  that  the  Crown  alleged  no 
motive  against  the  1 0  accused  persons 
for  the  murder.  This  is  a  most  unusual 
circumstance  in  a  criminal  case  of  the 
gravity  of.  murder.  But  if  the  Crown 
were  unable  to  supply  a  motive,  we  are 
able  to  supply  abundant  motives  to  in- 
fluence the  persons  whom  we  accuse, 
and  who  have  also  been  accused  by  the 
informer  Casey,  and  by  the  guilty  pri- 
soner Michael  Casey,  who  is  suff'ering 
penal  servitude,  and  who  acknowledged 
his  own  guilt.  Not  only  are  we  able 
to  show  motives  for  the  commission  of 
murder  against  the  persons  whom  we 
charge,  but  we  are  also  able  to  show 
motives  against  the  two  independent 
witnesses  which,  from  our  knowledge 
of  Irish  life,  we  think  reasonably  might 
have  induced  them  to,  and  did  induce 
them  to,  accuse  innocent  persons,  who 
happened  to  be  private  enemies  of  their 
own,  of  the  offence  in  question.  We 
are  able  to  show  that  the  two  indepen- 
dent witnesses  who  originated  the  ac- 
cusation against  the  10  prisoners  lived 
in  a  state  of  constant  war  and  in  con- 
stant litigation  with  most  of  the  pri- 
soners whom  they  accused,  and  espe- 
cially those  of  the  accused  who  turned 
out  to  be  innocent.  For  instance,  Myles 
Joyce  lived  within  200  yards  of  An- 
thony Joyce,  one  of  the  independent 
witnesses,  while  Patrick  Joyce  and  his 
son  Thomas,  both  at  present  suff'ering 
penal  servitude,  and  who  are  also  inno- 
cent, lived  still  nearer  to  the  house  of 
the  independent  witnesses.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  familiar  with  the  situation 
of  Ireland  in  regard  to  mountain  hold- 
ings will  readily  follow  what  I  say 
when  I  explain  that  their  little  holdings 
are  mixed  up  amongst  each  other  in  a 
state    of   inextricable  confusion,    that 
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there  are  hardly  any  fences  between 
the  holdings,  and  the  fences  where  they 
do  exist  are  mostly  tumble-down,  and 
that  there  are  constant  disputes  going 
on  in  regard  to  the  trespass  of  stock  and 
so  forth.  The  chief  cause  of  dispute 
between  these  different  families  was 
the  trespassing  of  stock  upon  the  com- 
mon or  undivided  mountain  pasture. 
We  know  there  have  been  many  mur- 
ders committed  in  Ireland  by  reason  of 
family  disputes  arising  from  such  tres- 
pass. There  were  disputes  between  the 
families  of  the  deceased  and  the  families 
of  what  were  called  the  independent 
witnesses.  There  had  been  prosecu- 
tions from  time  to  time  between  them, 
and  a  short  time  before  the  murders  at 
Maamtrasna  there  had  been  a  pitched 
battle  between  Pat  Joyce  and  Anthony 
Joyce,  and  Pat  Joyce  got  six  months* 
imprisonment  at  Galway  Assizes.  An- 
thony Joyce  also  got  one  month's  im- 
prisonment for  an  attack  on  Myles 
Joyce.  Between  Pat  Joyce  and  Anthony 
Joyce  there  were  perpetual  disputes 
about  trespass  and  assaults,  which  were 
heard  at  almost  every  Petty  Sessions. 
On  one  occasion  while  returning  home 
at  night  Pat  Joyce  was  severely  beaten 
by  men  alleged  to  have  been  employed 
by  Anthony  Joyce  for  the  purpose. 
There  was  also  a  dispute  with  regard 
to  a  mare  in  foal  belonging  to  John 
Joyce.  In  fact,  the  state  of  affairs  was 
such  as  to  render  it  exceedingly  probable 
that  either  of  the  independent  witnesses, 
as  they  were  called,  would  have  been  in- 
clined to  take  away  the  lives  of  any  of 
the  innocent  persons  whom  they  caused 
to  be  sent  to  prison  and  the  scaffold. 
In  addition  there  were  the  promised 
rewards.  The  Irish  Executive  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  offering  large  rewards 
for  the  conviction  of  murderers  in  agra- 
rian crimes.  Until  the  time  of  the  cases 
of  the  Joyces  that  precedent  had  never 
been  broken.  They  had,  therefore, 
every  inducement  to  look  forward  to  re- 
ceiving a  large  sum  as  blood-money  to 
be  paid  to  them  in  this  case.  I  now 
come  to  the  most  important  part  of  this 
matter.  The  case  for  the  Grown  de- 
pended entirely  upon  the  alleged  fact 
that  the  10  men  who  had  been  followed 
by  the  two  independent  witnesses  on 
the  night  of  the  murder  across  a  coun- 
try several  miles  in  extent,  a  very  diffi- 
cult country  to  traverse,  wore  no  dis- 
guise, and  were  attired  in  their  ordinary 
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apparel,  without  blackening  their  faces 
or  otherwise  attempting  to  conceal  their 
identity.  I  can  show  that  there  was 
overwhelming  evidence  then  —  which, 
however,  the  Crown  suppressed  —  as 
there  is  evidence  now,  to  the  effect  that 
the  seven  men  who  committed  the  mur- 
der had  their  faces  blackened  and  wore 
the  disguise  which  was  very  much  in 
vogue  amongst  peasants  in  Ireland 
about  to  engage  in  some  unlawful  en- 
terprize — white  jackets.  In  other  words, 
they  were  disguised  as  ''White  Boys." 
I  will  quote  one  of  the  passages  from 
the  evidence  of  the  two  independent 
witnesses  who  alleged  that  these  men 
were  not  disguised.  One  of  them,  An- 
thony Joyce,  said — 

"  He  had  gone  to  bed  and  was  awakened  br 
his  dogs  barking.  Ho  went  to  the  door  and 
saw  these  men.  He  did  not  know  them  at 
first.  He  then  went  round  to  the  back  of  bis 
house,  and  then  observed  these  men  going  to 
the  house  of  Michael  Casey.  They  went  into 
Casey's  house,  the  number  of  men  at  this  time 
being  ten,  and  he  named  the  other  four  men 
and  identified  them  fully.  They  wore  no  dis- 
guise.*' 

Now,  to  identify  them  on  the  night 
when  the  moon  was  only  in  her  fourth 
day  in  such  a  place  would  have  been 
utterly  impossible.  Then,  further  on, 
he  says  in  reference  to  this  question  of 
the  absence  of  disguise,  when  asked  as  to 
the  dress  of  one  them — **They  all  wore 
dark  clothes."  Now,  we  can  prove  that 
they  were  all  disgused  in  white  jackets, 
and  the  Government  will  not  attempt 
to  deny  it.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  spoken  of 
the  absence  of  motive  on  the  part  of  the 
prisoners.  I  have  shown  that  the  **  in- 
dependent witnesses,"  so  called,  had 
very  strong  motive — a  motive  which  at 
all  times  has  been  found  sufficient  in 
Irish  history  to  embitter  ignorant  pea- 
sants against  each  other  ;  and  now  I 
come  to  the  motive  of  the  persons  whom 
we  accuse  of  having  actually  committed 
the  murder.  The  case  for  the  Crown 
was  that  10  men  committed  the  murder, 
and  our  case  is  that  seven  men  com- 
mitted the  murder.  That  of  the  1 0  men 
accused  of  committing  this  murder  and 
convicted  by  the  Crown  four  of  them 
were  numbered  amongst  this  set  of 
originally  accused  persons;  four  were 
guilty,  and  that  the  remaining  six  were 
innocent;  that  one  of  the  seven  men, 
John  Casey,  called  **  big  John  Casey," 
who  was  the  leader  and  originator  of 
the  murder  in  question,  had  a  motive 
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which  I  shall  show  by-and-hye,  and  ia 
at  present  at  large  in  the  district  of 
Maamtrasna — not  only  at  large,  but 
absolutely  under  the  protection  of  the 
police ;  that  John  Casey,  junior,  another 
of  the  seven  men,  is  also  at  large ;  and 
that  another  murderer  named  Pat  Ley- 
den  is  in  England,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment can  lay  their  hands  on  him  at 
once.  And  now  for  the  motive  which 
influenced  the  seven  murderers.  This 
is  an  account  of  an  interview  which  took 
place  between  Casey,  the  repentant  in- 
former, who  confessed  his  double  guilt 
to  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harring- 
ton), who  took  a  great  deal  of  interest 
in  this  particular  case — 

**  And  when  you  all  met  to  arrange  this 
murder  the  motive  was  that  of  stealing  of  sheep  ? 
— One  of  the  motives  was  that  Joyce,  the  mur- 
dered man,  was  in  the  habit  of  stealing  sheep. 
He  was  a  notorious  sheep-stealer,  and  used  to 
steal  the  sheep  of  his  neighbour. 

"And  was  there  any  other  motive  except 
sheep-stealing  ? — Big  John  Casey  and  Joyce, 
the  murdered  man,  had  a  quarrel  about  sheep, 
and  were  at  law  with  one  another.  He  had 
also  threatened  about  ten  times  to  shoot  him. 
Pat  Joyce  was  in  the  society  of  which  Casey 
was  the  treasurer.  I  do  not  know  much  about 
it,  as  I  was  only  three  months  homo  from  Eng- 
land. This  society  has  no  connection  with  any 
society  in  Ireland.'* 

It  is  notorious  that  the  remnants  of  the 
old  Ribbon  societies  in  Ireland  are  di- 
rected and  organized  from  England,  and 
Pat  Joyce  has  said  so.  John  Casey  said 
that  if  Pat  Joyce  attempted  his  life  he 
would  hand  over  their  names  to  the  police 
as  members  of  the  society.  Joyce  was 
constantly  in  the  habit  of  stealing  sheep ; 
and  not  only  so,  but  he  belonged  to  the 
local  Ribbon  society,  of  which  Casey  was 
treasurer,  and  whose  funds  Joyce  had 
appropriated  for  his  own  purposes.  His 
appropriating  money  of  that  association, 
and  threatening  the  life  of  big  John 
Casey,  who  was  also  a  member  of  that 
society,  was,  of  course,  amply  sufficient 
motive  in  this  ignorant  part  of  Ireland. 
"Well,  Sir,  I  now  come  to  the  question  of 
blackened  faces.  I  have  read  to  you 
extracts  from  the  evidence  of  the  two 
independent  witnesses  to  show  that 
practically  the  case  for  the  Crown,  so  far 
as  it  was  obtained,  rested  on  the  evi- 
dence of  the  independent  witnesses, 
which  could  not  be  supported  had  it 
been  known  that  the  murderers  had  their 
faces  blackened,  and  were  disguised  in 
white  jackets.  Now,  I  will  first  take  the 


statement  of  the  informer  Casey,  made 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westmeath  on  this  point  of  the  black- 
ened faces.  The  man  was  asked  why, 
as  he  was  the  greatest  stranger,  he  did 
not  go  himself.  He  answered — "  Surely 
we  were  all  strangers,  sir."  They  were 
all  **  strangers,"  for  they  had  blackened 
faces.  The  local  meaning  of  the  term 
**  stranger"  is  that  the  person  is  dis- 
guised.    He  continued — 

'*  I  had  no  disguise  but  a  soft  hat  tied  down 
over  my  face.  It  was  young  John  Casey 
blackened  their  faces  in  his  father's  house. 
Some  of  them  had  ^bawneens,'  which  mean 
white  jackets,  on  them.  Pat  Joyce  had  his  hat 
tied  down  over  both  his  cheeks  to  cover  his 
beard.  Five  men  went  into  the  house.  Big 
John  Casey  held  the  light  while  the  other  four 
men  were  killing  them.  I  asked  that  nothing 
should  be  done  to  the  women  or  children,  and 
big  John  Casey  said  it  would  not  be  safe  to 
spare  them  if  they  w«re  only  the  size  of  a  *  top- 
coat button.* " 

This  was  the  sort  of  a  man  who  was 
under  the  protection  of  the  Constabulary. 
This  man  is  well  off,  and  lends  money  to 
the  neighbours.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  proof 
of  another  kind  that  the  faces  of  the 
seven  men  were  blackened  and  that  they 
were  disguised  in  white.  We  have 
proved  it  from  the  statement  of  the  in- 
former Casey,  which  I  have  just  read  to 
you.  You  may  say — **I  refuse  to  be- 
lieve that  informer  now."  If  you  refuse 
to  believe  the  informer  Casey,  we  have 
abundant  indirect  or  secondary  evi- 
dence which  could  not  technically  have 
been  brought  forward  in  the  Court 
at  the  trial.  In  addition  to  that  se- 
condary evidence  we  also  have  further 
direct  evidence  in  the  dying  declara- 
tions of  the  two  boys,  which  declara- 
tions were  suppressed  by  the  Crown 
at  the  trial,  and  also  in  the  de- 
positions which  were  made  at  the  in- 
quest, and  which  were  not  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  prisoners'  de- 
fenders, or  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Judge  at  the  trial.  This  conversation 
took  place  between  one  of  the  constables 
of  the  district  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  some  time  after  the  murder 
was  committed — 

**  You  are  aware,  I  presume,  constable,  who 
it  was  that  Casey  says  planned  and  paid  for  the 
murder?— Indeed  I  am,  sir,  it  is  no  secret.  I 
know  it  for  a  long  time. 

**  Do  you  think  that  this  man  was  in  it  ?— I 
know  well  he  was  in  it,  sir,  and  so  does  Sergeant 
Johnston.*' 

This  was  the  same  Sergeant  Johnston 
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who  gave  evidence  against  the  10  men 
who  were  convicted,  most  of  them  un- 
justly, and  Sergeant  Johnston,  at  the 
time  he  was  getting  up  this  false  evi- 
dence, knew  of  the  matters  of  fact  which 
I  am  now  going  to  relate.  Big  John 
Casey  was  the  first  man  arrested,  be- 
cause he  knew  that  big  John  Casey 
had  a  motive  for  killing  them.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  further 
asked — 

"Is  it  not  strange  that  these  men  \rent  to 
commit  the  murder  without  having  any  dis- 
guise ?— Indeed,  they  "were  disguised.  They  all 
had  hlackened  faces,  for  the  little  hoy  that  was 
alive  after  the  murder  told  Sergeant  Johnston 
and  the  police  when  they  went  to  the  house  in 
the  morning.  He  said  that  the  people  that 
killed  his  father  and  mother,  and  heat  himself 
had  hlackened  faces." 

This  is  secondary  evidence — ^that  is,  it 
could  not  have  been  produced  at  the 
trial.  It  should,  however,  have  had  in- 
fluence with  George  Bolton,  who  must 
have  known  the  facts,  and  have  caused 
the  Crown  to  stay  their  hands  from 
committing  a  judicial  murder.  Father 
M'Hugh  was  called  in  to  these  boys,  and 
one  of  them  made  his  statement  to  him 
that  the  men's  faces  were  blackened,  and 
that  they  wore  bawneens,  or  white 
jackets.  John  Collins,  the  first  of  the 
villagers  who  found  the  mtirdered  family 
at  6  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  who 
was  examined  at  the  trial,  said  that 
Michael  Joyce  told  him  that  he  did  not 
know  the  men  who  came  into  the  house, 
as  they  had  their  faces  dirty.  In  ad- 
dition to  this  eviclence,  which  was  only 
indirect,  and  which  was  not  available 
for  the  prisoners'  advisers,  we  have 
direct  evidence  of  a  most  important  cha- 
racter in  a  copy  of  the  Crown  brief  held 
by  the  Crown  Prosecutor,  which  came 
into  the  hands  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westmeath.  In  that 
brief  appeared  the  name  of  George 
Bolton,  and  it  appeared  that  that  brief 
was  prepared  by  him  as  Crown  Solicitor. 
Within  it  was  absolutely  irrefutable  in- 
ternal evidence  that  George  Bolton  knew 
of  the  blackened  faces  and  disguise.  No 
less  than  four  depositions  in  the  brief, 
prepared  by  Mr. George  Bolton,  state  that 
the  actual  assassins  had  blackened  faces, 
and  no  copies  of  these  depositions  were 
furnished  to  counsel  for  the  prisoners, 
who  remained  in  absolute  ignorance 
of  this  most  important  item  of  informa- 
tion. Here  was  a  copy  of  one  of  the 
depositions  made  within  the  house  by 
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the  deceased  John  Joyce,  and  by  Col- 
lins, at  the  inquest.  The  following  was 
a  passage  in  the  evidence  of  Collins  : — 

"  I  then  returned  to  the  house  of  tho  de- 
ceased, John  Joyce,  and  we  then  found  John 
Joyce,  Margaret  Joyce,  senior,  Margaret  Joyce, 
junior,  and  Bridget  Joyce  all  quite  dead.  'Wo 
then  saw  Pat  Joyce  and  Michael  Joyce.  They 
were  in  bed.  We  spoke  to  them  ;  we  asked 
them  what  had  happened  them.  Miciiacl  Joyce 
then  told  us  he  saw  three  men  in  the  house.  "We 
then  asked  Michael  Joyce  if  he  knew  the  men. 
He  said  he  did  not  know  them,  as  they  had 
their  faces  dirty.  I  did  not  speak  to  Pat 
Joyce." 

Constable  Johnston  was  also  examined, 
and  he  made  depositions  at  the  pre- 
liminary investigation.  His  depositions 
were  also  withheld  by  the  Crown.  He 
says  in  his  evidence  at  the  magisterial 
investigation — 

*'  I  went  into  the  house.  I  asked  Michael 
Joyce,  through  Sub-constable  Lenihan,  who 
spoke  Irish,  what  happened  last  night.  Michael 
Joyce  said,  in  reply,  that  two  or  three  men 
came  into  the  room  and  shot  him  in  bed.  I 
asked  him  how  many  men  did  he  see,  and  if  he 
knew  them.  He  said  no,  that  their  faces  were 
black,  and  that  there  were  three  or  four  men. 
I  then  asked  Pat  Joyce  did  he  know  them,  amd 
ho  said  no,  that  their  faces  were  black.  I  asked 
him  if  they  had  u  light,  and  he  said  yes,  a  piece 
of  bog  deal.*' 

Well,  now,  it  might  be  fairly  said 
that  tho  Gvidence  of  Constable  Johnston 
and  the  evidence  of  John  Collins,  being 
only  evidence  of  what  they  hoard,  could 
not  have  been  used  by  the  prisoners' 
counsel  at  the  trial,  and  that  therefore  it 
would  have  been  useless  to  supply  copies 
of  these  depositions  to  the  defendants ; 
but  it  would  have  given  very  important 
information  to  the  prisoners'  defenders, 
and  which  Mr.  George  Bolton,  counsel 
for  the  Crown,  must  have  known  was 
important  and  actually  vital— namely, 
the  fact  that  the  murderers  had  their 
faces  blackened  and  were  disguised.  We 
have  also  evidence  which  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Crown  at  the  time  of  the 
trial.  They  had  the  two  dying  declara- 
tions of  the  little  boys.  One  of  them 
was  more  than  a  little  boy,  for  he  was 
17  years  of  age.  They  were  made 
before  Mr.  Brady,  E.M.  Michael  Joyce 
said — 

"There  were  two  or  three  mea  came  in. 
They  had  black  on  their  faces." 

This  was  sworn  before  Mr.  Brady.  The 
younger  of  the  two  boys,  Patrick  Joyce, 
survived  his  injuries,  and  the  Crown 
paraded  him  in  the  witness  chair  at  the 
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trial.     Through  the  interpreter  he  said 
that  he  did  not  know  his  catechism,  and 
that   he   was   not  aware   what   wo\dd 
happen  to  him  if  he  told  a  lie.     Under 
these  circumstances  the  Crown  did  not 
examine  him.     This  boy,  however,  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown  officials 
for  three  months,   and  it  would  have 
been  very  easy  in  that  time  to  have  in- 
structed him  with  regard  to  the  existence 
of  a  Deity  and  the  nature  of  an  oath. 
When  it  was  discovered  that  the  declara- 
tions as    to  the  dit^guise   of   the  men 
would  not  fit  in  with  the  case  of  the 
Crown,  they  were  suppressed  and  care- 
fully kept  from  the  knowledge  of  the 
prisoners'   defenders,    and   the  judicial 
murders   were  thereby    committed   by 
this  suppression.      In  the  brief   which 
came   into  the   possession   of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westmeath  there 
is  this  sentence,  printed  in  italics,  under 
Patrick:  Joyce's  declaration — **  Patrick 
Joyce  has  recovered,  but  his  evidence 
is  worthless."      So  said  George  Bolton. 
The  evidence  was  worthless,  no  doubt,  for 
the  purpose  of  convicting  innocent  men ; 
but  it  would  not  have  been  worthless  for 
the  purpose  of  convicting  the  murderers. 
The    dying    declarations     entirely    ac- 
quitted the  persons  who,  I  submit,  were 
innocent.     I  assert  that  it  is  open  to  the 
Government    to    obtain  from   Michael 
Casey,  now  in  Mountjoy  Prison,  a  state- 
ment to  the  same  eflfect ;  but  Mr.  George 
Bolton  has  refused  to  accept  it.     "Well, 
Sir,  I  have  shown  the  absence  of  mo- 
tive as  regards  the  persons  charged  by 
the   Crown  with  a    terrible    crime    of 
which    they    were    convicted ;   I   have 
shown  the  motives  of  the  murderers ;  I 
have  shown  that  the  jury  was  packed; 
I  have  shown  that  Casey,  the  chief  in- 
former, and  also  Philbin  have  confessed 
their  guilt.  I  have  shown  that,  although 
the  case  for  the  prosecution  coidd  not 
be  maintained  for    a   single   moment, 
80  far  as  regarded    the    testimony  of 
two  independent   witnesses,  there  was 
abundant  evidence,  both  secondary  and 
direct,  in  the  possession  of  the  Crown, 
which  they  deliberately  kept  back,  to 
show  that  the  murderers  had  their  faces 
blackened  and  were  disguised.     I  will 
say,  therefore,  that  if  this  be  not  a  case 
for  inquiry,  and  more  than  a  case  for 
inquiry — absolute  liberation,  then  never 
in  the  history  of  the  criminal  judicature 
of  this  or  any  country  has  there  been  an 
innocent  man  convicted ;  never  was  there 


a  case  which  called  more  loudly  for  im- 
mediate and  searching  investigation  by 
the  Government  of  the  day.  The  late 
Government  had  their  own  reasons  for 
denying  justice.  I  do  not  wish  to  throw 
water  on  a  drowned  rat.  I  do  not  wish 
to  speak  too  harshly  or  too  unkindly  of 
the  present  occupants  of  the  Front  Op- 
position Bench ;  but  if  it  be  to  take 
upon  themselves  guilt  for  the  crime  of 
others,  if  it  be  possible,  by  denial  of 
justice  and  by  screening  the  offenders  to 
share  in  the  responsibility  in  reference 
to  crimes  and  offences  committed  by 
others,  then  I   say  that  some  of    the 

fuilt  for  the  judicial  murder  of  Myles 
0}  ce  and  for  the  imprisonment  of  four 
other  innocent  men  rests  with  the  pre- 
sent occupants  of  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.  We  brought  this  case  forward 
and  appealed  for  inquiry  while  they 
were  in  Office ;  but  I  suppose  that  they 
considered  that  as  they  had  done  so 
much  to  outrage  public  feeling  and 
public  opinion  in  Ireland,  they  might 
do  a  little  more.  I  am  thankful  for  the 
turn  of  events,  and  what  I  believe  to  be 
retributive  justice,  and  I  am  now  able 
to  appeal  to  another  tribunal  against 
the  offences  of  the  late  Government 
against  justice  in  Ireland.  It  may  be 
possible  for  the  Irish  people  to  forgive 
the  conduct  of  Lord  Spencer ;  but  I  feel 
sure  that  they  never  will  forget  it.  We 
have,  however,  now  to  appeal  to  a  dif- 
ferent body  of  men  who  are  not  soiled 
with  the  injustice  attaching  to  their 
Predecessors  for  the  conviction  unjustly 
of  Myles  Joyce.  Certainly  they  have 
had  nothing  of  the  ignominy  with  which 
the  late  Government  must  always  be  re- 
garded in  Ireland.  I  have  considerable 
confidence  in  appealing  to  them  and  ap- 
pealing to  a  House  of  Commons  con- 
stituted under  their  direction.  I  have 
some  feeling  that  I  am  appealing  to  a 
better,  as  undoubtedly  it  is,  in  many  re- 
spects, a  different  tribunal,  and  one 
having  more  claims  to  equity  and  justice 
than  their  Predecessors.  We  have  had 
considerable  experience  of  the  present 
Government  in  the  last  Parliament.  The 
present  Home  Secretary  was  then  Home 
Secretary,  and  we  always  fotmd  that  he 
listened  with  attention  and  examined 
carefully  into  the  representations  which 
we  had  to  make  in  regard  to  matters  of 
this  description.  In  1877,  when  the 
rip:ht  hon.  Gentleman  held  the  high 
Office  which  he  now  worthily  holds,  he 
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signed  orders  for  the  release  of  Michael 
Davitt,  of  O'Brien,  of  Sergeant  McCarthy, 
and  of  several  others,  whose  release 
had  been  refused  by  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment. We  had  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
longs with  regard  to  the  personal  treat- 
ment of  prisoners  and  their  release.  I 
cannot  but  look  upon  that  treatment  as 
a  hopeful  augury  for  the  future.  I 
have  also  something  further  to  go  upon. 
In  the  debate  of  last  year,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  is  now  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  Gorst)  said  that  he  could 
not  understand  why  the  Government 
should  refuse  inquiry  altogether,  and 
he  desired  most  earnestly  to  impress  on 
the  Government  that  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland  should  be  above 
suspicion.  He  further  suggested  that 
some  independent  person,  such  as  Lord 
Bramwell,  should  conduct  an  inquiry. 
And  the  noble  Lord  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  said  that,  after  an  impartial 
examination  of  the  evidence,  the  con- 
clusion he  had  come  to  was  that  the 
ofiQ.cials  charged  with  the  vindication 
of  the  law  had  hardly  shrunk  from 
any  process  to  obtain  convictions  in 
respect  of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
the  prisoners.  The  noble  Lord  also 
said — 

^  •*  ITiis  was  a  case  for  an  Imperial  investiga- 
tiozi  of  the  administration  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  that  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  in  this  case  an  inquiry  was  necessary. 
Such  a  step  would  give  the  Irish  people  in- 
creased confidence  in  the  administration  of  the 
law.  Any  considerations  like  those  which 
weighed  with  the  Government  were  fatal  to 
the  interests  of  good  government  in  that 
country." 

These  are  great  and  noble  words,  and  I 
look  to  this  circumstance  as  giving  me 
good  hope  and  encouragement  that  Irish 
Members  will  be  met  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment in  a  fair  spirit,  and  that  the 
result  of  the  debate  and  of  the  inquiry 
which  I  hope  will  follow  will  be  that 
in  the  cases  of  many  suffering  unfair 
imprisonment  in  Ireland,  the  prison 
doors  will  be  opened,  and  in  the  case  of 
those  who  have  suffered  tJie  extreme 
penalties  of  the  scaffold,  their  memories 
may  be  vindicated.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  said,   that  in 
seconding  the  Motion  of  the  hon,  Gen-  I 

Jifr.  Parnell  ' 


tlemen  the    Member  for    the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  he  wished  to  enter 
his    protest    against    the    abominable 
system   by  which  so-called    "law  and 
order"   had  been    maintained  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  make  an  observation  or  two 
with  respect  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Coercion  Act  had  been  enforced  in  the 
county  with  which  he  was  connected. 
There  was,  perhaps,  no  county  in  Ireland 
which  had  more  reason  to  complain  on 
that  head  than  the  county  of  Wioklow. 
That  county  had  been  proclaimed  at  a 
time   when  profound  peace   and  tran- 
quillity prevailed  within  it.    He  brought 
the  proclamation  of  the  county  under  the 
notice  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary,  and  the 
very  extraordinary  reason  which  that 
right  hon.   Gentleman    gave  for  what 
had  been  done  was,  not  because  crime 
and  outrage  prevailed  in  the  county, 
but  because  of  its  geographical  position. 
That  reason,  he  thought,  would  hardly 
commend  itself  to  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members.     To   show  how  the  Govern- 
ment  had  acted  in  carrying    out   the 
Crimes  Act,  he  would  refer  to  the  Re- 
turn of  crime  and  outrage  in  Wicklow. 
For   1880,   1881,   and  the  five   months 
ending  the  31st  of  May  of  the  year  fol- 
lowing,   murders   were    nil;    homicide, 
ml;  assaults  on  the  police,   nil;  incen- 
diary fires,   four;    injury  to  property, 
seven ;  intimidation  by  threatening  let- 
ters, 74.    However,  it  was  quite  enough 
for  any  person  to  have  the  name  of  a 
Nationalist,  who  was  accused,  to  draw 
down  upon  his  head  the  vengeance  of  the 
Government,  and  to  put  in  motion  against 
him   all  those    tricks  and    stratagems 
of  the  police  and  unscrupulous  Crown 
Prosecutors,  bent  upon  obtaining  con- 
victions at  all  hazards — such  officials  as 
French   and    Bolton,    those    arch-mis- 
creants, whose  names  had  been  rendered 
infamous  in  connection  with  Castle  rule 
in  Ireland.     On  the  other  hand,  anyone 
who  had  anti-National  sympathies  was 
screened  from  the  consequences  of  his 
crimes.    Why  was  it  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment did  not  grant  an  inquiry  into 
the  Maamtrasna  case  ?    Because  the  in- 
quiry would  result  in  their  own  discom- 
fiture and  disgrace.     He  hoped  the  pre- 
sent Government  would  take  a  lesson 
from  the  fate  of  the  late  Government,  who 
were  turned  out  of  Office  by  the  vote  of 
the  Irish  Party,  and  not  attempt,  by 
official  tergiversation,  to  prove  that  black 
was  white. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  institute  strict  inquiry  into 
the  evidence  and  convictions  in  the  Maam- 
traena,  Barbavilla,  Crossmaglen,  and  Castle- 
island  cases,  the  case  of  the  brothers  Delahunt}', 
and,  generally,  all  cases  in  which  witnesses 
examined  in  the  trials  now  declare  that  they 
committed  perjury,  or  in  which  proof  of  the 
innocence  of  the  accused  is  tendered  by  credible 
persons,  and  that  such  inquiries,  with  a  view 
to  the  full  discovery  of  truth  and  the  relief  of 
innocent  persons,  should  be  held  in  the  manner 
most  favourable  to  the  reception  of  all  available 
evidence,'* — {Mr.  Pamell,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  st&nd  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
think  it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  if  I  at  once  state  the  views 
and  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
reference  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  and  I  shall  make  the  less  apology 
for  doing  so  now  because  the  remarks  I 
have  to  make  will  be  very  brief.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  appears  to 
me  to  be  divided  into  two  parts.  Most 
of  it  was  devoted  to  an  endeavour  to 
establish  the  merits  of  the  case  which  he 
presented  to  the  House,  and  to  criticism 
of  the  action  of  the  late  Government  and 
their  officers.  A  very  much  smaller 
part  was  devoted  to  the  precise  nature 
of  the  inquiry  which  the  hon.  Member 
asked  the  House  to  institute.  I  have 
nothing  to  say  to  the  House  upon  the 
merits  of  the  case  which  has  been  pre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member,  because,  as 
I  shall  presently  show,  it  would  in  my 
judgment  be  quite  premature  for  me  to 
enter  upon  that  subject ;  neither  is  it  for 
me  in  any  way  to  defend,  if  it  be  in  need 
of  defence,  the  action  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment or  their  officials.  Not  only 
are  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite perfectly  competent  to  defend 
themselves ;  but  I  must  say  very  frankly 
that  there  is  much  in  the  Iri^  policy 
of  the  late  Government  which,  though 
in  the  absence  of  complete  informa- 
tion I  do  not  condemn,  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  make  myself  responsible 
for.  There  is  one  observation  that  I 
should  like  to  make  with  reference  to 
speeches  which  I  have  heard  more  than 


once  in  the  debates  upon  Irish  matters. 
During  the  last  three  years  statements 
have  been  made  in  that  quarter  of  the 
House  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  sits  as  to  the  personal 
character  rather  than  the  political  action 
of  Lord  Spencer,  which  I  have  very 
deeply  regretted  to  hear,  and  which,  in 
my  judgment,  have  disBgured  our  de- 
bates. Lord  Spencer  is  not  solely  re- 
sponsible for  the  Irish  policy  of  the  late 
Government,  and  I  beheve  him  abso- 
lutely to  be  incapable  of  such  conduct 
as  has  been  imputed  to  him,  not,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  to-day,  but  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  spoken  on  similar  sub- 
jects on  previous  occasions.  I  believe 
Lord  Spencer  to  be  an  honourable  gen- 
tleman. He  undertook  at  a  very  grave 
crisis  with  great  courage  and  self- 
sacri6ce  a  difficult  and  dangerous  task. 
In  my  opinion.  Lord  Spencer  and  his 
Colleagues  have  made  many  mistakes ; 
but  I  am  convinced  that  in  all  he  did  he 
acted  according  to  what  he  believed  to 
be  his  bound  en  duty,  and  for  all  his 
actions  the  whole  of  his  Colleagues 
are  equally  responsible,  even  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  is  absent  to-day, 
but  who  did  not  wait  to  be  out  of  Office 
before  he  denounced  what  he  called 
the  absurd  and  irritating  anachronism 
of  Castle  government  in  Dublin  and 
the  whole  system  in  which  he  had  quietly 
and  comfortably  acquiesced,  while  Lord 
Spencer  was  incurring  the  odium  and 
running  the  danger.  That  is  all  I  wish 
to  say  with  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
late  Government.  I  am  not  about  to 
express  an  opinion  as  to  whether  their 
action  in  this  particular  matter  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
has  brought  before  the  House  was  right 
or  wrong.  My  reason  for  expressing  no 
such  opinion  is  that  it  is  impossible  for 
the  present  Government  in  such  a  mat- 
ter to  shelter  themselves  behind  the 
action  of  their  Predecessors.  I  hold 
that  it  would  be  Constitutionally  wrong 
for  us  to  take  any  such  course,  and 
I  make  that  observation  as  a  general 
proposition,  and  not  merely  with  re- 
ference to  the  particular  cases  which 
have  been  brought  before  the  House. 
It  is  a  simple  fact  that  every  prisoner 
in  Ireland,  whoever  he  be,  has  the 
right  of  appealing  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  day  for  reconsideration 
or  remission  of  his  sentence,   and  no 
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Lord  Lieutenant  could  do  his  duty  who 
closed  the  door  to  any  such  appeal,  or 
endeavoured  to  reh'eve  himself  of  the 
responsibility  of  makings  the  most  care- 
ful and  searching  inquiry  into  it  in  de- 
ference to  the  decision  or  opinion  of  his 
Predecessors.  The  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  the  last  man,  I  will  venture  to 
say,  who  would  endeavour  in  such  a  way 
to  shield  himself  from  his  Constitutional 
responsibility,  and  he  has  authorized  me 
to  state  that  if  Memorials  should  be  pre- 
sented or  statements  made  to  him  on 
behalf  of  those  persons  who  are  referred 
to  in  this  Motion,  they  will  be  considered 
by  him  with  the  same  personal  attention 
which  he  would  feel  bound  to  give  to  all 
cases,  whether  great  or  small,  ordinary 
or  exceptional,  coming  before  him,  with 
an  earnest  desire  to  ascertain  and  carry 
into  effect  the  requirements  of  justice. 
That  is  the  statement  I  have  to  make  on 
this  subject.  I  think  I  may  say  that 
there  is  no  man  in  political  life  who 
would  be  more  certain  to  discharge 
such  a  duty  conscientiously  and  with 
greater  freedom  from  prejudice  than 
my  noble  Friend  who  is  now  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  In  its  discharge 
he  would  be  able  to  obtain,  and  he 
would  naturally  seek,  the  advice  and 
assistance  of  legal  authorities  and 
others,  and  for  the  adequate  discharge 
of  such  a  duty  he  and  his  Colleagues 
would  be  responsible  to  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
asks  that  we  should  institute  an  inquiry 
of  a  nature  which  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand, but  which  appears  to  be  an  in- 
quiry which  would  not  be  undertaken 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  is  Conbti- 
tutionally  responsible  for  such  matters, 
but  by  some  person  or  other  to  whom 
his  authority  should  be  relegated.  It 
appears  to  me  that  such  a  proposal  is  in 
absolute  derogation  of  tho  Constitutional 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  it  is  one  to  which  I  am  un- 
able to  accede.  I  would  ask  the  support 
of  the  House  in  resisting  it,  not  by  any 
means  as  inviting  hon.  Members  to  ex- 
press approval  of  anything  that  we 
have  done,  but  in  order  to  retain  to  the 
Executive  Government  its  responsibilty 
in  this  case,  which  is  stated,  and  I  think 
rightly,  to  be  of  grave  importance,  in 
the  full  assurance  that  after  the  matter 
has  been  considered,  and  after  those  re- 
sponsibilities have  been  discharged  to 
the  best  of  our  power,  we  shall  be  pre- 
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pared  to  account  for  our  actions  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Siu  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
that  he  entirely  concurred  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  practical  conclu- 
sion to  which  he  had  come  that  this 
Motion  could  not  be  accepted  by  the 
House.  The  subject  which  had  been 
brought  before  them  was  no  new  one  ; 
it  had  at  a  former  time  been  discussed 
for  four  days,  and  it  could  hardly  be 
alleged  that  one  single  new  fact  or  sug- 
gestion had  been  brought  forward  since 
the  matter  was  argued  and  determined 
by  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  month 
of  November  or  December  last.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  however, 
now  said  that  he  had  not  been  able  to 
make  up  his  mind  upon  this  case.  How 
was  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom  he  acted  last 
November  did  not  find  the  same  diffi- 
culty ?  He  said  he  wanted  time  before 
he  would  undertake  to  defend  the  Judi- 
ciary of  Ireland.  But  it  was  his  (Sir 
William  Harcourt's)  duty,  at  all  events, 
not  to  allow  the  Judges  and  juries  of  Ire- 
land to  be  thrown  overboard  by  the 
responsible  Government  of  the  Queen. 
They  were  not  speaking,  nor  did  the 
Motion  speak,  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Executive  in  Ireland.  Those  who  were 
attacked  and  who  were  abandoned  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were 
the  juries  and  Judges  of  Ireland.  For 
them  there  was  not  a  word  of  defence.  A 
Member  of  the  existing  Government, 
who  in  November  last  sat  upon  the  Op- 
position Bench  and  who  was  now  in 
** another  place" — he  meant  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland — was  the  Adviser 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He  had  no  dif- 
ficulty in  making  up  his  mind  last  No- 
vember on  the  case.  But  he  expressed 
his  opinion  in  the  House.  Had  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  who  had  to  advise 
on  this  case,  no  opinion  on  it  now  ?  To 
say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
no  knowledge  of  the  case,  and  had  not 
had  time  to  inquire  into  it,  was  a  propo- 
sition which  was  absolutely  absurd.  He 
did  not  think  it  right  that  the  juries  of 
Ireland  who  had  done  their  duty  should 
be  thrown  overboard  by  the  responsible 
Government.  What  was  the  charge, 
upon  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  not  a  word  to  say,  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
against  the  juries  ?  He  said  that  the^ 
men  were  found  guilty  by  packed  juries* 
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At  the  time  when  those  juries  had  done 
their  duty  in  Ireland  an  opinion  on  the 
subject  was  expressed  by  a  Prelate  who 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork 
said  was  not  a  person  of  advanced  opi- 
nions. But  he  should  imagine  that  the 
editor  of  United  Ireland  might  be  de- 
scribed as  a  person  of  advanced  opinion ; 
and  what  did  he  say  about  these  paoked 
juries  ?  He  said,  on  the  trial  of  the 
first  prisoner  charged — 

**  We  may  venture  for  once  to  point  out  that 
there  were  at  least  five  Roman  Oatholica  on  the 
jury,  and  we  believe  these  Catholic  jurors  did 
their  duty  no  less  fearlessly,  and  their  verdict 
will  be  approved  and  scrupulously  respected." 

That  was  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  said  when  the  jury 
had  just  found  their  verdict;  and  now 
hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  turned 
round  and  said  that  it  was  a  packed 
jury.  And  yet  the  responsible  Minister 
of  the  Grown  had  not  a  word  to  say  in 
defence  of  this  paoked  jury,  who  had 
done  their  duty  to  society  in  Ireland. 
The  three  trials  went  on,  and  when  the 
rest  of  the  prisoners  pleaded  guilty  the 
same  paper  said — 

"  The  Haamtrasna  trials  are  over,  and  such 
of  the  miserable  creatures  as  did  not  turn  ap- 
provers have  been  sentenced  to  be  hanged. 
We  believe  the  public  are  satisfied  that  a  dis- 
graceful butchery  has  been  avenged  upon  con- 
vincing evidence  by  juries  comparatively  fairly 
chosen." 

And  yet  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
turned  round  and  said  these  were  packed 
juries.  That  was  the  manner  in  which 
this  case  was  now  presented  to  the 
House.  Last  November,  so  impossible 
was  it  to  pretend  that  these  juries  were 
packed  that  the  points  were  abandoned 
entirely  in  the  course  of  the  arguments ; 
and  yet  now,  some  seven  months  after- 
wards, this  charge  was  reproduced.  He 
would  now  come  to  the  Judges  who  had 
been  attacked  that  day,  and  who  had 
not  been  defended  by  the  Government 
of  the  Queen.  What  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Oork  say  about  these 
Judges  ?  He  denounced  the  Judge  who 
presided  at  the  second  trial.  [Mr.  Par- 
ifsix:  I  denounced  his  speech  to  the 
jury.]  That  was  what  he  was  going  to 
refer  to,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  said  it  was  not  only  an  in- 
judicious, but  an  unjudicial  speech. 
Now,  everybody  knew  that  a  Judge 
who  presided  at  a  trial  on  an  important 
criminal  matter,  when  he  himself  was 
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perfectly  satisfied  with  the  evidence, 
gave  the  jury  his  support,  and  ought  to 
do  so.  The  observations  of  the  Judge 
were  most  proper  observations,  and  were 
such  as  were  made  on  almost  all  occa- 
sions in  important  criminal  trials.  Then, 
again,  the  men  in  the  second  trial  and 
in  the  first  were  guilty.  Then,  why 
should  not  the  Judge  say  the  jury  had 
done  their  duty  upon  conclusive  evi- 
dence in  convicting  guilty  men  ?  And 
yet  it  was  charged  against  the  Judge 
that  he  had  unfairly  and  improperly 
prejudiced  the  jury  against  the  pri- 
soners. Such  a  proposition  was  mon- 
strous. He  declared,  therefore,  that 
this  attack  upon  the  Judges  of  Ireland, 
as  well  as  upon  the  juries  of  Ireland, 
was  one  totally  unfounded,  and  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  made.  He 
would  not  go  over  in  detail  the  whole 
of  the  case  of  the  Maamtrasna  murders. 
They  entered  upon  that  in  very  great 
detail  last  November.  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
was  exactly  the  same  as  that  of  last 
November,  and  his  arguments  they  had 
also  heard  before.  But  as  the  hon. 
Member  had  laid  the  whole  stress  of  his 
argument  on  the  Maamtrasna  case,  and 
had  referred  very  lightly  to  the  others, 
he  would  just  very  briefly  note  the  pointai 
to  which  he  had  referred.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that 
the  Colleagues  of  Lord  Spencer  were 
responsible  for  his  actions.  Yes,  they 
were  responsible  for  them,  and  were 
proud  of  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Where  is  Dilke  and 
Chamberlain  ?     [  Cries  of  *  *  Order !  'H 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND :  You 
are  proud  of  Cornwall  and  French. 
[  Criee  of  **  Order  Vn 

Sir  WILLIAM  "HAECOURT  said, 
he  had  hoped  that  some  decency  had 
been  restored  to  the  proceedings  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Set  the  example, 
then. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT:  What 
were  the  facts  of  the  Maamtrasna  case  ? 
A  horrible  murder,  which  everybody 
knew  too  well,  took  place,  and  three 
men  came  forward  and  said  that  they 
saw  10  men  go  to  the  house.  The  evi- 
dence and  the  character  of  those  three 
persons  had  never  been  impugned,  and 
he  did  not  know  that  there  was  any 
reason  why  they  should.     There  was 
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nothings  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Citj  of  Cork  which  he 
thought  more  terrible  than  the  part  in 
which  he  described  the  motives  for  the 
crime  to  be  the  stealing  of  sheep  belong- 
ing to  a  Hibbon  Society.  These  three 
men,  whose  evidence  had  not  been  and, 
in  his  opinion,  could  not  be  impugned, 
came  forward  and  said  that  they  saw 
the  10  men,  and  that  they  knew  them. 
As  to  Myles  Joyce,  they  could  not  be 
mistaken,  as  he  lived  close  to  them,  and 
was  a  relative  of  their  own.  Two  of 
the  men  identified  all  the  10  prisoners, 
and  the  third,  Patrick  Joyce,  identified 
all  except  Philbin,  who  afterwards  ad- 
mitted his  guilt.  That  in  itself  was  cer- 
tainly very  strong  evidence.  Three  men 
who  had  the  means  of  knowing  swore 
to  the  fact  of  the  prisoners  going  to  the 
house.  He  pointed  out  last  November 
that  this  was  not  a  case  where  you 
had  approvers  only,  and  wanted  cor- 
roboration; but  they  had  three  inde- 
pendent witnesses,  and  the  approvers 
were  only  corroborators  of  them.  Nei- 
ther was  it  a  case  in  which  one  jury 
might  have  gone  wrong ;  but  there  were 
three  separate  trials  by  three  separate 
juries.  Three  independent  witnesses 
were  corroborated  by  two  approvers; 
three  men  were  convicted,  and  five 
pleaded  guilty.  In  all,  nine  out  of  the 
10  men  admitted  their  guilt;  and  if 
they  were  guilty,  the  allegation  of  Myles 
Joyce's  innocence  fell  to  the  ground. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
admitted  that  four  of  the  men  were 
guilty ;  but  he  said  that  the  other  men 
were  innocent.  This  assertion  was  based 
on  the  statements  of  the  informer  Casey ; 
but  why  should  reliance  be  placed  on 
the  statements  of  a  man  who  asserted 
that  he  perj  ured  himself  ?  It  was  also  a 
remarkable  fact  that  if  the  six  men  were 
innocent  not  one  of  them  could  prove 
an  aUhi^  or  attempted  to  prove  an  alibi. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Their  wives  were 
not  admissible  witnesses. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  thought  that  was  an  idle  remark,  be- 
cause wives  were  not  the  only  witnesses 
who  knew  where  persons  were.  The 
men  had  children  and  friends  who  might 
have  proved  that  some  of  the  prisoners 
were  elsewhere  at  the  time  that  the 
murders  were  committed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  made 
a  great  point  of  the  dying  declaration 
of  one  of  the  boys  not  having  been  pro- 
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duced ;  but  the  solicitor  to  the  prisoners 
knew  of  the  depositions,  and  obtained 
copies  of  the  depositions  in  which  the 
dying  boy's  statement  as  to  the  black- 
ened faces  was  set  out. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  the  solicitor  had 
not  the  dying  declaration,  which  was 
the  only  legal  evidence. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said,  it 
was  idle  to  go  into  all  these  charges 
again,  which  had  all  been  already  dis- 
posed of.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  accepted  the  present  state- 
ment of  Casey  as  true,  that  six  of  the 
prisoners  whom  he  swore  were  of  the 
murderous  party  were  not  of  the  party. 
But  what  foundation  was  there  for  such 
an  hypothesis?  Why  should  Casey's 
present  story  be  believed  in  opposition 
to  the  statement  of  the  three  Joyces,  es- 
pecially when  he  had  stuck  to  his  first 
story  for  18  months  ?  The  trial  at  which 
it  was  alleged  the  informer  was  coerced 
by  Mr.  Bolton  was  not  the  only  occasion 
when  the  informers  made  their  state- 
ment. Casey  and  Philbin  returned  to 
the  Maamtrasna  district,  and  received 
police  protection  there,  and  in  the  coarse 
of  an  investigation,  when  they  were 
examined  on  May  20,  adhered  on  oath 
to  their  statements ;  and  on  a  later  oc- 
casion, July  28,  Casey  stated  that 
Myles  Joyce  was  of  the  party.  Then, 
18  months  later,  he  turned  round  and 
said  the  whole  story  was  untrue — that  it 
was  another  set  of  men.  What  ground 
had  they  for  believing  him  against  the 
evidence  of  other  witnesses,  and  the 
opinion  of  Judge  and  jury  ?  Were  they 
to  upset  the  verdict  of  three  juries  on 
the  mere  statement  of  a  man  who  was 
admittedly  a  murderer,  and  who,  ac- 
cording to  his  present  statement,  was 
also  a  perjurer?  No  doubt,  the  whole 
case  was  one  that  ought  to  be  inquired 
into  ;  but  Lord  Spencer  did  inquire  into 
it  fully,  and  with  just  such  legal  assist- 
ance as  Lord  Carnarvon  would  now  have 
to  rely  on.  It  was  idle  to  say  that  Lord 
Spencer  refused  an  inquiry.  He  made 
all  the  inquiry  it  was  possible  for  him 
to  make.  If  the  extraordinary  accumu- 
lation of  evidence,  such  as  he  had  never 
known  in  any  criminal  case,  with  seve- 
ral approvers  themselves  admitting  their 
guilt,  were  to  be  set  aside  by  allegations, 
the  most  improbable  he  had  ever  heard 
set  up  by  a  man  who  for  months  had 
sworn  to  a  totally  diflferent  story,  and 
now  set  up  an  entirely  different  theory 
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on  the  subject,  lie  ventured  to  saj  that 
no  conviction  could  ever  stand  in  Eng- 
land or  Ireland.  If  they  chose  to  treat 
the  Judges  and  the  juries,  and  if  thej 
chose  to  treat  the  evidence  in  the  way 
which  was  proposed  now  in  the  face  of 
a  case  which  he  thought  as  overwhelm- 
ing as  any  which  had  been  laid  before 
him,  then,  indeed,  the  experiment  which 
the  Government  professed  they  were 
going  to  make  to  try  and  enforce  the 
ordinary  law  was  doomed  bef ore- 
liand  to  certain  failure,  because  when 
the  experiment  of  trying  to  govern 
Ireland  by  the  ordinary  law  was  begim 
by  a  covert  attack,  or  rather  an  open 
attack  covertly  supported,  on  the  juries 
and  the  Judges  of  Ireland,  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that  the  experiment  of 
governing  Ireland  by  the  ordinary  law 
was  an  experiment  which  had  failed. 
He  wished  to  know  how  they  were 
going  to  administer  the  ordinary  law; 
except  through  those  juries  which  were 
first  denounced  as  being  packed,  and 
which  were  subsequently  admitted  to  be 
fair,  and  by  means  of  those  Judges  who 
had  been  denounced  for  carrying  out 
their  duty  in  executing  the  law  ?  The 
attack  had  been  principally  against  the 
Judges  and  the  juries  who  came  to  this 
conclusion  and  found  this  verdict.  If 
they  were  packed  juries  and  unjust 
Judges,  what  right  had  they  to  exercise 
or  administer  the  law  by  such  ma- 
chinery ?  It  was  not  the  business  of  a 
Government  to  re-try  a  case.  It  was  the 
business  of  the  Government,  in  dealing 
with  these  painful  criminal  cases,  to  see 
whether  there  were  cii^cumstances  which 
had  subsequently  arisen  to  throw  so 
much'  doubt  upon  the  sentence  passed 
by  the  Judge  and  the  verdict  given  by 
the  jury  as  would  justify  the  interven- 
tion of  the  mercy  of  the  Crown.  He 
hoped  it  would  never  be  established  in 
this  country  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  openly  avowed  was 
his  expectation — he  did  not  see  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  much  dis- 
countenance the  notion — that  a  change 
of  Government  was  to  open  the  prison 
doors.  He  could  say  honestly  that  if 
this  had  not  been  an  Irish  case  but  an 
English  case  coming  before  him  for 
consideration  he  should  have  come  un- 
hesitatingly to  the  same  conclusion  as 
he  had  done— that  it  was  not  a  case  in 
which  there  were  any  circumstances  of 
sufficient  gravity  or  sufficient  force  to 


overcome  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses 
whether  independent,  whether  they  were 
informers,  or  whether  the  confession  of 
the  parties  themselves,  to  justify  an 
interference  with  the  verdict  or  the  sen- 
tence. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  had  condemned  the  manner  in 
which  the  prosecution  had  been  con- 
ducted. No  man  would  more  strongly 
condemn  than  he  would  the  withholding 
of  anything,  direct  or  indirect,  from  the 
prisoners  in  circumstances  which  could 
tell  in  their  favour.  If  he  thought  that 
any  of  the  documents  had  been  kept 
away  from  the  prisoners  or  from  the 
defence  which  they  ought  to  have  had 
he  should  have  condemned  it;  but  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  believed  the 
solicitor  for  the  defence  had  all  the 
knowledge  available.  [**  No,  no!"] 
He  had  the  documents  from  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  read 
— the  depositions  of  Collins  and  John- 
ston. Having  had  an  opportimity  of 
considering  the  case  and  the  conse- 
quences of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  he  could  not 
say  that  his  view  of  the  matter  w«w  in 
the  least  degree  altered.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  verdict  of  the  jury  was  a 
right  one  on  the  evidence ;  and  that  the 
sentence  of  the  Judge  was  a  right  one, 
no  one,  he  thought,  would  dispute.  The 
only  material  fact  that  he  could  see  in 
the  case  was  the  statement  of  the  in- 
former Casey.  He  was  bound,  how- 
ever, to  say  that  after  the  consideration 
he  had  given  to  the  statement  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  entirely  unworthy  of  cre- 
dence. There  was  another  point  in  the 
alleged  confessions  of  the  men  them- 
selves. According  to  his  experience  this 
was  very  unreliable  evidence.  They 
might  be  guided  to  a  right  conclusion 
by  the  dying  declaration  of  a  prisoner ; 
but  they  might  also  be  greatly  misled, 
and  it  required  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration to  arrive  at  a  right  judgment. 
He  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  any 
statement  of  that  kind  was  not  sufficient 
to  overcome  what  he  must  call  the  over- 
whelming evidence  which  led  to  the 
conviction  of  these  unhappy  men.  It 
was  not  true  that  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment had  refused  inquiry.  They  made 
all  the  inquiry  that  could  be  made.  They 
did  it  upon  their  own  responsibility.  As 
long  as  a  man  remained  under  sentence 
he  had  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  Execu- 
tive to  reconsider  his  case.     He  had 
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never  refused  that  consideration  him- 
self;  he  had  considered  cases  several 
times  over.  So  far  as  that  Motion  was 
intended  to  cast  blame  on  the  Judiciary 
or  on  the  late  Executive  Government  of 
Ireland  he  thought  it  was  an  unfounded 
censure,  and  one  that  would  not  be 
ratified  by  the  vote  of  the  House. 

The  SECRETABY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  : 
Sir,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  had  commenced  his 
remarks  in  the  same  tone  as  he  has  con- 
cluded them  there  would  have  been  very 
little  for  me  to  comment  upon.  But  I 
own  that  I  think  that  the  tone  in  which 
he  began  his  observations  on  this  most 
difficult  and  anxious  question  is  one 
which  the  House  cannot  too  strongly 
deprecate.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  whether 
he  was  right  or  wrong  in  the  case  which 
he  has  laid  before  the  House,  at  any 
rate  has  introduced  the  subject  with  per- 
fect calmness  of  demeanour  and  argu- 
ment ;  and  he  was  followed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  a  speech  of  equal  cedmness, 
and  which  was  animated  by  all  the  dig- 
nity acquired  by  a  sense  of  heavy  re- 
sponsibility. But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  bounded  to  his  feet  and 
commenced  his  speech  in  tones  of  the 
greatest  excitement,  flinging  the  wildest 
and  most  unjustifiable  charges  at  my 
right  hon.  Friend — charges  which  were 
not  supported  by  a  single  sentence  that 
fell  from  him,  and  which  displayed  his 
perfect  incapacity  to  arrive  at  a  judg- 
ment on  this  case.  We  are  informed 
that  if  the  late  Government  had  re- 
mained in  Office  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, it  was  generally  supposed,  would 
have  been  exalted  to  the  high  dignity  of 
the  Woolsack.  All  I  can  say  is  that  if 
the  judicial  qualities  which  he  has  ex- 
hibited to-night  would  have  marked  his 
administration  of  the  highest  Office  of 
the  law,  then  the  fedl  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment is  not  quite  so  great  a  calamity 
as  perhaps  he  supposes.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  set  himself  up  as  the  de- 
fender of  the  Irish  Judges,  and  he  at- 
tacked the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork ;  he  also  attacked  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  charged  my  right  hon. 
Friend  with  almost  being  an  accomplice 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  in  an  attack  upon  the  Irish  Judges. 
The  charge  is  a  ridiculous  and  *ab8urd  | 
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one  on  the  face  of  it.  But  with  what 
grace  does  it  come  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  I  recollect  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  filled  the  Office  of 
Home  Secretary  he  made  what  was  felt 
to  be  the  strongest  and  by  some  to  be  the 
wildest  attack  upon  the  old  English 
Judiciary.  It  was  when  the  conduct  of 
certain  trials  were  called  in  question. 
And  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  of  the  English  Judges,  of  whom  he 
should  have  been  the  principal  defender  ? 
He  said  that  hon.  Members  seemed  to 
think  that  cases  of  improper  conviction 
were  so  rare  that  he  should  be  easily 
able  to  recall  the  circumstances ;  that, 
on  the  contrary,  they  occurred  every 
week,  and  that  he  had  them  constantly 
before  him. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  Will 
the  noble  Lord  allow  me  for  one  moment  ? 
I  did  not  say  so,  but  it  was  said  at  the 
time  I  made  the  observation,  and  I  ex- 
plained and  said  that  I  had  said  nothing 
of  the  kind,  but  that  appeals  were  oc- 
curring every  week.  But  I  did  not 
specifically  state  that  wrongous  convic- 
tions took  place  every  day. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Chtrchill)  :  I 
am  quoting  from  the  report  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  remarks.  Whether  the 
report  is  strictly  accurate  or  not  I  can- 
not say,  after  what  has  fallen  from  him. 
But  being  in  the  House  at  the  time,  and 
knowing  also  the  effect  of  his  statement 
on  the  minds  of  those  among  my  Col- 
leagues who  heard  them,  I  do  insist  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  that  time 
said  that  there  were  constant  miscarriages 
of  justice  at  English  trials.  Then  I  say 
that  it  does  not  lie  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  having  himself  cast  such  a 
slur  on  the  English  Judicial  Bench  in  a 
Ministerial  position,  to  bring  charges 
against  my  right  hon.  Friend  for  not 
having  defended  the  Irish  Judges.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted  in  re- 
ference to  this  case  the  opinion  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  Lord  Ash- 
bourne, who,  he  said,  if  he  had  been  in 
this  House  still,  would  have  taken  a 
different  line,  and  would  have  had  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  making  ^P  his 
mind  on  this  particular  case.  Well, 
I  can  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  in  that  statement,  as  in 
most  of  his  statements,  he  is  per- 
fectly wrong.  I  remember  well  what 
took  place  in  the  former  debate  on  this 
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case ;  and  in  talking  over  the  matter 
with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  I 
recollect  that  he  thought  it  web  a  case 
of  very  great  difficulty,  and  although 
he  decided  to  vote  for  the  then  Govern- 
ment in  the  line  which  they  took  up,  he 
made  a  most  calm,  moderate,  and  im- 
partial speech.  And  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  that  Lord  Ashbourne, 
in  arriving  at  that  conclusion,  arrived 
at  it  with  great  consideration  and  great 
difficulty,  he  is  making  a  grievous  mis- 
take. And  as  to  the  action  of  any 
Member  of  the  then  Opposition  at  that 
time  in  the  matter,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  we  had  not  then  full  official 
information  before  us.  We  have  not 
got  it  even  now.  The  time  has  not  yet 
arrived  when  the  full  official  informa- 
tion on  this  case  has  been  before  all  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  But, 
certainly,  when  the  previous  debate 
took  place,  we  were  not  in  possession 
of  the  sources  of  information  and  opi- 
nion which  guided  Earl  Spencer's  ac- 
tion on  this  question.  There  was  a 
whole  heap  of  information  that  we  had 
not  at  that  time,  and  the  absence  of 
which  might  lead  to  a  wrong  conclusion 
on  the  matter.  I  do  not  say  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  Members  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment then  came  to  a  wrong  conclu- 
sion upon  it.  Upon  that  I  pronounce 
no  opinion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  Judge  and  the  jury  were 
thrown  overboard  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
That  is  an  entire  delusion.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  never  alluded  for  a  moment 
to  the  Judge  or  the  jury.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  was  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  for  three  years  under  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  Government,  knows  that 
Lord  Justice  Barry,  who  presided  at 
this  trial,  is  the  last  man  in  the  world 
who  would  be  guided  in  the  conduct  of 
a  criminal  trial  by  any  other  considera- 
tion than  a  desire  to  use  all  his  great 
ability  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion. 
But  assume  for  a  moment  that  circum- 
stances were  to  turn  up  in  regard  to 
any  case  imder  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
where  sentence  had  been  passed,  in 
which  information  came  to  light  that 
went  to  throw  doubts  upon  the  convic- 
tion, would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
assert  that  the  Judge  and  the  jury  in 
that  particular  case  would  be  thrown 
overboard  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  were 
to  advise  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative 


of  mercy  or  the  grant  of  a  free  pardon 
by  the  Crown?  Why,  then,  should 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bring  that 
charge  against  my  right  hon.  IViend  ? 
Even  if  he  had  pronounced  an  opinion 
on  this  particular  case,  the  charge  of 
throwing  overboard  the  Judge  and  jury 
could  not  be  sustained.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  late  Government  for  all  the 
actions  of  Lord  Spencer ;  and  that  was 
quite  right.  But  more  than  that,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  chivalrous 
and  noble  to  the  last  degree.  He  said 
— "  We  were  proud  of  the  administra- 
tion of  Lord  Spencer."  I  should  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  to  tell 
us  whom  he  includes  in  the  particle 
"  we."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  a  speech  some  years  ago,  by  which 
he  electrified  the  country,  and  in  which 
he  claimed  Royal  descent.  We  know 
it  is  the  prerogative  of  Boyalty  to  speak 
in  the  plural  number.  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  we 
are  to  understand  that  he  used  the 
''we"  in  that  exalted  character,  or  did 
he  mean  to  convey  to  the  House  that 
the  whole  of  the  late  Government,  as  a 
body,  are  very  proud  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Lord  Spencer  ?  And  does  he 
think  that  the  Division  List  of  to-night 
will  show  that  his  expression  of  the  pride 
of  the  late  Government  in  Lord  Spencer's 
administration  was  warranted  or  cor- 
rect ?  That  is  a  matter  which  the  Divi- 
sion List  will  decide.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  our  experiment  of 
governing  Ireland  by  the  ordinary  law 
is  foredoomed  to  failure  if  we  so  much 
as  hint  at  the  idea  that  our  mind  on  this 
Maamtrasna  case  is  not  as  absolutely 
and  conclusively  made  up  as  is  his  own. 
I  will  tell  you  how  the  present  Govern- 
ment will  be  foredoomed  to  failure. 
They  will  be  foredoomed  to  failure  if 
they  go  out  of  their  way  unnecessarily 
to  assume  one  jot  or  tittle  of  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  acts  of  the  late  Adminis- 
tration. It  is  only  by  divesting  ourselves 
of  all  responsibility  for  the  action  of  the 
late  Gt)vernment  and  by  taking  the  full 
responsibility  for  our  own  action  that  we 
can  hope  to  arrive  at  a  successful  issue 
in  the  task  on  which  we  have  entered. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  went  on 
to  say  that  the  Judges  were  attacked 
and  were  undefended  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  I  would  point  out 
that  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  chosen^ 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


1099 


Maamtrama,  Sfo 


{COMMONS} 


MwrderB, 


1100 


as  the  right  hon.  Qehtleman  seems  to 
think  he  ought  to  have  done,  to  declare 
in  the  strongest  terms  that  every  circum- 
Btanoe  connected  with  this  particular 
trial  was  perfectly  correct  and  as  infal- 
lible as  possible,  what,  I  ask,  would  be 
the  value  of  any  inquiry  into  it  that 
might  subsequently  be  opened  ?  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  said  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  on  a  Me- 
morial being  presented,  to  inquire  care- 
fully and  impartially  into  the  case  of 
every  prisoner  who  so  memorializes. 
What,  then,  would  be  the  value  of  that 
inquiry?  What  weight  would  it  have 
with  the  Members  of  this  House  or  in 
Ireland  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  had 
taken  up  the  extraordinary  attitude 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gests ?  We  pronounce  now  no  opinion 
on  this  oase.  It  is  not  before  the  Irish 
Government.  When  any  Memorial  comes 
before  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  with  regard  to  this  case  or 
any  other  case  he  will,  I  am  certain, 
make  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of 
that  Memorial.  Now,  I  might  be  asked 
why  I  voted  in  the  year  1884  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  which  asked  for  f  uU  and  public 
inquiry,  and  why  I  do  not  support  the 
Motion  to-night,  which  asks  for  a  strict 
inquiry.  This  is  the  reason.  I  voted 
in  1884  with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  because  I  had  no  confidence 
in  the  administration  of  Lord  Spencer. 
I  shall  vote  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  to-night,  in  case  he 
should  take  a  division,  because  I  have 
full  confidence  in  the  administration  of 
Lord  Carnarvon.  [  CrieB  o/  *  *  Oh !  "]  I 
know  that  that  is  a  ridiculous  proposition 
for  a  Member  of  the  Government  to 
make  in  the  eyes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. A  part  of  the  Party  opposite 
never  possesses  confidence  in  the  other 
part,  or  in  their  own  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  has 
no  confidence  in  the  noble  Lord  who  sits 
with  him,  and  the  noble  Lord  has  no 
confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
This  is  not  the  policy  of  the  Tory  Go- 
vernment ;  we  do  not  proceed  on  these 
lines.  The  inquiry  instituted  by  Lord 
Spencer,  which  I  had  no  confidence  in, 
must  be  judged  by  the  whole  course  of 
his  administration  in  Ireland.  That  ad- 
ministration gave  me  no  confidence  what- 
ever that  the  inquiry  would  in  any  de- 
gree bind  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
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Commons.  But  with  my  knowledge  of 
the  character  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  of  his 
high  sense  of  justice  and  honour,  of  his 
cultured  intellect,  and  of  the  determi- 
nation which  he  has  formed,  so  far  as 
in  him  lies,  to  do  justice  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland,  I  feel  convinced  that 
if  by  any  chance  there  has  been  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice  in  this  oase— and  on 
that  I  will  pronounce  no  opinion  what- 
ever— I  say  I  feel  convinced  that  that 
miscarriage  will  be  brought  to  light,  and 
that  justice,  so  far  as  may  be,  will  be 
done.  That  being  so,  I  would  put  it  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
whether  he  would  be  altogether  wise  or 
fair  in  proceeding  with  his  Motion.  If 
he  means  by  his  Motion  to  ask  for  an 
inquiry  into  this  case  which  a  prisoner 
by  the  Constitution  has  a  right  to  de- 
mand, that  he  will  get  if  Memorials  are 
presented  in  the  proper  manner.  If  he 
means,  on  the  other  hand,  a  special  in- 
quiry carried  on  by  some  other  persons 
unconnected  with  the  Irish  Government, 
then  he  is  asking  us  to  vote  a  special, 
distinct,  and  unmistakable  want  of  con- 
fidence in  the  personal  acts  of  Lord  Car- 
narvon. That,  of  course,  is  a  proceed- 
ing which  we  cannot  for  a  moment  con- 
template. The  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  if  carried,  would  limit,  to  a 
great  extent,  the  action  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  imagine  that  the 
proceedings  which  took  place  under  the 
Crimes  Act  will  be  exempt  from  any  in- 
vestigation, except  only  the  proceedings 
he  mentioned.  All  convicts  in  Ireland 
who  may  think  themselves  unjustly  con- 
victed have  a  right  to  appeal  for  a  con- 
sideration of  their  cases,  and  they  will 
be  considered  by  a  Nobleman  who  ap- 
proaches the  investigation  without  bias 
and  with  a  desire  to  ascertain  the  truth. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  that  there 
never  was  a  more  difficult  question  than 
this  which  the  late  Home  Secretary  has 
disposed  of  so  cavalierly.  I  decline  to 
pronounce  a  single  opinion  upon  the 
question ;  but  to  show  the  House  and 
the  public  how  difficult  a  one  the  case 
is  I  will  say  this—that  it  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  four  con- 
secutive nights.  In  the  debate  which 
took  place  upon  it  all  Parties  took  part. 
Some  of  the  best  lawyers  in  the  House, 
including  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell),  who 
has  a  legal  reputation  at  least  as  high 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
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Homo  Secretary,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke), 
and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor  General  (Mr.  Gorst)  took  part 
in  the  debate,  and  arrived  at  an  opinion 
on  the  case  rather  different  from  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  For 
four  nights  the  Honse  debated  the  ques- 
tion, and  in  the  middle  of  the  debate  a 
Cabinet  Council  was  held.  Not  until 
the  last  night  of  the  debate  was  it  known 
which  way  the  Gt)vemment  would  go. 
It  is  a  notorious  and  well-known  fact 
that  the  Cabinet  Council  was  held  on 
this  question  in  the  middle  of  this  de- 
bate. rSir  William  Harcourt  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  that  statement  was 
not  correct.]  I  am  surprised  that  the 
late  Home  Secretary  should  have  con- 
tradicted that  statement.  It  is  a  noto- 
rious fact,  though  it  may  not  be  known 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  noto- 
rious that  not  until  the  last  night  of  the 
debate,  when  the  Prime  Minister  spoke, 
was  it  known  which  way  he  would  vote. 
That  is  one  of  the  cases  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, presents  no  difficulty  at  all,  and 
one  on  which,  he  says,  we  ought  not  to 
have  the  smallest  difficulty  in  making 
up  our  minds.  I  do  not  regret  the  tone 
which  the  late  Home  Secretary  has 
adopted  in  this  matter.  He  has  shown 
what  was  the  spirit  and  animus  which 
regulated  the  policy  of  the  late  Admi- 
nistration in  a  manner  than  which  the 
House  can  desire  no  brighter  example. 
He  has  taken  upon  himself  to  prejudge 
the  acts  of  the  Government  without  the 
slightest  foundation.  I  congratulate 
him  upon  the  success  which  he  has 
scored  for  the  policy  of  the  late  Admi- 
nistration ;  and,  differing  altogether 
from  him  and  at  the  same  time  declining 
to  pronounce  any  opinion  upon  the  case 
before  the  House,  I  shall  still  record  a 
vote  against  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw  my  Mo- 
tion ;  and  in  doing  so  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
pennitted  to  explain  why  I  make  this 
request.  The  suggestion  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  ]&chequer  was  a  very 
reasonable  one.  The  fact  that  the  pre- 
sent Qt)vemment  has  only  just  come  into 
Office,  and  that  the  proper  and  usual 
course  is  to  memorialize  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  case 
of  these  prisoners,  ought  to  be  considered. 


The  late  Lord  Lieutenant  was  memo- 
rialized before  I  brought  my  last  Motion 
on  in  this  House.  An  opportunity  for 
doing  so  was  not  afforded  in  the  present 
case;  and  I  think  under  the  circum- 
stances, and  in  answer  to  the  appeal  of 
the  noble  Lord,  that  it  would  not  be 
prudent  for  me  to  go  to  a  division  after 
the  two  speeches  which  the  House  has 
heard  from  the  Government.  I  have 
every  confidence  that  Lord  Carnarvon, 
the  present  very  able  administrator  and 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  will  hold  a 
fair  and  impartial  inquiry  into  the  mat- 
ter, and  that  the  result  will  be  that  jus- 
tice will  be  done. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  hoped  the 
Motion  would  not  be  allowed  to  be  with- 
drawn by  the  Government.  The  speeches 
made  from  the  Government  Bench  were, 
to  his  mind,  calculated  to  break  the 
whole  continuity  of  the  administration 
of  law  and  justice  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
had  in  the  strongest  manner  expressed 
the  absolute  want  of  confidence  which 
he  entertained  in  the  policy  of  the  late 
Government,  which,  at  its  inception,  the 
whole  of  the  Treasury  Bench  heartily 
approved  of,  and  which,  had  they  ac- 
cepted Office  at  the  time  Lord  Spencer 
did,  they  would  have  been  forced  to 
carry  out.  He  (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  not 
been  one  of  those  who  during  Lord 
Spencer's  period  of  Office  went  about 
abusing  him  for  truckling  to  rebellion, 
nor  was  he  going  to  be  one  of  those 
who  now  jeered  at  him  as  the  foiled 
advocate  of  coercion.  He  confessed 
he  felt  it  impossible  to  understand  the 
purely  negative  position  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  up  in  this  matter 
of  the  Maamtrasna  massacres.  But,  in- 
terpreted as  it  would  be  by  their  state- 
ments on  Lord  Spencer's  policy,  it  would 
have  a  very  damaging  effect.  The 
expressions  of  opinion  from  the  Minis- 
terial Bench  might,  in  fact,  stand  side  by 
side  with  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
as  to  the  absurd  and  irritating  system 
of  Castle  government  in  Ireland  ;  for  if 
they  meant  anything,  they  meant  an 
imputation,  not  only  on  Lord  Spencer, 
but  on  all  the  officials  who  advised  and 
assisted  him  in  the  carrying  out  of  his 
policy ;  and  with  that  imputation  upon 
them  how  could  anyone  expect  them  to 
gain  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people  ? 
This  was  not  a  matter  in  which  landlord 
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and  tenant  were  concerned,  and  in  which 
Lord  Spencer  might  have  been  influenced 
by  class  interests ;  nor  was  it  a  politiccd 
murder ;  but  it  was  one  in  which  pea- 
sants only  were  concerned.  There  could, 
therefore,  be  no  question  of  Lord  Spen- 
cer's impartiality.      Under   these    cir- 
cumstances,   he   appealed  to   the  Go- 
yemment  to  say  whether  they  believed 
that  those  convictions  could  be  obtained 
without  change  of  venue,  and  the  prior 
inquisition,  the  use  of   which  was  so 
severely  deprecated  by  the   Secretary 
for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
He  appealed  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  say  whether  they  did  not  regard  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  to-night  as 
a  practical  overthrow  of  all  those  safe- 
guards which  had   existed  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  appealed  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons whether  they  were  not  asked  to 
condemn  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland  ?    The  decision  arrived  at  by 
Lord  Spencer  ought  either  to  be  re- 
considered by  a  direct  inquiry,  or  to  be 
deemed  sufficient.  He  did  not  deny  that 
there  were  very  serious  matters  of  doubt. 
He  could  not  but  admit  that  the  special 
points  brought  forward  to-night  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork — he 
meant  the  depositions  of  the  two  boys 
not  handed  to  the  counsel,  and  the  depo- 
sitions of  the  two  men  with  regard  to 
Myles  Joyce's  innocence— deserved  con- 
sideration. But  all  these  points  were  tried 
by  the  House  of  Commons  nine  months 
ago.     How,  then,  when  no  new  facts 
had  been  brought  forward  to-night,  were 
they  to  re-open  the  question  by  a  public 
investigation?     In  this  matter,  at  all 
events,  the  late  Government  were  of  one 
mind,  or,  if  thoy  were  not,  it  was  the 
only  instance  in  which  the  one  dissent- 
ing Member  had  not  gone  down  to  the 
country,  explained  his  vote,  and  abused 
his  Colleagues.     He  would  ask  this  one 
question — Were  they  to  consider  that 
this  Government  absolutely  declined  to 
accept  any  responsibility  for  the  actions 
of  the  late  Government  under  an  Act 
which  they  had  so  heartily  approved  ? 
If  they  took  that  position,  a  consider- 
able triumph  would  be  obtained  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  would  have  so 
manipulated  the  matter  that  by  pitting 
one  Party  in  the  House  against  another 
they  had  become  masters  of  the  whole. 
While  the  Irish  Members  had  made  the 
re-introduction  of  the  Crimes  Act  almost 
a  physical  impossibility;  it  had  been 

Mr,  Brodrick 


reserved  for  Her  Maj  esty '  sGovemmentto 
make  it  morally  impossible  by  the  stigma 
they  had  passed  upon  their  Predeces- 
sors.    He  did  not  himself  believe  in 
perpetual  government  by  coercion ;  but 
he  believed  there  were  certain  safeguards 
without  which  Her  Majesty's  Ghovem- 
ment  could  not  expect  to  rule  Ireland 
successfully,  unless  by  the  favour  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.    He 
did  not  mean  that  any  corrupt  arrange- 
ment had  been  entered  into  between  the 
Government  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.     He  regretted  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis)  the  other  night,  when 
he  seemed  to  insinuate  something  of  the 
kind.   He  could  not  forget  that  in  Octo- 
ber, 1880,  when  the  whole  country  was 
crying  out  for  coercion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
was  the  only  person  who  on  that  side 
stood  up  to  declare  that  he  rejoiced  the 
Government  were  going  to  adopt  all  the 
means  which  the  law  of  the  land  gave 
them  before  asking  Parliament  for  ex- 
traordinary powers.     He  believed  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    was    honestly 
carrying  out  the  policy  which  he  then 
foreshadowed.   But  he  could  not  but  re- 
member the  results  which  followed  the 
adoption  of  that  policy.   Considering  the 
events  which  convulsed  Ireland  during 
the  winter  of  1880,  the  defiance  of  the 
law,  and  the  utter  disruption  of  society 
which  followed,  he  could  not  but  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  he  wise 
in  trusting  his  Government  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  al- 
lowing the  policy  which  had  alone  saved 
Ireland  from  complete  anarchy  to  be 
denounced  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India?    He    hoped    the    Government 
would  be  successful  in  their  policy  of 
conciliation ;  but  it  would  be  by  showing 
that,  the  continuity  of  policy  having  been 
broken,  the  continuity  of  purpose  re- 
mained the  same.     If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the    City  of  Cork,    after  the 
triumph  that  had    been  won,    should 
see  that   his   advantage   lay    in    pre- 
serving   order,    well    and    good;    but 
if  he  should    decide    to    exercise    his 
power  by  again  showing  the  impotence  of 
juries,  and  again  setting  on  foot  the  prac- 
tice of  **  Boycotting  "  and  intimidation — 
— if  he  should,  even  in  the  approaching 
election,  make  it  his  duty  to  **  Boycott" 
candidates  who  were  offensive  to  the  Na- 
tional Party,  and  those  who  attended 
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their  meetings,  all  the  powers  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  not  be  able  to  stem  the  torrent 
of  agitation ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  wish  that  he  had  not  so 
hastily  discarded  safeguards  which  had 
only  been  adopted  ^ter  a  winter  in 
which  the  assizes  had  resulted  in  ac- 
quittal in  every  case  of  agrarian  crime. 
The  present  position  of  the  Government 
seemed  anomalous  and  inconsistent. 
They  were  taking  a  part  of  the  respon- 
sibility where  they  ought,  undoubtedly, 
to  assume  the  whole.  They  ought  either 
to  give  a  full  inquiry,  or  to  take  the 
responsibility  of  refusing  it.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Londonderry 
should  move  his  Amendment,  in  which 
he  condemned  the  inquiry  as  to  verdicts 
returned  by  properly  constituted  iuries, 
he  would  support  him,  becaused  he  be- 
lieved that  any  other  course  would  only 
perpetuate  evils  which  had  been  time 
after  time  denounced  by  the  present 
Ministers,  and  lead  to  mischievous  re- 
sults, which  had  been  clearly  foreseen. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  that  after 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  he  wished  to  put  the  House 
in  possession  of  some  facts  which  had 
not  been  mentioned.  If  he  were  rightly 
informed,  the  inconsistency  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  charged  others  might  be  charged 
against  himself,  for,  on  the  last  occa- 
sion, he  had  voted  in  favour  of  an  in- 
quiry. One  might  almost  fancy,  j  udging 
horn,  the  speech  of  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  that 
there  were  no  difficulties  connected  with 
this  extraordinary  case.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  in  a  speech  which 
did  him  infinite  credit,  and  which  would 
do  a  great  deal  to  win  for  him  the  sym- 
pathy and  generous  support  of  a  large 
section  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  pointed 
out  that  even  the  Members  of  the  late 
Government  themselves  were  in  the 
greatest  doubt  as  to  the  course  they 
ought  to  take  when  the  question  was 
before  the  House  at  the  commence- 
ment of  last  Session.  The  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
would  lead  the  House  to  suppose  that 
the  case  before  the  jury  was  perfectly 
dear,  and  thai  nothing  had  since  arisen 
to  cast  the  slightest  doubt  upon  it.  But 
the  fact  was  that  not  a  single  newspaper 


or  person  in  or  out  of  the  House  who 
had  investigated  the  matter  would  agree 
with  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  case  rested  upon  three  in- 
dependent witnesses ;  but,  practically, 
the  three  independent  witnesses  were 
reduced  to  one.  Much  stress  had  been 
laid  on  the  fact  that,  at  one  time  or  an- 
other, nine  out  of  iJie  10  men  charged 
with  the  murder  had  pleaded  guUty. 
Their  confessions,  however,  were  worth 
nothing,  because  they  were  the  result  of 
the  pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  them 
by  the  officials ;  and  it  should  oe  bonie 
in  mind  that  the  men  with  regard  to 
whom  an  inquiry  was  demanded  pro- 
tested that  they  were  innocent  as  they 
were  being  hurried  out  of  Court.  It 
appeared  from  the  depositions  of  Thomas 
Casey  that  there  were  constant  feuds 
between  the  people  with  respect  to  sheep- 
stealing  and  the  trespass  of  cattle,  and 
that  was  shown  by  a  statement  of  Casey 
to  the  effect  that — '*  I  did  not  go  to  the 
wake  or  the  funeral.**  He  would  point 
out  that  that  statement  had  been 
underlined  by  the  counsel,  and  that 
the  following  marginal  note  in  the 
handwriting  of  Sergeant  O'Brien  was 
made  : — **  Suspect  got  him  murdered." 
He  (Mr.  Harrington)  maintained  that 
in  these  facts  they  had  the  clearest  and 
most  undoubted  truth  of  the  veracity  of 
the  statement  of  Thomas  Casey,  clearly 
attested  in  the  handwriting  of  the  coun- 
sel. He  would  next  point  out  that  the 
route  taken  by  the  murderers  was  dif- 
ferent from  that  stated  by  the  inde- 
pendent witnesses,  from  which  it  clearly 
resulted  that,  if  that  statement  was 
true,  the  murderers  would  not  have 
passed  within  a  mile  of  the  house  occu- 
pied by  the  independent  witnesses ;  and, 
therefore,  their  statements  were  abso- 
lutely without  foundation.  If  a  fair  in- 
quiry were  granted,  he  should  be  per- 
fectly willing  to  ground  the  whole  issue 
of  the  case  upon  the  single  point  whe- 
ther the  story  told  by  the  approver 
Casey  as  to  the  interviews  with  Mr. 
George  Bolton  was  not  better  borne  out 
than  the  Memorandum  of  Sir  Robert 
Hamilton.  Then,  again,  there  were  the 
depositions  of  the  two  boys  with  refer- 
ence to  the  fact  that  the  alleged  mur- 
derers had  their  faces  blackened,  whereas 
the  priest  had  sworn  that  the  men's 
faces  were  white.  There  were  also 
some  new  and  startling  facts  which 
had  not  been  made  public.     On  the 
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day  of  the  conviction  of  Myles  Joyce, 
at  a  conference  of  counsel  and  Boli- 
citors,  it  was  promised  that  if  the 
others  pleaded  guilty  their  lives  would 
be  saved.  Four  men  refused,  saying 
they  were  innocent.  Michael  Casey 
said  he  was  the  only  guilty  man,  and 
Joyce  was  innocent ;  but  three  men  at 
large  were  implicated.  The  solicitor 
made  an  entry  of  that  at  the  time.  The 
three  men  were  those  who  had  been 
named  by  others,  and  against  whom  all 
the  facts  seemed  to  point.  The  gravest 
complaint  against  the  Crown  was  the 
suppression  of  evidence ;  this  evidence 
was  in  the  brief  of  the  counsel  of  the 
prosecution,  but  it  was  withheld  from 
the  counsel  for  the  defence.  It  was  a 
whole  sheaf  of  evidence  that  was  kept 
back.  Ordinarily,  it  was  the  practice  to 
communicate  all  material  facts  to  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  of  a  man  charged 
with  murder,  and  it  was  only  in  these 

Srosecutions  that  the  practice  was  aban- 
oned.  The  former  depositions  of  wit- 
nesses were  also  kept  back  ;  but  if  the 
defending  counsel  had  been  provided 
with  them,  they  could  have  shaken  the 
evidence  of  material  witnesses.  An- 
other remarkable  fact  was  that  the  in- 
formation made  by  Casey  before  the 
trial  differed  altogether,  in  most  ma- 
terial points,  from  the  information  given 
at  the  trial.  The  dying  declarations  of 
the  two  boys  Joyce  had  been  suppressed, 
and  not  only  that,  but  even  the  fact  that 
these  declarations  had  been  made  had 
been  suppressed.  The  Crown,  again, 
had  made  no  endeavour  to  clear  up  the 
point  as  to  the  blackened  faces  of  the  men 
whom  the  informers  alleged  that  they 
had  seen,  and  no  independent  witnesses 
had  been  asked  any  questions  on  this 
point.  From  all  this,  he  submitted  that 
the  trial  of  this  case  showed  a  grave 
conspiracy  against  justice  in  Ireland; 
and  it  was  the  imperative  duty  of  the 
authorities  to  clear  the  character  of  high 
officials  in  this  country  if  they  could  be 
cleared.  In  any  case,  justice  would 
not  suffer  by  the  proposed  inquiry,  but 
would,  on  the  other  hand,  be  promoted 
by  it.        ^^ 

Mb.  lewis  said,  he  should  not 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  trouble  the 
House  with  any  observations  at  all  if  it 
had  not.  been  for  the  language  which 
proceeded,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  from 
the  Front  Ministerial  Bench.  It  was 
most  unpleasant,  indeed,  to  find  him- 

Mr,  Warrington 


self,  within  a  week  or  two  of  the  forma- 
tion of  a  Government  with  which  he 
would  like  to  be  in  accord,  compelled  to 
protest  against  the  course  they  were 
pursuing.  But  he  felt  that  he  should 
not  truly  represent  the  views  of  those 
who  sat  near  him,  and  certainly  the 
opinion  which  he  himself  most  strongly 
held,  if  he  did  not  attempt,  as  far  as  he 
possibly  could,  to  dissociate  himself 
altogether  from  the  general  tenour  and 
language  of  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  and  still  more  so  from  that  of 
his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill). 
What  had  they  been  doing  that  night  ? 
For  the  second  time  that  Session  they 
were  going  through  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  horrible  murder  at 
Maamtrasna,  and  they  had  been  treated 
to  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  r6chau§e 
of  tho  discussion  of  last  autumn ;  and 
although  on  the  last  occasion  when 
the  question  was  before  the  House,  when 
the  Members  of  the  present  Government 
were  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  the  most  notable  person  who 
took  part  in  the  debate  was  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  now  so  worthily 
filled  the  position  of  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  that  noble  Lord,  then  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson),  did  not  hesitate  to  express  a 
clear  and  definite  opinion  on  the  Mo- 
tion then  submitted  to  the  House  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
Harrington)  that  there  was  no  cause  to 
interfere  with  the  decision  to  which  Earl 
Spencer  had  then  recently  come,  after 
an  elaborate  and  careful  investigation 
of  the  subject.  Before  proceeding  to 
dwell  upon  anything  else,  he  would  refer 
for  a  moment  to  what  were  said  to  be 
some  new  facts ;  but  there  was  only  one 
solitary  new  fact  presented  to  the  House 
and  the  public  for  the  first  time  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down.  What 
was  that  new  fact  ?  It  was  that  imme- 
diately after  the  trial  of  the  prisoners, 
in  the  winter  of  1882,  their  counsel  had 
an  interview  with  them,  three  persons 
who  were  not  prisoners  were  inculpated, 
and  some  of  those  who  were  prisoners 
were  exonerated.  It  was  now  said  that 
that  fact  had  just  been  disclosed,  and 
that  it  was  of  a  most  important  cha- 
racter 

Mr*  HA:RRINGT0N  said,  that  the 
fact  was  conveyed  to  the  Crown  counsel 
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and  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but  they  did 
not  act  upon  it. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  the  explanation 
of  the  hon.  Member  did  not  touch  the 
matter  in  the  slightest  degree.  This 
fresh  fact,  which  was  said  to  have  come 
out  since  the  discussion  last  autumn, 
was  a  fact  which  had  been  in  the  know- 
ledge of  the  prisoners'  counsel  and 
solicitor  during  the  last  two  years  and 
a-half.  He  asked  hon.  Members  to 
consider  with  him  what  was  the  real 
question  before  them.  After  all  that 
had  happened,  he  lamented  most  deeply 
that  the  Forms  of  the  House  would 
not  allow  him  to  take  a  division  on  the 
Amendment  he  had  put  upon  the  Paper, 
which  declared  that — 

"  Any  further  inquiiT  as  to  the  correctness 
or  propriety  of  the  veroicts  of  properly  consti- 
tuted juries  would  be  highly  prejudicial  to  tho 
interests  of  justice,  and  this  House  generally 
approves  of  the  firm  and  temperate  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act  by  Earl  Spencer  as 
Lord  Ltieutenant  of  Ireland.'^ 

After  the  scant  justice  which  had  been 
done  to  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant — many 
of  whose  acts  he  had  found  it  impossible 
to  concur  in,  and  had  ventured  humbly 
to  question  both  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  and  elsewhere,  but  who  had, 
nevertheless,  directed  with  credit  the 
administration  of  the  law,  and  had  en- 
deavoured to  protect  life  and  property 
in  a  period  of  unexampled  difficulty — he 
had  expected  that  that  administration  of 
the  law  would  have  received  support 
rather  than  ^ua^t- condemnation  from 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  occupying 
the  Front  Bench.  What  was  the  Motion 
before  the  House  ?  If  it  were  read  with 
its  Preamble,  it  was  nothing  less  than 
an  entire  condemnation  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  by  Earl  Spencer  and 
the  late  Government,  and  a  general 
allegation  that  the  whole  administration, 
in  respect  of  murders  of  a  most  atrocious 
character,  had  been  unjust,  and  un- 
worthy of  the  Executive.  How  was  the 
matter  met  by  the  Ministry  of  the  day  ? 
Anything  more  surprising  than  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer could  not  be  imagined.  Was  there 
a  single  word,  from  first  to  last,  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  in  vindi- 
cation of  the  administration  of  the  law  ? 
Was  there  one  .word  which  answered 
to  any  extent  the  malicious  attacks 
which  proceeded  from  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion  — [CViM    of    "Order!"     and 


*'  Name !  "] — with  reference  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Judges  and  juries  ? 

Mr.  sexton  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  ruling  of  the  Ohair 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  en- 
titled to  impute  malice  to  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber ? 

Mk.  speaker  :  An  imputation  of 
malice  to  any  Member  of  the  House  is 
undoubtedly  out  of  Order.  The  hon. 
Member  will  withdraw  the  expression. 

Me.  lewis  said,  he  would  at  once 
withdraw  the  expression.  He  would 
only  say  that  they  were  most  violent  and 
severe  attacks  not  only  upon  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  but  upon  the  Judges,  the 
juries,  the  counsel,  the  witnesses,  the 
Crown  Solicitors,  and  all  who  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  prosecution  of  these 
murder  cases.  He  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
from  first  to  last  there  was  not  so  much 
as  a  word  in  it  of  vindication  of  any  of 
those  officials.  With  regard  to  Earl 
Spencer,  all  he  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  was  that  there  were 
many  things  in  the  administration  of  the 
law  under  the  Viceroyalty  of  Earl 
Spencer  which  he  could  not  approve. 
He  had  listened  to  see  if  there  was  any 
qualification  to  the  **  damning  by  faint 
praise,"  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  indulged ;  but  he  failed  to  per- 
ceive any.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  said  that 
if  ever  there  was  a  man  who  deserved  to 
be  put  upon  his  trial  and  hanged  it  was 
George  Bolton.  George  Bolton  was  a 
man  who  had  been  employed  to  repre- 
sent the  Crown  in  conducting  the  trial 
of  those  horrible  cases. 

Mr.  HEALY:  And  dismissed  by 
Earl  Spencer. 

Mr.  LEWIS  said,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  Bolton's  success  in  hunting 
those  murderers  to  their  doom  was  the 
reason  of  the  violence  and  vigour  with 
which  he  had  been  attacked.  Yet  they 
had  not  heard  one  word  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  support  of  a  man  who,  be- 
cause he  had  done  his  duty  courageously 
and  successfully,  was  subjected  to  so 
acrimonioas  an  attack.  And  what  was 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India?  The  most 
notable  observation  in  that  speech  which 
he  (Mr.  Lewis)  could  discover  was  when 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment was  foredoomed  to  failure  if 
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they  assumed  responsibility  for  one  jot 
or  tittle  of  the  acts  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. 

The  SECRETAEY  op  STATE  toe 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  : 
For  the  policy  of  those  acts. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  his  noble  Friend 
must  forgive  him,  but  the  remark  was 
"responsibility  for  the  acts  them- 
selves  " 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA:  No. 

Me.  lewis  said,  he  had  taken  tlie 
words  down  at  the  time,  and  they  weria 
that  the  present  Government  were  fore- 
doomed to  failure  if  they  assumed  one 
jot  or  tittle  of  responsibility  for  the  acts 
of  the  late  Government.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  there  was  not  a  single  Mem- 
ber of  the  Conservative  Party,  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  now  assumed  to  be  a 
Leader,  who  would  endorse  that  state- 
ment. What  had  been  the  case  ?  On 
every  platform  in  the  Kingdom  there 
had  been  the  strongest  denimciation  of 
the  Members  of  the  late  Government  for 
not  having  more  vigorously  vindicated 
the  law  ;  and  were  they  to  be  told  now, 
after  all  they  had  said  about  Ireland 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years,  that 
for  Party  purposes,  and  because  they 
had  changed  from  one  side  of  the  House 
to  the  other,  they  were  going  to  cast 
insult  upon  the  outgoing  Viceroy,  who 
had  done  his  duty  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  receive  the  undoubted  approval  of 
every  Member  of  the  Conservative  Party  ? 
He  knew  that  it  was  unpleasant  to  get 
up  and  speak  thus ;  but  he  was  follow- 
ing the  lead  of  his  hon.  Friend  below 
him  (Mr.  Brodrick),  who,  in  the  manly 
speech  he  had  delivered  earlier  in  the 
evening,  showed,  at  all  events,  that 
there  were  some  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House  who  were  not  prepared  to 
insult  the  late  Viceroy  of  Ireland  and 
the  Representative  of  the  Queen  after  he 
had  done  all  he  could  to  vindicate  the 
law.  What  was  the  meaning  of  the 
ringing  cheers  from  the  Irish  Benches 
opposite  which  greeted  the  speeches  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  and  the  noble  Lord 
80  enthusiastically?  What  was  the 
meaning  but  this — that  they  saw  in  the 
attitude  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
noble  Lord  a  practical  acquiescence  in 
the  terms  of  the  Motion,  although  they 
could  not  assent  to  it  ?  When  it  was 
found,  after  those  speeches,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 

Mr,  Lewis 


Pamell)  got  up  in  his  place  and  said  in 
a  most  gracious  manner,  to  which  the 
House  was  very  little  accustomed  from 
the  hon.  Member,  that  he  would  with- 
draw the  Motion,  it  looked  as  if  there 
had  been  something  very  like,  if  not  a 
treaty,  at  least  an  understanding.  He 
had  been  almost  astonished  to  hear  some 
of  the  observations  which  had  proceeded 
from  the  Front  Bench  on  that  occasion. 
Among  the  other  curious  remarks  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  this — that  last  Novem- 
ber, when  the  matter  came  before  the 
House  and  occupied  three  whole  nights 
and  part  of  a  fourth,  the  House  had 
before  it  none  of  the  reasons  of  the  late 
Viceroy  for  its  action.  None  of  the 
reasons  of  the  late  Viceroy  for  his  action ! 
He  thought  they  had  a  statement  from 
Sir  Robert  HamUton  which  Earl  Spencer 
had  made  public — one  of  the  most  able, 
interesting,  and  satisfactory  documents 
he  had  ever  read — containing  a  most 
elaborate  account  of  the  evidence  pro- 
duced at  the  trial,  giving  the  new  evi- 
dence produced  and  a  general  summary 
of  the  whole  matter,  enough  to  satisfy 
any  man  who  desired  to  arrive  at  a  j  udicial 
conclusion  on  the  subject.  And  yet  the 
noble  Lord  said  that  laat  November  the 
House  had  before  it  no  evidence  of  the 
reasons  upon  which  Earl  Spencer  had 
acted 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  :  I  said  we  were  not  in  posses- 
sion of  full  information  as  to  the  reasons. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  whether  the  noble 
Lord  ventured  to  say  that  he  was  en- 
tirely wrong  when  he  took  down  the 
words  that  they  had  not  the  reasons  of 
Earl  Spencer  for  his  decision  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA :  You  were  entirely  wrong. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  would  at  once 
withdraw  the  observation.  He  supposed 
he  must  have  been  under  a  delusion 
when  he  wrote  down  the  words.  He  was 
sorry  that  his  ears  should  have  deceived 
him.  But,  probably,  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  consult  his  own  notes,  he  would 
find  that  he  had  made  two  observations, 
and  not  one,  because  he  (Mr.  Lewis) 
had  also  put  down  in  his  note  that  the 
noble  Lord  said — **  We  had  not,  in  No- 
vember, full  oflScial  information."  But, 
however  destitute  of  information  the 
House  might  have  b^en,  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  who  was  a 
very  good  judge  upon  such  a  subject, 
did  not  hesitate  to  make  a  speech  on 
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tbat  occamon  maintaining  that  Earl 
Spencer  was  entirely  justified  in  his 
action.  In  order  to  avoid  breaking  the 
Bules  of  the  House,  the  Resolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  been  drawn  up  in  a 
most  comprehensive  form.  The  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  call  attention  not 
only  to  the  Maamtrasna,  but  to  the 
Crossmaglen  and  the  Barbavilla  trials, 
and  the  case  of  the  brothers  Delahunty. 
To  everything,  however,  except  the 
Maamtrasna  case,  he  had  altogether 
given  the  go-by.  No  doubt,  the  hon. 
Member  had  included  them  in  the  Mo- 
tion in  order  to  prevent  the  discussion 
from  being  ruled  out  of  Order.  With 
regard  to  the  Maamtrasna  case,  the 
House  had  not  only  no  new  facts,  but 
no  new  case  brought  before  it ;  and  yet 
they  had  this  remarkable  fact — ^that  the 
right  hon.  Q-entleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  it  was  premature  to 
form  any  opinion  on  the  subject,  though 
the  House  last  November  did  express 
an  opinion,  by  a  deliberate  vote,  by  a 
large  majority,  against  an  inquiry,  and 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
gave  his  assent  to  it  on  the  part  of  those 
with  whom  he  was  acting.  Whatever 
else  might  be  said  about  this  case,  there 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  there  had 
been  twice  a  full  investigation  of  it  in 
the  House  itself,  with  all  the  materials 
before  it  ransacked  together  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Party,  who  had  had 
two  years  in  which  to  get  up  their  case. 
It  was  hardly  worth  while  to  slay  the 
slain,  and  to  revert  to  the  details  of  the 
case  ;  but  there  were  one  or  two  points 
to  which  he  should  like  to  draw  atten- 
tion, because  they  were  matters  on  which 
he  had  ascertained  that  there  was  a  little 
misapprehension.  First,  with  regard  to 
the  confessions  of  the  men  who  were  now 
under  sentence  of  penal  servitude.  He 
would  not  refer  to  that  point  except  in 
passing  to  ask  the  House  to  observe  the 
ridiculous  way  in  which  it  was  sought  to 
get  rid  of  the  effect  of  those  confessions. 
It  was  said  that  a  good-natured  priest 
told  the  men  that  the  best  way  to  estab- 
lish their  innocence  was  that  they  should 
plead  guilty  and  get  convicted.  The 
House,  however,  must  recollect  one  fact 
which  came  out  last  November,  and 
which  had  been  previously  communi- 
cated on  the  authority  of  the  late  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland.  After  the  men 
had  been  convicted  and  sentenced;  they 


presented  a  Memorial  for  a  remission  of 
their  punishment.  What  ground  did 
they  put  forward  for  asking  for  that 
remission?  Did  they  say  they  were 
innocent?  No,  not  a  bit  of  it;  they 
alleged  that  **they  did  not  enter  the 
house,  and  had  no  active  participation 
in  the  crime."  He  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  that  point — 
that  in  their  Memorial  those  men  did 
not  represent  that  they  were  innocent  of 
the  crime  ;  but  what  they  contended  for 
was  that  they  had  not  entered  the 
house.  It  was  upon  that  technical  and 
legal  quibble,  as  he  believed,  that  the 
House  would  find  a  cluo  to  the  whole  of 
the  contention  from  first  to  last.  In  the 
untutored  mind  of  those  poor  ignorant 
peasants  they  might  go  to  the  door  of  the 
cottage,  look  into  the  window,  and  see 
the  offence  committed  ;  but  because  they 
did  not  fire  a  pistol,  therefore,  legally  and 
morally,  they  were  not  as  much  guilty 
of  murder  as  the  other  men.  He  be- 
lieved that  to  be  the  explanation  of  the 
declarations  made  bv  the  so-called  per- 
jured informers,  and  of  the  dying  con- 
fessions with  regard  to  Myles  Joyce.  If 
the  House  would  read  in  these  confes- 
sions, **  innocent  of  having  taken  an 
active  part  in  the  commission  of  the 
murders,  or  of  having  been  within  the 
four  walls  of  the  cottage  at  the  time 
they  were  committed,"  they  would  find 
an  explanation  of  the  delusion  those 
men  were  under  as  to  participation  in 
the  crime.  He  would  now  turn  to  an- 
other point  in  regard  to  which  a  great 
deal  had  been  made  —  namely,  the 
blackening  of  the  faces.  That  was  one 
of  those  plausible  points  upon  which  a 
person  was  most  likely  to  be  easily  mis- 
led. There  was  a  great  deal  in  it  at  first 
sight,  certainly — enough  to  make  them 
pause  in  regard  to  it ;  but  let  them  look 
a  little  bit  closer  into  the  matter.  In 
the  first  place,  what  was  the  terminology 
of  "  blackened  faces,"  which  was  said 
to  be  the  expression  used  by  one  of  the 
boys  ?  Did  he  mean  anything  of  the 
sort  ?  The  first  expression  of  the  boy 
was  that  the  men's  faces  were  "  dirty." 
It  was  not  until  afterwards,  and  not  on 
the  first  occasion,  that  this  poor  lad,  in 
giving  the  best  account  he  could,  in  his 
shattered  condition,  said  that  the  faces 
were  blackened  and  not  dirty.  Hon. 
Members  who  understood  the  Irish  lan- 
guage would  be  able  to  say  whether 
^ere  was  any  kind  of  affinity  of  mean- 
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ing  between  those  two  expressions  which 
would  account  for  the  use  of  the  words 
•*  blackened  faces,"  although  the  faces 
were  not  blackened.  What  was  the 
scene  of  the  murders?  It  was  a  small 
Irish  cabin  entered  in  the  dead  of  the 
night,  with  three  or  four  pistol  shots 
fired  rapidly  one  after  the  other.  The 
smoke  would  fill  the  apartment;  the 
poor  boys  were  in  bed,  and,  on  being 
aroused,  would  look  around  in  horror. 
It  was  easy  to  believe  that,  under  such 
circumstances,  the  faces  of  the  men  who 
had  entered  the  cabin  would  appear  to 
those  boys  to  be  black,  and  that  they 
would  for  the  rest  of  their  lives  believe 
that  it  was  some  Satanic  beings  who 
had  entered  the  apartment,  and  who 
had  blackened  faces.  Anyone  who  pos- 
sessed common  sense  would  see,  all 
through  the  evidence,  what  was  running 
in  the  minds  of  the  witnesses.  Anyone 
accustomed  to  the  proceedings  of  Courts 
of  Justice  in  reference  not  only  to  trials 
for  murder,  but  any  other  criminal  pro- 
ceedings which  rested  on  circumstantial 
evidence,  would  be  aware  that  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  have  contradictions  ;  but 
when  the  evidence  came  to  be  sifted  it 
frequently  turned  out  that  the  facts 
spoken  to  were  not  inconsistent  with  each 
other.  Then,  if  there  were  contradic- 
tions in  the  evidence  given  in  cases  of 
that  kind  in  the  English  Criminal 
Courts,  how  much  more  likely  were 
they  to  find  them  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
under  the  circumstances  of  a  trial  of 
this  character  ?  Then,  again,  there  was 
another  matter  which  was  to  a  great 
extent  akin  to  the  question  of  blackened 
faces — namely,  **  the  depositions,"  as 
they  were  sometimes  called,  of  the  two 
lads.  It  had  been  found  convenient  in 
this  case  to  mix  up  the  so-called  de- 
positions with  the  dying  declarations; 
but  he  would  entreat  the  House  to  keep 
their  minds  fixed  upon  the  depositions. 
It  was  alleged  that  there  had  been  a 
gross  act  of  injustice  committed  at  the 
trial  by  the  Crown  counsel  in  keeping 
back  important  information  given  by 
those  poor  boys  in  reference  to  the 
blackened  faces;  and  it  was  further 
asserted  that  that  was  done  intentionally 
by  the  Crown  counsel  with  the  view  of 
unduly  pressing  the  law.  But  the  evi- 
dence of  two  constables  brought  out  the 
fact  that  this  information  was  contained 
in  the  depositions  which  were  handed 
to  the  counsel  for  the  defendants;  and 


that  it  was  known  to  them  jnst  as  much 
as  it  was  to  the  Crown  counsel  during 
the  whole  of  the  trial.  More  than  that, 
the  fact  came  out  at  the  inquest;  and 
did  anybody  believe  that  every  fact  or 
statement,  however  minute  or  rough, 
that  came  out  upon  the  inquest  held  in 
some  small  house  on  the  wayside  in  the 
wilds  of  Connemara  would  not  be  known 
far  and  wide  in  every  cottage  in  the 
locality  weeks  and  weeks  and  months 
and  months  before  the  trial  in  Green 
Street,  Dublin?  The  fact  was  well 
known,  and  was  common  property,  that 
those  two  boys  were  proved  at  the  in- 
quest to  have  stated  that  the  persons 
who  committed  the  crime  had  blackened 
faces,  although,  in  the  first  instance,  they 
had  said  that  their  faces  were  dirty.  In 
looking  through  the  debate  which  took 
place  last  November  he  found  that  a 
good  deal  was  made  of  that  point  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke),  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  present 
Solicitor  General'(Mr.  Gorst) ;  and  those 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  fixed  upon 
this  statement  of  certain  facts  having 
been  kept  back  at  the  trial  as  a  reason 
for  saying  that  the  prosecution  had  not 
been  fairly  conducted.  There  was  not  the 
smallest  pretence  for  the  case  put  for- 
ward by  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 
that  case  had  been  disproved  most  con- 
clusively when  the  subject  was  discussed 
on  the  last  occasion.  It  had  been  dis- 
proved again  that  night.  It  had  been 
made  manifest,  and  was  clear  as  day- 
light, that  the  Crown  counsel  conducted 
the  case  with  perfect  propriety,  and  that 
they  had  made  a  full  disclosure  of  the 
depositions.  He  now  came  to  another 
point.  It  was  said  that  there  was  no 
motive.  It  was  conceded  that  four  of 
the  persons  who  were  found  guilty  were 
guilty.  No  motive  was  proved  with 
regard  to  them  any  stronger  than  with 
regard  to  the  rest. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Oh,  yes ;  there  was. 

Me.  lewis  said,  that  no  motive  was 
proved  with  regard  to  the  four  who  were 
acknowledged  to  have  been  guilty ;  and, 
in  point  of  fact,  one  hon.  Member  who 
had  addressed  the  House  said  that  there 
was  no  motive  with  regard  to  any  of  the 
10.  If  there  was  no  motive  with  regard 
to  the  four  who  were  conceded  to  have 
been  guilty,  what  greater  probability 
was  there  of  a  motive  for  the  commission 
of  this  crime  with  regard  to  the  other 
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six?  There  was  a  sort  of  correlative  argu- 
ment that  there  were  three  persons  out- 
side who  were  wanted  to  be  drawn  into 
this  murderous  net,  and  that  there  was 
a  motive  with  regard  to  them.  And 
what  was  the  motive  ?  It  was  a  dispute 
about  a  boundary — a  stone  boundary  on 
a  moor  side.  According  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  that  was  a  sufficient  excuse  in  Ire- 
land for  murder.  He  (Mr.  Lewis)  did 
not  believe  it.  He  did  not  think  so  ill 
of  the  Qalway  peasants  as  to  suppose 
that  that  was  a  true  representation  of 
the  motives  by  which  they  were  likely 
to  be  actuated.  It  was  also  said  that 
there  was  some  question  of  sheep  steal- 
ing ;  but  he  should  have  thought  that 
it  would  have  been  easy  to  have  brought 
the  stolen  sheep  back  again.  If,  how- 
ever, there  had  been  sheep  stealing,  was 
it  probable  that  because  one  man  had 
stolen  sheep  belonging  to  another  man 
he  would  be  able  to  induce  nine  other 
men  to  join  with  him  in  murdering  the 
offender  in  order  to  vindicate  justice? 
He  did  not  believe  it  for  one  moment  to 
be  a  true  representation  of  the  degrada- 
tion to  which  human  nature  could  be  re- 
duced in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions,  still  less  in  Ireland.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  professed  to  know 
that  **Big  John  Casey,"  as  he  was 
called,  and  his  son,  who  were  now  living 
within  a  few  miles  of  Maamtrasna,  the 
scene  of  the  murder,  w^re  guilty  of  the 
crime.  They  said  they  knew  that  Big 
John  Casey  did  the  murder ;  they  had 
witnesses  to  prove  it.  Then  why  did 
they  not  indict  him  ?  He  could  point  to 
cases  where  the  indictment  of  persons 
who  were  out  of  prison  was  the  only 
way  of  getting  persons  who  were  in 
prison  out  of  it.  Hon.  Members  said 
they  knew  where  those  persons  were; 
that  they  could  put  their  hands  upon 
them  at  once,  and  yet  they  preferred  to 
expend  their  intelligence  and  acumen 
and  money  in  bringing  the  case  before 
the  House,  rather  than  in  exerting 
themselvee  to  vindicate  law  and  order. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  It  is  the 
business  of  the  Government  to  do  that. 

Me.  LEWIS:  The  hon.  Member  had, 
he  believed,  been  just  promoted  to  a 
high  municipal  office  in  connection  with 
the  administration  of  justice,  and  the 
hon.  Member  said  that  it  was  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Government  to  do  that.  It 
was  a  strange  thing  to  say  that  it  was 


their  business  to  indict  men  whom  they 
did  not  believe  to  be  guilty.  That  was 
the  only  answer  he  could  make  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
statements  which  were  made  at  the  in- 
quest having  been  known  from  the  very 
first,  how  was  it,  if  the  Crown  counsel  or 
solicitor  did  not  themselves  believe  that 
those  statements  were  material,  that 
there  was  no  cross-examination  on  the 
part  of  the  prisoners'  counsel  of  the  wit- 
nesses called  for  the  Crown  who  were 
able  to  speak  to  that  point  ?  He  was 
not  speaking  of  the  inability  of  the  poor 
boy,  Patsy  Joyce,  to  be  put  in  the  wit- 
ness box  and  give  evidence ;  but  there 
were  other  witnesses  who  were  capable 
of  being  examined.  One  of  two  things 
was  perfectly  clear — either  that  the 
counsel  for  the  prisoners  did  not  believe 
in  the  fact  themselves,  or  they  did  not 
believe  in  its  importance  or  significance. 
When  it  was  suggested  that  this  poor 
boy  had  had  the  go-by  given  to  him  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  believe  that 
there  was  nothing  to  justify  the  sugges- 
tion. He  would  refer,  in  conclusion,  to 
a  statement  of  fact,  which  to  persons 
accustomed  to  Courts  of  Justice  would 
be  conclusive.  According  to  the  state- 
ment of  hon.  Members  opposite  there 
were  seven  persons  charged,  every  one 
of  whom  was  perfectly  innocent  of  par- 
ticipation in  the  crime ;  and  yet  there 
did  not  appear  to  have  been  the  least 
attempt  on  the  part  of  any  one  of  them 
to  prove  his  absence  from  the  scene  at 
the  time  the  murder  took  place.  It 
was  said  that  it  was  in  the  middle 
of  the  night;  but  he  would  ask  this 
question —-did  the  family  of  every  one 
of  the  men  who  were  found  guilty 
consist  of  one  person  only,  and  that 
person  a  wife  ?  Were  there  no  children, 
and  were  every  one  of  them  sleeping 
during  the  whole  of  that  night  ?  If  the 
facts  were  investigated  it  would  be  found 
that  the  condition  of  those  poor  labour- 
ing men  in  Galway  was  such  that  three 
or  four  had  to  sleep  in  the  same  room  ; 
and  to  suggest  to  the  House  that  seven 
persons  charged  with  a  crime  of  which 
they  were  perfectly  innocent,  the  time 
being  night  and  that  none  of  them  had 
an  opportunity  of  proving  from  some 
other  inmate  of  the  house,  or  a  neigh- 
bour, that  at  the  time  they  were  charged 
with  committing  the  offence  they  were 
at  home  and  in  bed,  was  an  attempt  to 
impose  upon  the  credulity  of  the  House, 
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A  bitter  attack  had  been  made  upon 
Earl  Spencer.  That  attack  and  the 
charges  lately  made  against  the  late 
Lord  Lieutenant  were  grossly  unjust. 
Everybody  sitting  upon  the  Front  Bench 
knew  that  they  were  unjust.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  to  their  faces, 
because  he  knew  they  believed  that 
whatever  might  have  been  the  faults  of 
Earl  Spencer,  and  he  had  himself  chal- 
lenged many  of  his  public  acts,  for  oc- 
casionally Earl  Spencer  had  been  un- 
just to  the  Protestant,  and  loyal  and 
orderly  population  of  Ireland.  [Ironical 
cheers  from  the  Irish  Members.']  He  knew 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  did  not 
think  so ;  but  he  had  as  much  right  to 
hold  his  opinions  as  they  had  to  hold 
theirs.  Although  Earl  Spencer  might 
have  acted  in  some  instances  unjustly — 
and  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  he  had  done  so— yet,  in  the 
main,  during  the  last  three  years,  Earl 
Spencer  had  upheld  respect  for  the  law 
at  the  risk  of  his  life  from  day  to  day,  with 
the  sanction,  with  the  approval,  and  with 
the  acknowledgment  inside  and  outside 
of  that  House,  of  the  country,  and  espe- 
cially of  the  Conservative  Party.  There- 
fore, he,  for  one,  would  not  consent  to  be 
dragged  into  any  implied,  however 
slight,  condemnation  of  Earl  Spencer's 
conduct  as  Viceroy  of  Ireland,  because 
it  happened  to  suit  the  exigencies  of 
Party  warfare.  In  the  opinion  he  thus 
expressed,  although  he  might  find  but 
few  supporters  near  him,  he  was  sure 
that  many  in  their  hearts  would  entirely 
agree  with^^him;  and  he  was  satisfied 
that  he  would  not  be  one  whit  less  ac- 
ceptable in  any  Conservative  community 
in  Ireland  when  it  was  known  that  he, 
at  all  events,  was  not  poltroon  enough 
to  conceal  his  sentiments  upon  such  a 
subject  as  this.  For  months  past  he 
had  not  hesitated  to  say  that  one  of  the 
first  duties  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
when  out  of  Office,  was  to  assist  Her 
Majesty's  Government  when  they  were 
endeavouring,  in  the  face  of  most  un- 
exampled difficulties,  to  maintain  some- 
thing like  respect  for  the  law ;  and  he 
recollected  an  observation  which  had 
been  made  by  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
which  made  him  feel  very  proud  of 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  the 
observation  had  sunk  deeply  into  his 
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(Mr.  Lewis's)  mind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  to  him  that  he 
considered  the  conduct  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  in  reference  to  the  condition 
of  Ireland  as  being  above  all  praise. 
He  had  been  very  proud  of  that  state- 
ment in  regard  to  the  Conservative 
Party  when  in  Opposition.  He  was  not 
so  proud  of  their  conduct  now.  They, 
at  all  events,  had  the  responsibility  of 
seeing  that  law  and  order  were  respected, 
and  that  property,  life,  and  limb  were 
protected ;  and  they  ought  not  to  let  it 
be  supposed  that  they  held  less  cheaply 
than  they  had  hitherto  done  those 
great  principles,  because  they  happened 
to  sit  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.  It  was  their  duty  to  preserve 
and  enforce  those  great  and  valuable 
conditions  of  society  without  which  life 
would  become  intolerable.  He  regretted 
that  he  had  been  driven  to  make  those 
remarks,  because  of  the  pusillanimous 
way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had 
spoken  of  this  subject,  and  had  left 
Earl  Spencer  to  be  protected  by  others. 
He  deeply  regretted  that  the  Forms  of 
the  House  would  not  allow  him  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stood  upon  the 
Paper  in  his  name,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  do  what  he  believed  would 
have  been  done  by  the  great  majority 
of  the  House.  In  conclusion,  he  could 
only  express  his  general  approval  of  the 
very  temperate  manner  in  which  the 
late  Viceroy  had  discharged  the  duties 
of  his  post ;  and  in  expressing  that  opi- 
nion, as  an  humble  Member,  he  believed 
that  he  represented  the  views  of  a  large 
number  of  the  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Mr, 
Gorst)  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  evidently  thinks  that 
among  all  the  faithless  Members  who 
occupy  these  Benches  he  fills  the  proud 
position  of  being  the  only  faithful  one 
now  left.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  allow  me,  also  sitting  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  to  say  what  I  have  said 
over  and  over  again  when  I  sat  on  the 
other  side.  I  will  not  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  into  the  disquisition  he  has 
indulged  in  upon  the  Maamtrasna  case. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  after  a  very  super- 
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ficial  and  carsory  examination  of  the 
evidence  in  this  case,  appear  to  have 
convinced  themselves  that  all  these  un- 
happy men  were  guilty.  I  must  say 
that  I  greatly  admire  the  confidence  in 
themselves  which  the  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  displayed  in  coming  to 
so  rapid  a  conclusion  with  regard  to  an 
extremely  obscure  and  difficult  case. 
But,  although  I  admire  their  confidence 
and  capacity,  I  will  not  attempt  to  imi- 
tate their  example.  When  this  ques- 
tion was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
I  did  trouble  the  House  at  some  length 
with  observations  on  the  evidence  in 
this  case,  not  for  the  purpose  of  inviting 
the  House  to  come  to  a  conclusion  as  to 
whether  the  men  were  innocent  or 
guilty,  but  simply  in  order  to  point  out 
that  there  were  elements  in  the  case 
which  demanded  further  investigation 
and  inquiry.  I  made  those  observations 
at  a  time  when  the  late  Government 
were  refusing  such  further  investigation 
and  inquiry  ;  and,  therefore,  I  maintain 
that  I  was  not  then  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House,  as  I  was  endeavouring  to  put 
forward  circumstances  in  the  case  which 
militated  against  the  determination  of  the 
then  Government.  But  now,  when  a  fur- 
ther inquiry  is  likely  to  take  place,  it  does 
seem  like  wasting  the  time  of  the  House 
to  endeavour  to  induce  it  to  do  what  it 
cannot  possibly  do — namely,  undertake 
the  investigation  of  this  case  itself,  and 
thus  to  anticipate  the  result  of  that  fur- 
ther inquiry.  The  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not,  I  think,  rise  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  Maamtrasna  case,  but  he  rose 
with  great  grief  to  express  views  which 
were  adverse  to  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government,  and  to  say 
things  which  he  asserted  he  was  extremely 
sorry  to  say.  But  in  doing  so  the  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  express  himself 
with  considerable  unction.  I  doubted, 
for  some  time,  whether  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman held  a  brief  from  the  Party 
opposite  to  abuse  the  present  Govern- 
ment, or  a  brief  to  defend  Earl  Spen- 
cer. The  House*  seemed  to  be  astonished 
when  the  words  **  my  Lord"  came 
from  him,  instead  of  **Mr.  Speaker;" 
but  I  was  not  at  all  astonished,  be- 
cause the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
throughout  seemed  to  be  more  fitted 
for  a  Court  of  Law  than  for  this 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  appeared 
to    find    special    fault   with    the    two 
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speeches  which  were  delivered  in  the 
early  part  of  the  evening  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) ;  but  he  found 
fault  with  them  upon  precisely  opposite 
grounds.  He  found  fault  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  not  for 
what  he  did  say,  but  for  what  he  did 
not  say.  Now,  I  do  not  see  why  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
have  taken  up  the  time  of  the  House, 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  by  en- 
tering into  an  elaborate  vindication  of 
the  law,  which  no  one,  at  all  events  on 
these  Benches,  had  called  in  question, 
and  in  repelling  violent  attacks  upon  the 
Irish  Executive,  which  the  Colleagues 
of  Earl  Spencer  were  perfectly  able  to 
answer.  I  thought  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  make  use  of  some  observations  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  Earl  Spencer 
which  were  a  sufficient  vindication 
of  that  noble  Earl.  I  do  not  know 
what  further  defence  or  what  further 
observations  could  have  been  expected 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
Government  are  not  only  accused  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lewis)  for  not  de- 
fending Earl  Spencer,  but,  according 
to  the  hon.  Member,  they  should  have 
taken  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
defending  Mr.  George  Bolton.  I  think 
the  present  Government  can  hardly 
be  expected  to  fight  over  again  the 
many  battles  which  have  been  waged 
during  past  years  as  to  the  character 
and  position  of  Mr.  George  Bolton.  If 
the  Government  were  to  begin  to  debate 
anew  the  character  of  Mr.  George  Bolton 
there  would  be  very  little  chance  of 
bringing  the  Session  to  an  early  termi- 
nation. So  much  for  the  complaint  of 
the  hon.  Member.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
complained  of  the  speech  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill,  and  he  complained  of  the 
noble  Lord  not  for  what  he  did  not  say, 
but  for  what  he  did  say.  [Interruption  j\ 
Now  I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  seem  disposed  to  receive  every- 
thing I  say  with  much  disfavour,  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  said  a  single  word 
to-night  which  he  has  not  repeatedly 
uttered  when  occupying  a  seat  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  ?    If  the  jxoble  Lord  bas  at- 
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tacked  the  Irieli  administration  of  the 
late  Government,  has  he  not  attacked  it 
in  season  and  out  of  season  when  in 
Opposition?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Derry  (Mr.  Lewis),  who  is  so  great  an 
admirer  of  consistency,  instead  of  find- 
ing fault  with  the  noble  Lord,  ought  to 
praise  him.  The  noble  Lord  has  stated 
that  he  will  not  assume  any  responsi- 
bility for  the  acts  of  the  late  Government. 
Is  it  pretended  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment are  to  assume  responsibility  for  the 
acts  of  the  late  Government  ?  I  think,  if 
they  acknowledge  responsibility  for  their 
own  acts  and  are  prepared  to  defend 
those  acts,  they  will  have  quite  enough 
upon  their  shoulders.  This  is  not  the 
only  occasion  since  the  Government  has 
come  into  Office  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derry  has  stood  alone 
in  his  denunciations  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  Before  I  had  the  honour 
of  being  again  a  Member  of  this  House, 
the  hon.  Member  was  the  solitary  de- 
nouncer of  the  Government  for  their 
policy  in  not  re-enacting  the  Coercion 
Act.  It  is  remarkable  that  the  only 
Member  who  should  stand  up  in  this 
House  to  denounce  that  policy  should 
be  a  Member  who  affects,  at  least,  to  re- 
present the  people  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member's  conduct  in  this  regard  is  op- 
posed to  the  policy  of  Gentlemen  like 
the  Marquess  of  Waterford,  who  himself 
has  sanctioned  the  course  of  the  present 
Government  by  accepting  Office  under 
it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  deservedly 
rebuked,  on  the  occasion  to  which  I 
refer,  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  County  of 
Dublin  (Colonel  King-Harman),  who  ex- 

Eressed  his  indignation  at  the  course  the 
on.  Member  had  pursued.  I  wish  to 
appeal  to  the  Party  opposite  to  make 
some  better  use  of  the  time  of  the 
House  than  applauding  speeches  of  re- 
actionary Ulster  Members.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Benches  opposite 
seem  to  be  annoyed  because  they  have 
not  heard  from  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House  an  enthusiastic  vindica- 
tion of  the  Castle  officials.  I  should 
like  to  hear  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  would  join  those 
hon.  Members  in  reproving  the  pre- 
sent Government  for  not  vindicating 
these  officials.  I  must  say  that  when 
one  of  the  Colleagues  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment   can  go  down  to  the  coun- 
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try  and  denounce  the  whole  fabric  and 
framework  of  the  Irish  Government 
in  the  strong  and  vehement  language 
used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
do  not  think  that  hon.  Members  op- 
posite can  find  fault  with  the  present 
Government  because  the  administration 
of  the  Castle  officials  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment is  not  enthusiastically  defended  by 
those  who  sit  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House.  Above  all,  I  would  make 
an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  William 
Harcourt).  What  have  the  present  Go- 
vernment done?  They  have  announced, 
through  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe« 
quer,  nothing  more  than  it  was  their 
duty  to  announce.  Cases  have  occurred 
in  England  in  which  there  has  been  a 
miscarriage  of  justice — or  in  which,  at 
any  rate,  there  was  a  doubt  whether 
there  had  not  been  a  miscarriage  of 
justice.  Would  anyone  pretend  to  say 
that  the  present  Home  Secretary  should 
not  now  occupy  himself  in  examining 
any  such  cases  as  are  brought  before 
him?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  find  fault  with  his  Successor 
in  Office  because  he  expresses  himself 
willing  to  re-open  and  reconsider  cases 
which  have  been  decided  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself?  [Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcoxtbt  :  No.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not.  Then,  surely, 
there  is  nothing  wrong,  if  a  Memorial 
is  presented  to  him,  in  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  re-opening  and  re- 
considering what,  I  think,  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  in  their  calmer  mo- 
ments, will  acknowledge  to  be  admit- 
tedly an  obscure  and  extremely  difficult 
case.  That  is  all  the  Government  have 
announced  their  intention  to  do.  It  is 
simply  that  it  will  do  its  duty  in  this  par- 
ticular case.  [Cries o/**0h! "  and *' What 
more  ?  "J  What  more  or  wliat  less 
could  the  Government  do  ?  They  have 
pledged  themselves  and  promised  that 
the  Viceroy  of  Ireland  will  do  that  which 
it  is  his  Constitutional  duty  to  do,  if  a 
Memorial  is  presented  to  him  by  men 
alleging  that  they  are  suffering  unjustly 
the  punishment  of  penal  servitude.  Such 
a  Memorial  will  receive  careful  and 
anxious  consideration.  I  know  why  so 
much  vexation  and  heat  have  been  im- 
ported into  this  debate.  It  is  because 
hon.  Members  opposite  are  irritated  and 
annoyed  because  that  confidence  is  placed 
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in  the  Earl  of  Oamaxron  whiclx  was 
denied  to  Earl  Spenoer.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon  deserves 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people  more 
than  Earl  Spencer.  Time  will  show. 
This,  however,  I  do  know — that  the 
Maamtrasna  case  was  one  with  regard 
to  which  I  expressed  my  opinion  when 
I  had  not  the  slightest  expectation  of 
standing  where  I  am  standing  now.  I 
expressed  my  opinion  frankly  and  freely, 
and  I  thought,  and  think  still,  that  there 
were  very  grave  doubts  as  to  whether  it 
was  not  a  case  which,  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  imperatively  demanded  a  careful 
and  anxious  investigation.  That  careful 
and  anxious  investigation  it  is  after  the 
promises  of  the  Government  to-night 
likely  to  receive  ;  and  I  am  sorry  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  feel  annoyed  because 
certain  Eepresentatives  from  Ireland  ap- 
pear to  place  more  confidence  in  the  pre- 
sent Qovernment  than  they  did  in  the 
last. 

The  Mjlbqubss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  should  have  expressed  some  doubt 
whether  there  is  any  advantage  to  be 
derived  from  the  prolongation  of  this 
discussion.  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
the  discussion  which  has  taken  place 
this  evening  will  be  found  to  have 
strengthened  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  this  country,  at  all  events,  or 
with  any  Party,  either  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative, in  this  country.  The  object 
of  the  attitude  which  has  been  taken 
up  by  the  Government  is  clear  enough, 
and  it  appears  to  have  met  with  the 
success  it  deserves.  It  has,  apparently, 
given  great  satisfaction  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  and  the  followers  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, whose  support  they  anticipate,  and 
apparently  are  likely  to  receive.  But  I 
doubt  very  much  indeed  whether  the 
means  which  the  Government  have 
adopted  for  obtaining,  consolidating,  and 
securing  that  support  will  commend 
themselves  to  any  very  large  section  of 

Jmblio  opinion  in  this  country  or  in  Scot- 
and.  It  is  extremely  convenient  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
(Mr.  Gorst)  to  have  it  in  his  power  to 
claim  that  he  has  said  the  same  thing 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  that  he  was  in 
the  habit  of  saying  when  he  sat  below 
the  Gangway  in  Opposition.  But  the 
question  which  occurs  to  one  when  the 


hon.  and  learned  Member  makes  that 
claim  is,  whether  the  Government,  as 
a  whole,  are  saying  the  same  thing  as 
they  said  when  they  were  in  Opposition? 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General,  who  has  just 
spoken,  and  also  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill),  who  spoke  earlier  in 
the  debate,  were  in  the  habit,  as  we 
have  just  been  reminded,  of  attacking 
the  Irish  policy,  and  the  whole  Irish 
policy,  of  the  late  Government  on  every 
occasion,  in  season  and  out  of  season. 
But  were  they,  in  making  those  attacks, 
the  organs  of  the  Conservative  Party  as 
a  whole  ;  and  are  they  now,  in  claiming 
that  consistency,  and  in  boasting  that 
they  entertain  the  same  opinions  now  as 
they  did  when  they  sat  below  the 
Gangway?  Are  they  now  the  Eepre- 
sentatives and  mouthpieces  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  and  the  Conservative 
Government  ?  If  I  recollect  aright  the 
attacks  on  the  Irish  policy  of  the  late 
Government  which  used  to  proceed  most 
frequently  from  those  Benches,  and 
from  hon.  Members  immediately  behind 
them,  were  not  attacks  upon  the  late 
Government  for  undue  vigour  in  the 
execution  of  the  law,  but  rather  for  not 
having  executed  the  law  with  sufficient 
vigour.  And  now  it  appears  that  the 
organs  of  the  Conservative  Government 
and  of  the  Conservative  Party  are  those 
two  Members  of  the  Government  who, 
as  far  as  I  know,  alone,  of  all  the  Con- 
servative Party,  up  to  the  present  time 
and  to  the  late  change  of  Government, 
have  associated  themselves  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  in  attacking  the  administration 
of  the  law  in  Ireland  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Earl  Spencer.  Well,  it  is,  I 
think,  a  matter  of  no  surprise  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
should  desire  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. Neither  is  it  a  matter  for  sur- 
prise that  he  and  his  supporters  should, 
with  the  exception  of  a  re- statement  of 
the  case  that  was  fully  debated  in  the 
House  six  or  seven  months  ago,  have 
made  no  attempt  to  prove  the  assertion 
contained  in  the  preamble  of  the  Motion 
as  to  the  maladministration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland.  I  am  not  in 
the  least  surprised,  after  what  has  taken 
place,  that  no  attempt  has  been  made 
to  substantiate  what  is  insinuated,  rather 
than  asserted,  as  to  the  maladministra- 


?  0  3 


uigiiizea  by 


Google 


1127         Maamtrasnay  Sfc. 


{COMMONS} 


Murd&r$. 


1128 


tion  of  the  law  in  tlie  Barbayilla,  the 
Orossmaglen,  and  Castleisland  oases. 
The  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oitj  of  Oork  appears  to  me  to  be  not  so 
much  to  prove  the  maladministration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland  as  to  weaken  the 
administration  of  the  law  ;  and  that  ob- 
ject has  been  much  more  effectually 
.attained  by  the  speeches  which  have 
been  delivered,  and  which  h6  has  ex- 
tracted from  the  Treasury  Bench,  than 
by  any  demonstration  which  it  was  in 
his  power  to  offer  to  the  House  of  any 
such  maladministration.  Sir,  I  entirely 
concur  in  what  fell  earlier  in  the  evening 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  that  speeches  such  as 
have  been  delivered  from  the  Front 
Bench  opposite  to-night  cannot  fail  to 
weaken  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  in  the  continuity  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  I  think  it  is  an  un- 
fortunate lesson  to  teach  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  that  country  is  a  matter 
which  is  liable  to  change,  according  to 
the  changes  of  political  Parties  in  this 
House,  and  that  the  administration  of 
the  law  by  Irish  Judges  and  Irish 
juries,  and  Irish  Governments,  is  likely 
to  be  changed  when  political  Parties 
cross  the  floor  of  this  House.  In  refer- 
ence to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer I  have  no  complaint  to  make  of 
two  of  the  conclusions  which  he  an- 
nounced. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  intended  to  vote  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  In  that 
intention  I  entirely  concur  with  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  stated 
that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Irish 
Government,  as  of  any  other  Govern- 
ment, to  give  a  careful  consideration  to 
any  Memorials  that  may  be  presented 
to  them  on  behalf  of  prisoners  who  are 
suffering  punishment,  in  which  any 
fresh  facts  can  be  brought  forward 
which  they  desire  to  lay  before  the 
Executive  Government  in  mitigation  of 
their  sentence,  or  in  order  to  prove  that 
they  are  unjustly  suffering  conviction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  did  not  go  quite  so  far 
as  has  been  just  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General.  I  did  not 
imderstand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
promise  that  these  cases  were  to  be  re- 
opened.    All  that  I  understood  him  to 
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have  promised  was,  what  he  was  enti- 
tled to  promise — namely,  that  any  Me- 
morials should  receive  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
that  the  Government  would  reserve  their 
judgment  as  to  whether  there  was  a 
ground  for  re-opening  the  legal  question 
or  not.  There  fell,  however,  from  the 
Solicitor  General  words,  which  con- 
tained, in  my  opinion,  almost  a  pledge 
that  some  of  these  cases,  without  ti^e 
production  of  any  other  evidence  than 
that  on  which  they  have  been  already 
decided,  would  be  re-opened  and  re- 
examined. Well,  Sir,  with  the  con- 
clusions announced  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  I  have  no  fault  to 
find ;  but  I  think  that  his  speech  was 
open  to  criticism,  both  in  what  he  said 
and  in  what  he  did  not  say.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  just  listened  to  a 
deliberate  attack,  not  only  upon  the 
late  Executive  Government  of  Ireland, 
upon  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  upon  the 
Crown  Prosecutors,  and  upon  tiie  Law 
Officers  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but  also 
upon  the  Judges  for  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  conducted  certain  trials, 
and  upon  the  juries  which  had  found 
certain  verdicts.  He  had  also  listened 
to  a  severe  attack  upon  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant for  the  mannei  in  which  he  had 
refused  to  use  the  prerogative  of  mercy 
as  the  responsible  Adviser  of  the  Crown 
in  the  dispensation  of  mercy.  Having 
listened  to  that  attack,  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  ?  He  said 
that  he  would  express  no  opinion  upon 
the  points  which  had  been  raised  ?  And 
why.  Sir,  would  he  express  no  opinion 
upon  the  points  which  had  been  raised  ? 
The  right  hon.  GBntleman  said  that  the 
Government  had  not  had  time  to  master 
the  facts,  or  to  examine  fully  into  the 
case  before  the  House.  [Sir  Michabl 
Hioks-Beaoh  dissented.]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his  head.  I 
think  he  said  that  the  Government  had 
not  had  time;  and  that  is  what  I 
gathered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
have  said.  But,  Sir,  no  one  expected  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  had  time 
to  make  himself  master  of  all  the 
charges  which  have  been  brought  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  against  the  late  Govern- 
ment. But  the  Irish  Government  had 
been  in  Office  for  some  time,  and  the 
Maamtrasna  case  had  been  laid  before 
the  House  and  fuU^  developed  before 
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this  House  six  or  seven  months  ago. 
No  new  facts  have  been  brought  before 
the  House  to-night.  The  Irish  Govern- 
ment was  in  possession  of  the  facts  of 
that  case,  and  was  able  to  form  an  opi^ 
nion  on  it,  and  to  tell  the  House  whether 
there  had  been  a  failure  of  justice  in 
that  case  such  as  to  require  it  to  be  re- 
opened or  not.  The  right  hon.  G^tle- 
man  was  not  satisfied  with  saying  that  he 
could  not  form  an  opinion  ;  but  he  went 
further,  and  said  that  he  hesitated  to 
take  any  responsibility  for  the  acts  of 
the  late  Government.  No  one  desires 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
take  any  responsibility  for  the  political 
action  of  the  late  Government ;  but  he 
drew  no  distinction — ^he  makes  no  dis- 
tinction— between  the  political  action 
and  the  judicial  action  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seized  the  opportunity,  when  the  judi- 
cial action  of  the  late  Government  had 
just  been  impugned,  in  a  speech  of  great 
severity,  to  make  this  public  declaration 
to  the  House — that  he  hesitated  to  assume 
responsibility  for  any  acts  of  the  late 
Gt)vernment.  I  say,  Sir,  that  no  inter- 
pretation can  be  put  upon  that  state- 
ment, except  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man hesitates  to  assume  responsibility 
for  the  administration  of  justice  as  carried 
out  by  the  Government  of  Earl  Spencer. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
went  a  great  deal  further  than  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  did 
not  discuss  any  political  question  what- 
ever, but  simply  and  solely  the  question 
of  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  informed  the  House  that 
he  divested  himself  of  all  responsibility 
for  all  the  acts  of  the  late  Government. 
In  fact,  he  said,  I  think,  that  the  only 
line  of  safety  for  the  present  Govern- 
ment was  to  declare  themselves  irre- 
sponsible for  any  jot  or  tittle  of  the 
policy  of  the  late  Irish  Government.  I 
say  that  such  language  as  this  is  calcu- 
lated to  weaken  respect  for  the  law  in 
Ireland.  I  say  that  such  language  would 
be  mischievous  if  it  applied  only  to  cri- 
ticism of  the  officials  of  the  Government; 
but  it  is  much  more  so  when  applied 
to  the  Crown  Prosecutors,  the  Resident 
Magistrates,  and  the  Constabulary  offi- 
cers. Those  are  the  instruments  with 
whom  the  present  Government  will  have 
to  work  as  the  late  Government  had ; 
and  if  the  present  Government  are  going 
to  divest  themselves  of  all  responsibility 
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for  the  action  of  the  late  Government, 
and  if  these  officials  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment are  to  feel  that  their  action  is  not 
to  be  supported  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment as  it  was  supported  by  the  last, 
how  much  jf eal,  how  much  loyalty,  how 
much  codrage,  and  how  much  devotion 
in  the  exercise  of  their  duty  will  the 
noble  Lord  expect  they  are  going  to 
receive  from  the  officials  of  the  present 
Government  ?  But  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  stop  there.  The  language  of  the 
noble  Lord  is  not  confined  to  divesting 
himself  of  all  responsibility  for  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  with  regard  to 
its  officers;  but  the  language  of  tho 
noble  Lord  appears  to  me  to  go  so  far 
as  to  disown  the  support  which  has  been 
given  by  the  Government  of  Earl  Spencer 
to  the  Judges  and  juries  of  the  country. 
The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  : 
Will  the  noble  Marquess  quote  the  lan- 
guage I  used  to  that  effect  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  :  I 
have  not  got  the  notes  I  made.  [  Criei 
of  **  Withdraw  !  "  from  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers.'] I  am  not  pretending  to  quote  the 
exact  words  used  by  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  he  said  it  was  necessary  for  the 
present  Government  to  divest  themselves 
of  all  responsibility  for  every  jot  or 
tittle  of  the  action  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. That  was  said  in  reply  to  and 
following  a  speech  in  which  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  of  Earl  Spencer,  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land, had  been  impugned  in  almost 
every  respect ;  and  one  of  the  particulars 
in  which  the  conduct  of  Earl  Spencer 
had  been  impugned  was  that  he  had 
allowed  the  law  in  certain  cases  to  take 
its  course,  and  sentences  to  be  carried 
out,  which  sentences  had  been  arrived 
at  after  a  full,  a  careful,  and  an  im- 
partial trial  conducted  by  the  Judges  of 
the  land  and  by  juries  empannelled  by 
law.  [Mr.  Sullivan  :  No,  no ;  packed 
juries.]  I  say  that  when  the  noble 
Lord,  in  that  sweeping  manner,  divested 
himself  of  all  responsibility  for  the  action 
of  the  Government  which  had  been  im- 
pugned, I  am  justified  in  saying  that 
his  language  applied,  not  only  to  the 
support  given  by  the  late  Government 
to  its  Executive  officials,  but  to  the  sup- 
port given  by  the  late  Government  to 
'  the  judicial  authorities  of  Ireland.  The 
I  noble  Lord  insisted  that  the  Government 
of  Ireland  were  unable  to  form  an  opi.- 
nion  upon  the  Maai¥|||)^f^^  ^^^^M^ 
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they  had  only  just  come  into  Office,  and 
had  only  recently  come  into  possession 
of  official  information  upon  the  subject. 
Now,  Sir,  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
he  has  come  into  possession  of  any  offi- 
cial information  which  he  did  not  pos- 
sess before,  except  the  dying  confes- 
sions of  the  two  prisoners  who  were 
executed  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Chxjechill)  : 
They  are  the  whole  key. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  noble  Lord  says  they  are  the  whole 
key  of  the  information  in  the  possession 
of  the  Government.  The  noble  Lord 
referred  to  a  whole  heap  of  information 
which,  he  said,  the  Government  had 
come  into  possession  of  since  their  acces- 
sion to  Office,  and  of  which  they  were 
ignorant  before ;  but  I  ask  the  noble 
Lord  or  his  Colleagues  to  say  if  there 
was  any  other  information,  except  those 
two  confessions  to  which  I  have  referred, 
which  was  kept  back  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  which  we  repeatedly 
stated  our  reasons  for  refusing  to  pro- 
duce ?  Well,  Sir,  what  was  the  admi- 
nistration of  Earl  Spencer  which  has 
been  so  violently  attacked,  and  for  which 
the  present  Government  refuse  to  take  any 
responsibility  whatever  ?  Earl  Spencer 
has  been  attacked  because  he  has  made 
use  of  the  powers  deliberately  conferred 
upon  him  by  Parliament  in  a  period  of 
unexampled  crisis  three  years  ago.  The 
powers  conferred  upon  him  by  enormous 
majorities  in  this  House,  and  in  accord- 
ance, I  believe,  with  the  opinion  of  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, were  absolutely  essential  for  the 
maintenance  of  order,  and  even  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  at 
the  time.  Sir,  Earl  Spencer  has  exer- 
cised those  powers — he  has,  under  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  changed  the 
venue  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
where,  in  his  judgment  and  on  his  re- 
sponsibility, he  was  of  opinion  that  an 
impartial  trial  by  juries  of  the  county 
could  not  be  had ;  he  has  empannelled 
juries  according  to  the  law,  and  he  has 
instituted,  in  some  cases,  preliminary 
inquiries,  as  authorized  by  the  Preven- 
tion of  Crime  Act,  although  no  persons 
stood  charged  with  the  commission  of  an 
offence,  and  it  was  by  the  institution  of 
such  a  preliminary  inquiry  that  the 
Phoenix  Park  assassins  were  brought 
to  justice.    Earl  Spencer  has  not  only 
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used  these  powers,  but  he  has  fear- 
lessly carried  into  effect  the  sentences 
which  have  followed  the  verdicts  which 
were  so  obtained,  and  he  has  exer- 
cised the  prerogative  of  mercy,  or 
has  declined  to  exercise  it,  on  hit 
own  responsibility,  and  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government.  He  has  de- 
clined to  constitute  irresponsible  tribunals 
to  relieve  himself  and  his  Colleagues 
of  responsibility  —  tribunals  which,  in 
his  opinion,  and  in  the  opinion  of  his 
Colleagues,  would  have  been  tribunals 
of  inferior  authority,  constituted  for  the 
purpose  of  re- trying  and  reviewing  de- 
cisions and  verdicts  given  by  a  higher, 
more  competent,  and  more  legally  con- 
stituted tribunal.  It  is  for  ihese  acts 
that  Earl  Spencer  has  been  attacked — 
it  is  for  this  administration  of  the  law 
for  this  exercising  of  the  special  powers 
confided  to  him  in  times  of  specifd  emer- 
gency that  Earl  Spencer  has  been  per- 
sistently attacked  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU)  and 
his  followers,  who  have  renewed  their 
attack  to-night,  and  it  is  this  policy  and 
this  administration  of  the  law  that  the 
Government  have,  upon  the  first  occasion 
upon  which  they  have  an  opportunity  of 
speaking  upon  Irish  matters,  hastened 
to  divest  themselves  of  any  responsi- 
bility for  whatever.  I  have  referred, 
Sir,  to  the  character  of  the  administra- 
tion of  Earl  Spencer,  which  has  been 
impugned.  I  will  now  ask  the  House 
what  has  been  the  result  of  that  admi- 
nistration ?  When  Earl  Spencer  assumed 
Office  crime  in  Ireland  was  rampant, 
murders  in  considerable  numbers  had 
taken  place,  and  not  a  single  criminal 
was  brought  to  justice.  Intimidation 
was  prevalent  over  the  whole  country, 
and  it  was  notorious  that  the  law  that 
was  being  administered  in  Ireland  was 
not  so  much  the  law  of  the  statutes  ad- 
.  ministered  by  Courts  of  Justice  as  the 
law  of  irresponsible  associations,  ad- 
ministered too  often  with  the  assistance 
of  outrage  and  crime.  Well,  Sir,  under 
the  administration  of  Earl  Spencer, 
which  has  been  impugned,  criminals 
have  been  brought  to  justice,  order  has 
been  restored,  intimidation  has  been 
cheeked,  and  the  ordinary  law  of  the 
country  is  again  being  administered. 
But  with  no  portion  of  his  policy,  either 
in  its  execution  or  its  results,  are  the 
present  Government  anxious  to  associate 
themselves.  It  is  all,  in  their  opinion,  open 
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to  doubt ;  and  not  until  they  have  sifted 
the  heaps  of  information  ^^hich  the 
noble  Lord  says  the  Irish  Government 
have  come  into  possession  of  will  they 
assume  that  justice  has  been  done,  and 
that  the  administration  of  the  law,  as 
carried  out  by  Earl  Spencer,  has  been 
either  just  or  wise.  Well,  Sir,  under 
such  circumstances,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harconrt)  was  justified  in  saying  that 
the  experiment  which  is  now  about  to 
be  tried  Of  governing  Ireland  by  means 
of  the  ordinary  law  is  an  experiment 
that  is  to  be  tried  under  unfavourable 
and  under  adverse  conditions.  The  law 
can  only  be  administered  through  the 
officials  of  the  country — the  Judges  and 
juries  to  whom  I  have  already  referred  ; 
and  it  appears  to  me  that  small  confi- 
dence and  small  courage  will  be  given 
to  those  officials  and  those  officers  of 
justice  if  it  is  to  be  proclaimed  that  the 
loyal  support  which  they  have  received 
from  one  Government  is  in  danger  of 
being  withdrawn  when  that  Govern- 
ment is  succeeded  by  a  Government  of 
opposite  political  opinions.  There  was 
one  reckless  assertion  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
Kandolph  Churchill)  to  which  I  must 
refer.  The  noble  Lord  stated  that  it  was 
notorious  that  the  course  taken  by  the 
GK)vemment  in  the  former  Maamtrasna 
debate  was  not  decided  until  the  middle 
of  the  debate;  that  a  Cabinet  Council 
was  held,  and  that  it  was  only  as  the 
result  of  that  Cabinet  Council  that  a 
decision  was  arrived  at  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  grant  an  inquiry  or  not. 
To  that  assertion,  made,  no  doubt,  in 
good  faith,  but  I  venture  to  think 
somewhat  recklessly  by  the  noble  Lord, 
I  have  to  give  the  most  positive  and  un- 
qualified contradiction.  It  is  probable 
that  a  Cabinet  Council  may  have  been 
held  in  the  middle  of  a  four  days'  de- 
bate, and  when  the  noble  Lord  has  been 
in  Office  a  little  longer  he  will  find  that 
it  may  be  necessary  to  assemble  the  Ca- 
binet at  intervals  of  less  than  four  days, 
and  he  will  understand  that  the  whole 
business  of  the  country,  foreign  and 
domestic,  cannot  be  suspended,  while  an 
Irish  debate  is  being  settled.  But  that 
that  Cabinet  Council  had  anything  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment upon  that  occasion  I  most  un- 
hesitatingly and  most  positively  deny. 
How  the  noble  Lord  could  have  fallen 


into  such  a  mistake  I  do  not  know,  for 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  who  was 
then  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  speaking, 
I  believe,  on  the  first  night  of  the 
debate,  announced  at  that  time  the  de- 
cision of  the  Government  that  the  in- 
quiry asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington)  must 
be  refused.  The  noble  Lord  also  at- 
tacked my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
because  he  said  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  thrown  over  the 
Irish  Judges  and  the  Irish  juries.  What 
was  the  noble  Lord's  reply  to  that? 
He  said  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  not  said  one  word  about 
them.  Now,  it  is  that  silence  of  which 
we  complain.  The  Judges  and  juries 
of  Ireland  were  attacked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  and  not  one  single  word  did 
the  responsible  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment say  in  support  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Judges  and  juries  in  Ireland 
had  performed  their  duty.  There  is 
another  doctrine  which  was  put  forward 
by  the  noble  Lord  to  which  it  is  neces- 
sary that  I  should  make  some  reference. 
He  justified  his  vote  on  the  previous 
occasion,  when  this  matter  was  debated 
in  October,  upon  the  ground  that  he  had 
no  confidence  in  the  then  administration 
of  Ireland,  and  that,  therefore,  he  was 
entitled  and  justified  in  voting  for  an 
independent  inquiry.  That,  it  appears 
to  me,  is  a  remarkable  and  dangerous 
doctrine,  for  what  is  the  effect  of  it? 
It  is  that  the  action  of  Parliament  in 
any  case  involving  the  administration  of 
judicial  law  which  is  brought  before  it 
is  not  to  depend  upon  the  case  for 
inquiry  which  may  be  brought  forward, 
but  upon  the  opinion  which  any  Party 
in  this  House  may  have,  and  the  confi- 
dence they  may  feel  in  the  particular 
Government  which  is  charged  with 
the  administration  of  that  law.  Sir, 
I  believe  we,  who  are  to  -  night 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House,  are 
still  in  the  majority.  Supposing  that 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  (SirR.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross)  were  impugned ;  supposing 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  is  impugned ;  supposing  that 
we  did  not  feel  implicit  confidence  in 
either  the  Home  Secretary  or  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  then,  according 
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to  the  noble  Lord,  irrespective  of  the 
case  brought  before  us,  we  are  fully 
entitled  to  vote,  and  justified  in  voting, 
for  an  independent  inquiry,  because  we 
do  not  feel  entire  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment which  is  charged  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law.  It 
appears  to  me  that  such  a  doctrine  as 
this  utterly  and  completely  destroys  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government.  If 
that  doctrine  were  accepted,  it  becomes 
the  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
decide  upon  questions  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  not  with  reference  to  their 
confidence  in  the  Judges  or  judicial  offi- 
cers charged  with  its  administration,  but 
upon  political  grounds,  and  with  respect 
to  the  confidence  which  one  Party  may 
or  may  not  have  in  the  Gentlemen  who 
happen  to  sit  on  that  Bench.  The  noble 
Lord  has  asked  for  how  many  of  his  Col- 
leagues my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
spoke,  when  he  said  that  they  were 
proud  of  Earl  Spencer's  administration, 
had  confidence  in  it,  and  were  prepared 
to  uphold  it.  I  shall  not  undertake  to 
answer  for  Colleagues  not  present,  but  I 
can  inform  the  noble  Lord  that  there  is 
one  of  the  Colleagues  of  Earl  Spencer 
who  is  not  now  present,  and  not  the 
least  important  of  the  Colleagues  of 
Earl  Spencer,  who  is  willing  to  be  fully 
associated  in  that  expression  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  of  confidence  in  Earl 
Spencer.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
is  unfortunately  not  able,  on  account  of 
indisposition,  to  be  present  here  this 
evening  ;  but  I  know  he  had  been  most 
anxious  to  be  present,  and  I  have  re- 
ceived a  note  from  him  this  evening,  one 
portion  of  which  I  hope  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  read.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
expresses  his  hope  that  I  may  be  able  on 
his  behalf — perhaps  I  had  better  read 
his  own  words.     He  says — 

**  I  hope  you  may  be  able  on  my  behalf  to 
express  my  deep  sense  of  the  debt  we  all  owe  to 
Earl  Spencer  for  the  courage  with  which  ho 
stood  in  the  breach  three  years  ago,  for  the 
greatest  service  to  criminal  justice  and  to  se- 
curity of  life  ever  rendered  in  Ireland,  for  the 
calm  with  which  he  has  borne  alike  imputations 
cast  upon  one  side  on  his  first  assumption  of 
Office,  and  later  less  disguised  attacks  on  the 
other ;  and,  finally,  for  an  administration  of  the 
powers  of  Government,  perhaps  the  most  even- 
handed  and  intelligent  that  we  have  ever 
known.** 

Sir,  in  that  opinion  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister  of  the  debt  which  is  owed  to 
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Earl  Spencer  by  his  late  Colleagues,  and 
I  believe  by  the  whole  country,  I,  for 
one,  most  entirely  and  unhesitatinglj 
concur,  and  I  say  that  posterity  will  re- 
cognize, as  I  believe  the  great  majority 
of  the  Members  of  this  House  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  now  recognize,  the  services 
which  have  been  rendered  by  Earl 
Spencer  in  the  administration  of  the  law 
in  Ireland  during  a  time  of  almost  un- 
exampled difficulty  and  gravity. 

The  chief  SECEETARYpor  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  Sir, 
I  hope  the  House  will  bear  with  me  for  a 
few  moments  while  I  deal  with  some  of 
the  matters  incidental  tothisdebate.  The 
debate  began  in  a  somewhat  thin  Houae, 
and  with  a  certain  amount  of  warmth  ; 
and  although  several  hon.  Members  have 
endeavoured  to  apply  a  sedative  to  our 
discussion,  it  would  appear  that  their 
manner  of  doing  so  was  not  successful, 
and  that  the  Parliamentary  thermometer 
had  again  risen  to  fever  heat.  Sir,  I 
sincerely  trust  that  I  shall  be  able  to  de&I 
fairly  with  the  subject  under  discussion. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  has  been  severely  handled  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis),  and  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  for  what  his 
speech  contained,  and  more  severely 
handled,  I  am  bound  to  say,  for  what  it 
did  not  contain.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
made  his  statement,  a  short  one  it  is  true, 
but  in  a  very  thin  House ;  and  from  what  I 
could  gather  he  end  eavoured,  at  all  events, 
to  explain  to  the  House  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  go  into  the  various  legal  ques- 
tions that  were  introduced  into  this  Mo- 
tion. But,  Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  has, 
I  think,  been  somewhat  unfairly  treated 
with  regard  to  the  short  statement  which 
he  made.  I  think  that  a  most  unjust 
and  unfair  criticism  of  that  speech  has 
been  placed  before  the  House,  not  be- 
cause my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  go 
into  the  question  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland;  but  because  my 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  state  that  he 
had  complete  and  absolute  sympathy 
with  the  administration  of  the  law  by 
the  Judges  and  juries  in  Ireland,  it  was 
said  that  he  was  holding  up  to  obloquy, 
and,  as  it  were,  endeavouring  to  bring 
the  administration  of  law  in  Lrelandinto 
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contempt.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  that,  con- 
eidering  the  circumstances,  the  hour,  and 
the  state  of  the  House  when  my  right 
hon.  Friend  made  his  statement,  that 
this  was  most  unfair  treatment.  My 
right  hon.  Friend,  although  he  did  not, 
perhaps,  feel  exactly  in  accord  with  Earl 
Spencer  in  this  matter,  spoke  of  the  noble 
Earl  in  terms  of  commendation.  As 
one  who  has  known  Earl  Spencer  for  a 
number  of  years,  I  think  it  right  to 
stand  up  in  my  place,  and  say  what  I 
have  said  many  times  in  private — namely, 
that  I  consider  Earl  Spencer  went  to  Ire- 
land at  a  time  when  affairs  were  in  a 
pitiable  condition,  and  that  he  displayed 
a  vast  amount  of  courage  in  carrying 
out  a  task  most  odious  and  difficult  of 
performance.  Sir,  this  is  admitted  by 
us  all.  I  should  like  for  one  moment  to 
brink  back  the  House  to  the  statement 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  because,  after 
all,  when  the  heat  of  debate  is  over, 
that  should  be  the  real  test  of  what  our 
position  is  to  be  with  reference  to  these 
matters.  That  position  was  clearly  enun- 
ciated by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  I  do  not 
propose  to  depart  from  it  to  the  extent 
of  a  single  letter.  What  is  our  position 
with  regard  to  this  question?  In  the 
first  place,  we  have  refused  to  go  into 
the  legal  aspect  of  this  difficult  case ; 
for  my  own  part,  I  absolutely  decline  to 
do  so.  This  case  has  been  tried  before 
juries  in  Ireland,  Memorials  have  been 
presented  to  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  in  reference  to  it,  and  beyond  that 
there  have  been  very  lengthened  debates 
upon  it  in  this  House ;  and  surely  it 
cannot  be  said  that  I  am  treating  the 
House  with  any  want  of  courtesy  in 
saying  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  abso- 
lutely refused  to  go  behind  the  backs  of 
the  late  Government  in  regard  to  it. 
The  next  point  is  that  we  have  refused 
to  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  and  we  refuse  to  accede  to  that 
Motion  in  the  belief  that  by  acceding  to 
it  we  should  injure  the  interest  of  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
That,  Sir,  is,  I  think,  a  plain  and  simple 
reason  to  give  for  tho  action  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  taken.  What 
further  declaration  did  my  right  hon. 
Friend  make  ?  He  stated  to  the  House 
that  although  the  Gt)vemment  refused 
to  go  into  these  legal  matters,  and  al- 
though they  had  refused  to  accede  to 


the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  there 
was  a  tribunal  in  existence  to  which 
aggrieved  prisoners  might  submit  their 
cases  for  consideration.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  referred  to  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  which  could  be  exercised  by  the 
Viceroy  of  the  day  in  Ireland.  In  re- 
gard to  that,  I  should  like  to  allude  for 
one  moment  to  what  the  late  Prime  Mi- 
nister (Mr.  Gladstone)  said  when  this 
question  was  last  before  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  fact  that  the  Viceroy,  who  was  sur- 
rounded by  the  best  advisers,  and  who 
acted  with  the  deepest  sense  of  responsi- 
bility, was  entitled  to  exercise  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy.  That  is  the  simple 
position  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  taken  up  in  this  matter.  We 
have  been  severely  handled  by  Members 
sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
and  we  have  also  had  several  animad- 
versions cast  upon  us  by  Members  on 
this  side.  But  when  you  come  to  the 
hard  fact  before  the  House,  I  ask — **  Do 
you  propose  to  alter  the  prerogative  of 
the  Viceroy  ?  "  And,  again,  when  it  is 
said  that  we  have  made  a  concession  in 
this  case,  I  ask,  where  is  a  shadow  of 
proof  that  can  be  put  forward  in  sup- 
port of  the  statement  ?  Hon.  Members 
opposite,  if  they  demand  anything,  surely 
mean  this — that  they  ask  us  to  commence 
our  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland 
by  at  once  abolishing  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  of  the  Viceroy.  Why,  Sir,  we 
could  not  for  one  moment  entertain  that 
proposal.  We  are  aware  that  this  pre- 
rogative exists,  and  we  say  that  it  can 
be  exercised  not  only  with  regard  to 
the  case  before  this  House  this  evening, 
but  with  regard  to  a  petty  larceny 
that  might  be  committed  in  Ireland 
to-morrow.  There  is  an  appeal  to  the 
Viceroy  by  Memorial  forwarded  to  him, 
he  can  duly  consider  any  case  in  all 
its  bearings,  and  we  demand  that  in 
this  case  the  Viceroy  shall  not  be 
debarred  from  exercising  his  indepen- 
dent judgment.  After  all,  the  chief 
grievance  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
amounts  to  this — that,  it  having  been 
stated  on  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  still '  existed, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
did  not  in  consequence  propose  to  divide 
the  House  on  his  Motion ;  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  now  trying,  for 
electioneering  or  some  miserable  pur- 
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poses,  to  make  out  that  some  extraor- 
dinary concession  has  been  made  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
opposite.  It  is  well  known  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  are  very  clever  in 
matters  connected  with  electioneering. 
I  often  wish  we  on  this  side  were  half 
as  clever;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  a  great  mercy  has  befallen  the 
country  in  that  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
now  in  their  proper  places,  and  that  this 
electioneering  process,  in  which  they  are 
80  skilled,  is  confined  to  them  in  Opposi- 
tion, and  that  they  are  not  with  divided 
Councils  governing  the  coimtry  as  re- 
sponsible Ministers  of  the  Crown.  As  I 
have  said,  the  first  grievance  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  seems  to  reside  in  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  is  not  going  to  divide  the  House 
on  his  Amendment.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  had  said  some  harsh  things  with 
reference  to  the  attacks  which  we,  when 
in  Opposition,  made  upon  the  Irish  policy 
of  the  late  Government.  It  is  true  that 
hard  words  wore  used  by  some  upon 
those  Benches  with  reference  to  that 
policy ;  but  I  think  I  should,  in  common 
justice,  mention  one  fact — namely,  that 
the  chief  incentive  for  those  attacks  can 
be  referred  to  one  point — that  for  many 
months  the  Executive  in  Ireland  allowed 
these  crimes  to  go  on  in  that  unhappy 
country,  and  that  we  had  been  made 
aware,  at  all  events,  of  the  motives  of 
one  Member  of  the  late  Government  by 
a  somewhat  cjmical  speech  which  he 
made  at  Birmingham,  in  which  he  said 
that  there  was  a  motive  for  that  negli- 
gence, because  the  Conservatives  wanted 
to  pass  a  severe  Land  Bill  for  Ireland. 
"We  have  heard  something  about  the 
broken  continuity  of  the  law.  That  is  a 
hard  term,  and  one  difficult  to  define ; 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  hon.  Members 
whether  the  Government  propose  to 
make  any  change  in  the  law  in  Ireland 
with  regard  to  those  great  questions 
which  have  been  brought  before  us 
to-day?  The  noble  Marquess  has  re- 
ferred to  Earl  Spencer  and  to  his  admi- 
nistration in  Ireland.  If  that  admi- 
nistration has  produced  a  better  state  of 
things  than  existed  in  Ireland  three 
years  ago,  placed  in  the  position  which 
I  occupy  with  reference  to  that  country, 
I  frankly  acknowledge  that  it  is  a  good 
thing  for  Ireland ;  and,  further,  if  we 
see  fit  to  relax  exceptional  legislation  in 
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respect  of  Ireland,  let  hon.  Gentlemen 
claim  what  they  like  in  that  respect.  I 
say,  let  us  frankly  admit  that  a  better 
state  of  things  has  at  length  been  brought 
about  with  regard  to  Ireland  by  the  late 
Administration.  We  have  been  taunted 
because  we  propose  to  relax  exceptional 
legislation.  Sir,  we  must  take  upon 
ourselves  the  whole  and  sole  responsi- 
bility for  those  proposals.  But  we  are 
not  content  with  that.  During  the  next 
week,  or  before  the  end  of  the  Session, 
we  shall  have  other  proposals  to  make 
in  reference  to  Ireland.  We  are  not 
content  only  with  the  relaxation  of  an 
exceptional  law ;  and  when  the  heat  of 
debate  has  passed  away  I  believe  it 
will  be  seen  that  we  have  acted  for  the 
best,  and  we,  at  all  events,  shall  be  con- 
tent to  abide  by  the  result  of  our  admi- 
nistration in  Ireland.  All  I  can  say  is 
that,  if  we  fail,  we  will  ask  for,  as  we 
shall  receive,  no  quarter  whatever ;  and 
if  we  succeed,  we  shall  think  least  of  all 
of  any  credit  which  may  attach  to  our- 
selves, and  most  of  all  of  what  that 
success  really  means — namely,  a  brighter 
and  a  happier  day  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
House  and  the  country  woidd  contrast 
the  tone  of  the  two  speeches  which  had 
just  been  delivered.  As  an  Irishman,  he 
begged  leave  to  say  that  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  characterized  as  it 
was  by  a  tone  of  conciliation,  and  show- 
ing that  his  Party  intended  to  carry  out, 
not  only  in  Ireland,  but  throughout  the 
Empire,  a  policy  of  appeasement,  con- 
trasted most  favourably  with  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Marquess.  The  motives  of 
the  two  speeches  would  also  be  criti- 
cized; and  what  were  those  motives? 
The  Government  avowed,  as  any  honest 
Government  should  avow,  that  they  had 
promised  this  inquiry  in  order  to  cement 
together  all  the  subjects  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. That  was  the  avowed  object  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  But  the 
noble  Marquess  also,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, had  promised  an  inquiry ;  and  the 
object  of  that  promise  of  inquiry,  the 
meanest  that  a  Parliamentarian  could 
conceive,  was  to  ease  the  progress  of 
Supplies.  For  the  purpose  of  saving 
two  or  three  hours  of  Parliamentary 
time,  because  Irish  Members  were 
speaking  on  the  Appropriation  Bill,  the 
noble  Marquess  promised,  as  was  re- 
ported in  Th$  FreematCs  Journal,  that  a 
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full  inquiry  should  be  granted.  That 
promise,  whether  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess or  by  Earl  Spencer,  had  been 
shamefully  broken.  But  for  their  pur- 
pose tO'Uight,  and  for  their  purpose  as 
statesmen  of  an  Empire,  it  mattered  not 
whether  the  promise  was  broken  or 
kept,  because  he  regarded  the  motive 
on  which  this  inquiry  was  granted  by 
the  present  Government  as  a  motive 
confessedly  of  satisfying  the  keen  and 
burning  desire  of  4,000.000  or  6,000,000 
of  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  More- 
over, it  was  in  order  to  appease  the 
craving  of  a  large  Party  in  that  House 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
mised the  inquiry.  Let  hon.  Members 
look  at  the  object  of  the  promise  given 
on  the  other  side  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess. To  save  two  or  three  hours  of 
Parliamentary  time,  on  the  llth  of 
August  last,  the  noble  Marquess  gave 
the  promise,  and  he  kept  that  promise 
by  sending  down  to  Maamtrasna  Mr. 
George  Bolton  to  inquire  into  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  George  Bolton  ;  and  to- night 
hon.  Gentlemen  and  noble  Lords  who 
gave  the  promise  stood  up  in  that  House 
with  proud  mien  and  defiant  visage — if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
thought  that  a  reflection  upon  himself 
he  begged  to  withdraw  it — to  justify 
what  they  had  done  in  Ireland,  and  to 
announce  that,  as  a  solid  Party,  they 
stood  by  Earl  Spencer.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  those  serried  Opposition  Benches, 
which  for  the  last  month  they  had  not 
been  used  to,  had  been  arranged  for  a 
purpose,  because  he  observed  in  the 
newspapers  that  upon  that  day  week  a 
little  banquet  was  to  be  given  to  the 
late  Viceroy,  Earl  Spencer — a  species, 
he  supposed,  of  what  the  French  called 
hnehe  d^ettime — and  here  hon.  Members 
found  them  arranging  the  hors  d^osuvrei. 
The  Liberal  Party,  however,  was  not 
quite  solid,  because  he  missed  from  their 
Benches  that  night— as  the  public  would 
miss  from  the  lonche  d^eitime — the  states- 
manlike and  significant  figures  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke).  And 
it  was  a  remarkable  thing  to  him  that 
the  Liberal  Party  appeared  to  have 
fallen  into  the  mistake  of  allowing  their 
policy  that  night  upon  this  Irish  ques- 
tion to  be  voiced  by  such  Gentlemen  as 


Murden, 


1142 


the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  and  the  noble  Mar- 
quess; and  he  could  tell  the  Liberal 
Party  that  the  Irish  people  would  not 
fail  to  note  that  distinct  line  of  cleavage 
in  that  grand  old  Party.  And  he  woidd 
ask  Gentlemen  like  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella),  whose 
resonant  basso  they  had  all  heard  so 
constantly  that  night  cheering  the  noble 
Marquess,  to  select  the  section  of  the 
Liberal  Party  to  which  they  would 
belong.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  under  which  flag  he 
was  going  to  fight — 

"  Under  which  King,  Bezonian  ? 
iSpeak,  or  die.** 

Were  the  Irish  people  to  understand  that 
in  this  even-keeled  vessel  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  when  in  full  sail.  Gentlemen  like 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke),  whenever  any  dirty  work  was  to 
be  done,  could  send  the  noble  Marquess 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  to 
swab  the  decks,  whilst  they  retired  to  the 
cabin  with  the  sublime  serenity  of  men 
in  the  possession  of  a  first-class  passage  ? 
The  Liberal  Party,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  night,  exemplified  an  extraordinary 
condition,  because — if  he  might  con- 
tinue the  nautical  metaphor,  he  would 
say  that  there  was  a  portion  of  them 
who,  having  thrown  Earl  Spencer,  as  a 
species  of  Jonah,  overboard,  seemed  to 
want  the  Tory  Party  to  pick  him  up 
again — to  take  him  out  of  the  somewhat 
malodorous  waters  into  which  he  had 
been  flung,  and,  giving  him  aid  and 
comfort,  sustain  him  as  a  new  Adminis- 
tration. He  could  only  say  that  the 
Tory  Party,  in  his  opinion,  had  acted 
with  extreme  wisdom  in  declining  to 
bring  medical  succour  to  that  great 
Liberal  statesman  whom  Gentlemen 
like  the  right  hon.  Members  for  Chel- 
sea and  Birmingham,  belonging  to  his 
own  Party,  declined  to  assist  in  resist- 
ing. The  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
appeared  to  be  full  of  envy  at  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Tory  Party  in  governing  Ire- 
land. It  seemed  to  him  to  be  very  much 
a  question  of  sour  grapes.  If  the  Libe- 
ral Party  had  been  unable  to  govern 
Ireland  with  anything  like  decency,  he 
could  only  say  that  were  the  Govern- 
ment that  followed  it,  Tory  or  anything 
else,  he,  for  his  own  part,  was  deter- 
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mined,  when  he  saw  it  doing  its  best, 
ho  should  give  it  a  fair  trial.  But 
while  they  had  the  Government  that 
night  denounced  by  the  noblo  Marquess, 
aided  by  the  late  Home  Secretary,  for 
aiding  and  abetting  the  Parnellite 
Party,  and  when  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion they  would  have  the  Tory  Party 
denounced  as  "truckling  to  treason," 
and  so  on,  he  asked  which  section  of 
Liberals  they  were  to  believe?  The 
noble  Marquess  produced,  with  great 
effect,  a  letter  as  he  (Mr.  Healy)  under- 
stood it,  from  the  Prime  Minister.  [  Cries 
o/'*Late."]  Happily,  late  Prime  Mi- 
nister. That  Prime  Minister  had  in 
that  House  a  very  distinguished  rela* 
tive,  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone).  Now,  were  they  to 
believe  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  his  denunciations  of  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government,  or  were  they 
to  believe  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  ? 
He  wished  to  know  which  facet  of  the 
policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  were  they  to 
give  their  trust  to  ?  He  had  read  with 
great  attention  the  speech  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  on  Tuesday 
night,  which  was  reported  in  The  Leeds 
Mercury  verbatim.  This  was  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  said  in  regard 
to  the  system  of  government  in  Ireland, 
which  the  noble  Marquess  thought  ought 
to  be  upheld  at  all  hazards — 

**  But  the  TorioB  had  now  chosen,  for  good 
or  evil — with  the  Irish  landlords  consenting — 
to  rely  npon  Mr.  Pamell  for  the  preservation 
of  law  and  order,  and  for  personal  security  in 
Ireland ;  but  Irish  landlords,  Irish  officials, 
and  Irishmen  must  rely  upon  IVIr.  Pamell  for 
something  more.  They — the  Liberals  —  had 
refused  a  great  number  of  the  measures  of 
Mr.  Pamell  because  they  were  loyal  to  .classes 
in  Ireland,  whom  they  believed  were  threat- 
ened.** 

So  it  seemed  that  it  was  not  because 
these  measures  were  bad,  but  on  grounds 
of  expediency,  for  which  the  Liberal 
Party  now  attacked  the  Government 
that  they  declined,  and  hustled  the  mea- 
sures out  of  the  House — 

**  Because  they  were  loyal  to  classes  in  Ire- 
land, whom  they  believed  were  threatened, 
whom  they  were  weak  enough  to  believe  were 
loyal  and  straightforward  men.  Those  men 
had  betrayed  thorn.  He  asked  them,  then, 
who  was  there  in  Ireland  to  fight  for,  and 
whom  were  they  to  stand  up  for,  against  the 
Nationalist  Party  ?  '* 

The  noble  Marquess  referred  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  maintaining  the  law  in  Ire- 
land.   What  good  was  the  law  unless  it 
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rested  on*  the  adhesion  and  suffrages  of 
the  people  ?  And  they  had  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
with  regard  to  the  law  which  the  Irish 
Members  impugned  —  which  they  at- 
tacked as  having  been  unjustly  admi- 
nistered— ^that  there  was  not  a  single 
Party  in  Ireland  whose  wishes  were 
worth  a  moment's  consideration  but  the 
Parnellite  Party.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  went  on  to  say — and  this  was  of 
keen  interest,  when  they  recollected  that 
the  Tory  Party  were  said,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bidding  for  the  next  General 
Election,  to  be  playing  into  the  hands 
of  the  Irish  Members — they  would  see 
who  was  prepared  with  the  highest 
offer — 

"  There  was  no  one  in  Ireland  whom  they 
might  stand  up  for ;  as  his  point  was  that  for 
good  6r  for  evil  Mr.  Pamell  represented  the 
Irish  people." 

If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  that  to-night,  and  had  said  it  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  represented  the  Irish 
people — if  he  had  referred  to  the  hon. 
Member's  discontent  as  representing 
the  discontent  of  the  Irish  people — if  it 
had  been  once  granted  that  the  hon. 
Member  represented  the  Irish  people — 
would  it  not  be  madness  for  him  to  re- 
fuse the  present  demand  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  went  on  to  say — 

"  Let  them  end,  then,  the  mockery  of  what 
was  called  Constitutional  government  in  Ire- 
land, and  let  them  form  a  system  of  government 
which  was  based  entirely  upon  popular  wishes 
and  on  popular  sentiment." 

**  Constitutional  government  in  Ire- 
land !  "  Constitutional  government  in 
Ireland  embraced,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  pre- 
sumed, Earl  Spencer  and  Marwood,  em- 
braced the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act, 
special  juries,  and  George  Bolton.  **Let 
them  end,  then,"  said  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds,  the  son  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister, 

*^  the  mockery  of  what  was  called  Constitu- 
tional government  in  Ireland.*' 

The  noble  Marquess  attacked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  because  he  said 
he  would  venture  to  give  an  inquiry, 
which  had  not  been  refused  to  the 
meanest  slave  who  tugged  at  the  galley. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  said — 

*'  His  experience  of  what  20  or  30  determined 
Irishmen  could  do  in  the  House  of  Commons 
showed  him  that  80  could  make  our  present 
system  of  government  practically  unworkable. 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


1145         MaamtroMa^  S^c,  {July  17,  1885} 


Murden, 


1146 


If  that  system  did  become  unworkable,  it  be- 
came BO  to  the  harm  of  the  British  Empire." 

So  that  it  was  not  for  the  sake  of  honour 
or  decency  that  the  English  Government 
was  to  give  them  Home  Eule,  but  be- 
cause they  had  the  power  of  enforcing 
it!  What  would  happen  in  the  next 
Parliament  if  they  had  80  Members  in 
the  House  ?  Why,  they  would  have  all 
these  inquiries  —  into  the  Maamtrasna 
case,  the  working  of  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act,  and  the  sad  glory  of  Myles 
Joyce  —  without  difficulty,  because  if 
they  could  get  Home  Rule  how  much 
more  readily  would  they  be  able  to  ob- 
tain an  investigation  into  the  circum- 
stances of  a  few  wretched  peasants  in  an 
out-of-the-way  part  of  Ireland.  That 
remarkable  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  did  not  appear  to  be  received 
with  much  gratification  by  the  Liberal 
Members.  The  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  say — 

"  This  must  be  taken  into  consideration,  and 
they  must  either  satisfy  the  reasonable  demands 
of  the  Irish  people,  or  must  eject  them  from  the 
House,  and  govern  the  country  by  martial  law. 
[Cheers,']  If,  then,  the  Irish  nation  desired  a 
Parliament  on  a  federal  basis ;  if  the  Irish 
Leaders  agreed  that  they  could  formulate  and 
work  a  practical  scheme — and  he  believed  they 
could — if  they  loyally  accepted  the  supremacy 
of  the  Crown  and  of  the  Imperial  Parliament — 
then,  in  God's  name,  give  them  a  Parliament 
on  College  Green,'* 

He  presented  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
to  the  noble  Marquess  with  his  compli- 
ments. It  was  a  remarkable  speech 
that  was  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds,  and  it  gave  the  Liberal  Party 
great  satisfaction ;  but  he  did  not  hear 
them  cheer  it  now.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess, with  his  high  and  haughty  mien, 
refused  them  an  inquiry  which  would 
impugn  Earl  Spencer.  He  was  willing 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  should 
give  them  Parliaments  galore,  and  the 
Members  for  Birmingham  and  Chelsea 
(Mr.  Chamberlain  and  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  should  give  them  county  govern- 
ment, and  all  the  rest;  but  to  attack 
the  sacred  ark  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
the  form  of  Earl  Spencer^ — oh,  that  the 
Liberal  Party  would  consider  a  vital 
question,  to  which  the  granting  of  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland  was  a  mere  bagatelle, 
which  would  be  immediately  granted  if 
they  got  80  men  into  their  Party.  He 
had  listened  that  night  with  extraordi- 
nary interest  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess.    It  was  a  speech  which,  to 


his  mind,  marked  <'  the  parting  of  the 
waters.'*  It  was  similar  to  a  speech 
which  they  had  the  other  day  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  directed  against  a 
certain  section  of  the  Liberal  Party  by 
his  Grace  the  Duke  of  Argyll— a  speech 
intended  to  segregate  a  certain  portion. 
According  to  the  noble  Marquess  it  was 
not  an  offence  to  differ  upon  a  question 
of  Free  Trade,  or  foreign  policy — as  to 
Afghanistan  or  Egypt.  It  was  not  upon 
such  trifling  questions  as  that  the  Liberal 
Party  must  swear  none  of  these  shibbo- 
leths ;  it  was  Earl  Spencer.  He  was  to 
be  their  policy;  they  must  stand  by 
him,  they  must  fall  by  him.  He  would 
put  these  questions  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess— **  If  you  are  lucky  enough  at 
the  polls  at  the  next  Election,  do  you 
think  or  suppose  that  you  will  send  back 
Earl  Spencer  to  Ireland  ?  Will  the  cry 
of  the  Liberal  Party  to  the  working  men 
of  the  towns  in  England,  to  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  in  this  country,  be 
*  Rally  to  Earl  Spencer  and  the  renewal 
of  the  Crimes  Act  ? '  "  He  remembered 
well  hearing  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  in  the 
last  Parliament,  and  he  then  stood  where 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  now  stood,  refer  to  the 
noble  Marquess  as  the  **late  Leader  of 
the  Liberal  Party."  That  was  upon  a 
mere  question  of  flogging  in  the  Army, 
the  question  which  had  been  ripened  by 
the  endeavours  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar), 
as  this  question  had  been  ripened  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
Harrington).  On  this  occasion,  however, 
the  right  hon.  Members  for  Chelsea 
and  Birmingham  remained  quietly  on 
the  fence  waiting  to  see  which  way  the 
cat  was  going  to  jump.  Now,  he  sup- 
posed that  this  debate  which  had  been 
got  up  that  night  by  the  noble  Marquess 
was  intended  purely  for  electioneering 
purposes — to  show  the  English  people 
what  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party 
was ;  but  next  week,  or  the  week  after, 
the  right  hon.  Members  for  Birming- 
ham and  Chelsea  would  go  over  to 
Ireland,  and  would  play  the  tune  of  the 
Liberal  Party  with  variations.  He  un- 
derstood it  was  the  custom  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen,  when  these  Gentlemen 
come  into  Office,  to  present  them  with 
the  Seals  of  Office ;  and  he  would  suggest, 
also,  that  the  Leader  should  be  provided 
with  a  tuning  fork,  so  that  when  the 
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note  was  given  by  the  noble  Marquess 
any  false  notes  by  the  right  hon. 
Members  for  Birmingham  or  Chelsea 
could  be  toned  down  to  the  proper  key. 
In  his  opinion  one  of  the  absolute  ne- 
cessities for  a  great  Party  was  a  cry, 
and  the  Liberal  Party  could  not  that 
night  impose  upon  the  English  people 
with  the  cry  of  •'  Earl  Spencer."  They 
were  not  united  upon  it.  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella),  when  he  next 
addressed  the  Attercliflfe  Division  of  the 
working  men  of  Sheffield  in  two  or  three 
weeks'  time,  rally  his  constituents  to  the 
cry  of  **  Spencer  and  the  Crimes  Act  ?  " 
Let  any  other  of  the  long  row  of  dis- 
tinguished potentialities  who  were  sitting 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  try  the 
effect  of  that  elixir  of  life — the  policy  of 
Earl  Spencer — upon  the  putrid  corpse 
of  Liberalism  in  this  country.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  they  would  find  that 
it  was  absolutely  impotent,  as  had  been 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  that 
night,  to  affect  the  Tory  Party.  He  con- 
gratulated the  Tory  Party  sincerely  upon 
the  attacks  which  had  been  made  upon 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  and  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
because  to-morrow  those  attacks  would 
be  aDSwered  elsewhere  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea.  One  of  the 
great  advantages  of  the  Tory  Party  was 
that  they  never  need  say  a  word  in 
answer  to  attacks  upon  them  by  the 
Liberals,  because  some  Liberal  was  sure 
to  get  up  and  denounce  the  Liberal  who 
had  gone  before  him.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone) 
would  attack  the  noble  Marquess,  and 
even  the  great  bulk,  the  great  form,  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  would 
be  demolished  by  the  attacks  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  He  (Mr. 
Healy)  recognized  that  the  Tory  Party 
had  before  them  a  very  arduous  task. 
They  had  in  Ireland  two  Parties  to  deal 
with — the  National  Party,  which  was 
represented  in  the  House  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  and  the  Party  tradition- 
ally allied  to  themselves,  the  old  Tory 
and  Orange  Party.  The  National  Party, 
for  their  part,  recognized  that  in  en- 
deavouring to  accommodate  the  differ- 
ences of  these  two  Parties,  and  to  *^  knit 
up  the  ravelled  sleeve  of  care,"  which 

Mr,  Healy 


had  existed  for  centuries  in  Ireland,  the 
Government  were  undertaking,  if  not  a 
successful,  at  least  a  noble  task.  For 
his  part,  he  desired  by  every  means  in 
his  power  to  hasten  the  day  when  his 
countrymen  might  be  united  together 
as  one  solid  phalanx;  and  when  that  task 
wss  accomplished,  whether  it  be  by  the 
Tory  Party  or  the  Eadical  Party,  they 
in  Ireland  would  have  no  more  of  those 
frightful  scandals  and  outrages,  they 
would  have  no  more  attacks  upon  the 
Judicial  Bench,  or  upon  juries  by  reason 
of  their  partizanship.  He  would  bless 
the  Party,  whichever  it  might  be,  which 
had  the  fairness  to  carry  out  that 
hallowed  and  glorious  work.  It  was  not 
unnatural  that  the  Tory  Party  having 
come  into  Office,  and  having  a  chance  of 
succeeding  in  doing  what  the  Liberal 
Party  could  not  do,  the  Liberal  Party 
should  be  jealous  and  censorious  of  their 
Qpponents'  efforts.  That  was  not  an 
attitude  on  which  he  could  congratulate 
the  Liberal  Party.  Their  own  account 
of  their  action  was  that  they  desired  to 
act  towards  Ireland  as  a  country  to  be 
allied  with  England  for  good  and  all ; 
but  now,  when  for  the  first  time — at 
least  in  his  experience — there  was 
some  chance  of  that  being  accomplished 
without  mischief  to  any  Party  in  Ireland, 
and  without  hurt  or  harm  to  the  people 
of  any  creed,  class,  or  religion — and  he 
would  not  accept  for  one  section  of  the 
people  that  which  would  inflict  a  sub- 
stantial injury  on  any  other  section — 
they  should  not  forget  that  the  Tory 
Party  had  set  about  that  task  with  the 
blessing  of  the  late  Prime  Minister.  He 
(Mr.  Healy)  personally  did  not  intend  to 
add  anything,  if  he  could  abstain  from 
doing  so,  to  the  difficulties  of  a  Govern- 
ment which,  he  believed,  being  trusted 
by  the  Tory  Party  in  Ireland,  had  some 
chance  of  effecting  real  and  substantial 
improvement.  Whether  that  improve- 
ment be  carried  on  by  appeasing  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people  and  showing 
them  that  they  might  expect  equal  jus- 
tice before  the  law,  or  affording  that 
justice  to  Irish  prisoners  which  Govern- 
ment would  not  deny  to  the  meanest 
English  convict,  such  as  in  the  case  of 
the  man  who  was  convicted  and  sentenced 
to  death  for  murder,  and  who  was  re- 
leased by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  three 
weeks  ago,  he  cared  not.  If  the  Go- 
vernment would  show  that  they  would 
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do  that,  he  did  not  care  what  others 
might  say.  Then  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  at  last  have  discovered  that  Ire- 
land had  ceased  to  be  the  cockpit  of 
English  Parties,  and  that  there  was 
some  chance  of  the  people  becoming 
devoted  and  attached,  and  of  Ireland 
becoming  a  very  contented  coimtry. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  he  would 
not  have  ventured  to  detain  the  House, 
but  for  the  observations  made  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  Gorst),  who  had  com- 
mented with  a  considerable  amount  of 
asperity  upon  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis).  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral had  said  he  did  not  consider  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Lewis)  was  a  proper 
exponent  of  the  views  of  any  portion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  because  he  was 
the  only  Member  for  an  Irish  consti- 
tuency who  was  an  Englishman.  He 
believed  the  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lewis)  to  which 
the  Solicitor  General  took  objection  was 
that  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  law-abiding 
population  of  Ireland  admired  and  re- 
spected the  conduct  of  Earl  Spencer. 
He  (Mr.  Macartney)  thought  it  was  right 
for  himself  to  say  that  he  knew  that  the 
law-abiding  inhabitants  of  Ireland  of  all 
shades  of  politics  did  respect  and  honour 
Earl  Spencer  for  the  way  in  which  he 
wielded  the  sword  of  justice  entrusted 
to  his  hands  by  Her  Majesty  the  Queen. 
He  was  as  opposed  as  any  man  to  the  poli- 
tics of  Earl  Spencer,  and  he  did  not  ap- 
prove of  any  acts  of  the  noble  Earl's 
administration  except  those  which  were 
connected  with  law  and  justice  and  the 
protection  of  life  and  limb.  It  was  only 
due  and  fair  to  Earl  Spencer  to  say  that 
he  went  away  from  Ireland  having 
earned  the  respect  and  admiration  of  all 
loyal  people  for  the  courage  and  upright- 
ness he  displayed.  There  was  another 
thing  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
which  astonished  him  very  much.  Speak- 
ing about  the  inquiry  which  was  about 
to  take  place,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman did  what  he  hardly  thought  a 
lawyer  should  have  done — namely,  ex- 
press his  own  opinion  that  there  had 
been  a  miscarriage  of  justice.  It  was 
for  the  new  Viceroy  himself*  to  find  out 
whether  there  had  been  a  miscarriage 
of  justice.    He  (Mr.  Macartney)  oared 


little  whether  he  belonged  to  a  re« 
actionary  Party  or  not ;  but  he  was  sur- 
prised at  the  concession  which  had  been 
made  that  night  by  the  Government  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

SUMMARY   JURISDICrriON    (TERM    OF 

IMPRISONMENT)    BILL.— [Bill  180.] 

{Mr.  Henry  H.  FowUr^  Seerttary  Sir  JFilliam 

Hanourt.) 

OOMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  of  a  new  Clause — **  In  case  of 
application  for  certiorari  bail  to  fee  al- 
lowed ;  "  but  before  moving  it  he  would 
like  to  know  what  the  intention  of  the 
Government  was  in  the  matter.  He 
understood  that  in  England,  under  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  of  which 
they  had  not  the  advantage  in  Ireland, 
the  right  of  appeal  was  given  in  all 
cases.  There  was  no  such  right  of 
appeal  in  Ireland,  and  therefore  a  man 
who  was  sentenced  by  a  magistrate  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  might  be  the 
victim  of  great  tyranny.  He  understood 
that  the  Government  were  desirous  of 
meeting  the  case,  to  some  extent,  by  the 
inclusion  in  the  Bill  of  a  clause  in  tho 
direction  of  his  Amendment.  He  would 
very  much  like  to  receive  an  assurance 
from  the  Government  that  if  they  were 
in  Office  next  year  they  would  apply  to 
Ireland  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 
which  dealt  with  many  matters  which 
might  with  benefit  be  included  in  the 
Irish  law. 

The  CHAIBMAN  (Mr.  Dalrymple) 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  well  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  move 
his  Amendment,  otherwise  there  would 
be  no  Motion  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  HEALY  thereupon  begged  to 
move  his  new  Clause. 

New  Clause : — 

(In  case  of  application  for  certiorari  bail  to  be 
allowed.) 
'*  Any  person  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for 
an  offence  summarily  punishable  who  gives 
notice  of  his  intention  to  apply  for  a  certiorari 
to  test  tho  legality  of  the  conviction  shall,  on 
finding  sufficient  sureties,  be  admitted  to  bail 
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pending  the  decision  of  the  High  Court :  Pro* 
vided  always,  That  if  the  application  for  the 
certiorari  he  not  proceeded  with  at  the  first 
ayailahle  opportunity,  the  sentence  shall  at 
once  take  effect/* — {Mr.  Healy,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Eealy,) 

TheUNDEESEOEETAEYofSTATE 
roR  THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Q-entleman  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
stated  a  grievance  which,  no  doubt,  ex- 
isted. The  Government  were  conscious 
that  something  should  be  done  in  the  mat- 
ter ;  but  the  difficulty  they  saw  was  the 
impossibility  of  importing  into  this  very 
small  Bill,  which  was  drawn  for  a  special 
purpose,  the  large  question  which  would 
be  involved  by  redressing  the  grievance 
of  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke.  It  appeared  to  him  that  it 
might  be  possible,  by  applying  some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction Act  to  Ireland,  to  do  much  in 
the  direction  desired.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  now  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  he 
(Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  would  put  down 
an  Amendment,  on  the  Eeport  stage,  to 
the  same  effect.  It  was  a  fact  that  in 
England,  whenever  imprisonment  was 
inflicted  without  the  option  of  a  fine,  an 
appeal  to  Quarter  Session  was  given. 
Although  there  was  no  Statute  making 
it  absolutely  imperative  to  accept  bail 
during  the  pendency  of  an  appeal,  it 
was  laid  down  in  all  works  of  authority 
that  it  was  improper  to  refuse  bail. 

Mr.  healy  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  but  suggested  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  should  put  his  clause  into  the 
Bill  now,  so  that  it  would  be  competent 
to  put  down,  on  Eeport,  any  Amend- 
ments to  it  which  might  be  necessary. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

TheUNDEESEOEETAEYofSTATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Stuart  -  Wortley)  moved  the  new 
Glause — 

"  Amendment  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1860.  Discharge  of  defendant  pend- 
ing application  for  certiorari.'* 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **That 
the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Ur,  Eeahf 


Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  236.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  One 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 

Monday,  20th  July,  1885. 
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Bankruptcy  (Office  Accommodation)  •  (191). 

Second  iS^a^in^— Shannon  Navigation*  (172); 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  (184);  Cholera 
Hospitals  (Ireland)  (182.) 

Second  Reading— Committee  negatived^'^lBxrisigea 
(Saint  John,  Cowley)  •  (187). 

Select  Committee — Report — Burgh  Police  and 
Health  (Scotland)  [No.  J 89]. 

Committee  —  Sea  Fisneries  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment (102-192) ;  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  (England)  (177). 

Committee — Report — Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Order  ( Municipal  Ck>rporations)  *  (166) ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
3)*  (167);  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7)*  (168);  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  9)* 
(169);  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Order  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  5)  •  (173) ; 
Local  Loans  (Sinking  Funds)*  (176). 

Report^  Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  • 
(57-190)  ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  G)  ♦  (153);  Poor  Law  Guardians 
(Ireland)  ♦  (176). 

Third  Reading — Archdeaconries,  n»u>  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  (No.  2)  ♦  (180) ;  Tithe 
Rent  Charge  Redemption  •  (165),  &nd  pasted. 

ALEXANDRA  (NEWPORT   AND    SOUTH 

WALES)  DOCKS  AND  RAILWAY 

BILL.^ 

THIRD   BEADING. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\" 

The  Eabl  of  BESSBOKOUGH,  in 
moTing — 

'*  That  the  Bill  be  not  read  a  third  time  unless 
the  clauses  relating  to  running  powers  be  pre- 
viously expunged," 

said,  the  clauses  in  question  would  ope- 
rate injuriously  to  the  Great  Western 
Eailway  Company,  on  whose  behalf  he 
asked  their  Lordships  to  amend  the 
Bill. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
he  felt  bound  to  defend  the  action  of  the 
Committee,  who  had  inserted  these 
clauses  in  tho  public  interest.    The  c^se 
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of  the  Great  Western  Eailway  Oompanj 
had  been  fully  heard  and  considered. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Bill  be  read 
3*  ?  "  Resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  Bill  read 
S'  accordingly ;  and  passed^  and  sent  to 
the  Oommons. 

COAST    DEFENCES    AND    NAVAL 

VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 

QUESTION.      OB8EBVATION8. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  rose  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether  the 
Report  of  the  officer  appointed  by  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty  to  inspect  the 
coast  defences  and  to  inquire  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  Naval  Volunteer  Corps 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
during  the  present  Session  ?  The  noble 
Lord  said  that,  whilst  the  late  Govern- 
ment were  in  Office,  he  had  placed  a 
Notice  upon  the  Paper  proposing  that  a 
capitation  grant  should  be  given  to  Naval 
Volunteers.  He  had  taken  that  course 
on  account  of  the  indisposition  which 
bad  been  exhibited  by  the  late  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  through  a  series  of 
years  to  do  anything  to  promote  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Naval  Volunteer  Corps. 
That  Notice  stood  upon  the  Paper  for 
the  very  day  on  which  the  change  of  Go- 
vernment was  announced ;  and  during 
the  interval,  influenced  possibly  by  some 
feeling  out-of-doors,  the  Liberal  Party, 
who  had  neglected  for  so  many  years 
the  Naval  Volunteers,  suddenly  showed 
great  interest  in  their  favour,  and  the 
noble  Earl  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  made  a  stirring  speech,  in 
which  he  incited  the  Government  to  do 
something  to  promote  that  Corps.  He 
had  been  very  glad  indeed  to  read  that 
speech  on  Saturday  evening,  and  was 
sorry  he  had  not  been  present  when  it 
was  delivered.  It  was  to  be  hoped  that 
nothing  that  was  done  now  would 
be  understood  to  imply  a  slur  on  the 
corps  that  had  been  formed,  whose  effi- 
ciency had  been  attested  by  distinguished 
officers.  In  London,  Brighton,  Bristol, 
and  Liverpool  Naval  Volunteer  Brigades 
existed,  and  these  were  capable  of  per- 
forming all  the  duties  which  would  de- 
volve upon  them  on  shore  as  well  as  on 
shipboard ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Ad- 
miralty would  not  only  see  that  they 
had  the  capitation  grant,  but  also  that 
they  were  properly  supplied  as  far  as 
possible  with  material  for  their  purpose. 
One  very  important  part  of  the  duties  of 
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these  Volunteers  broke  down  last  year 
in  consequence  of  the  inefficiency  of  the 
vessel  given  to  them  by  the  Admiralty ; 
and  he  trusted  that  henceforth  the  Ad- 
miralty would  see  that-  the  assistance 
rendered  was  of  a  bond  fide  character. 
In  conclusion,  he  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  objection  to  lay 
on  the  Table,  in  addition  to  the  docu- 
ment referred  to  in  his  Question,  the  last 
Reports  received  from  the  Inspector  of 
these  Forces  ? 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The  Earl 
of  Harrowbt)  said,  he  would  endea- 
vour to  answer  briefly  the  two  or  three 
points  which  the  noble  Viscount  had 
raised.  His  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty  had  not  the  least  in- 
tention of  throwing  any  slur  whatever 
on  the  loyalty  of  the  Naval  Volunteer 
Corps  of  London,  Bristol,  and  Liver- 
pool. Indeed,  he  had  heard  his  noble 
Friend,  as  well  as  other  authorities  at 
the  Admiralty,  speak  in  the  highest 
terms  of  the  patriotic  exertions  and  ex- 
cellent good  work  of  those  Corps.  For 
many  years,  too,  he  had  been  in  associa- 
tion with  the  Naval  Volunteer  Corps  of 
Liverpool,  and  he  knew  how  highly  they 
were  praised  by  professional  men.  There- 
fore, the  noble  Viscount  might  be  as- 
sured that  the  Admiralty  would  not 
throw  any  slur  upon  the  Corps,  for  their 
wish,  of  course,  was  to  extend  the  move- 
ment still  further.  He  would  not  say 
more  than  he  said  on  Friday  last  as  to 
the  assistance  they  hoped  to  give  to  the 
Naval  Volunteers  of  the  country  gene- 
rally. His  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty  would,  he  believed, 
this  week  take  an  opportunity  of  stating 
what  material  aid  the  Government  could 
give  to  the  Naval  Volunteers,  and  con- 
sequently he  thought  he  had  better 
leave  the  matter  in  his  noble  Friend's 
hands.  He  had,  however,  committed 
the  Government  so  far  as  to  say  that 
they  felt  it  was  quite  necessary  to  give 
distinct  material  aid  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Naval  Volunteer  Corps, 
and  his  noble  Friend  would  know  in  the 
course  of  this  week  exactly  the  form  it 
would  take.  .With  regard  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  officer  appointed  to  inspect 
the  coast  defences,  it  was  only  sent  in  at 
the  beginning  of  this  month,  and  it  was 
called  a  preliminary  Report.  In  these 
circumstances  they  could  not  present  it  ; 
and,  as  to  the  full  Report,  he  was  afraid 
it  would  not  be  right  to  promise  at  pre- 
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sent  to  laj  it  on  the  Table.  A  Beport 
on  our  ooast  defences  must,  of  neoeseitj, 
by  highly  confidential ;  but  if  it  con- 
tained anything  which  in  the  interest  of 
the  Public  Service  could  be  made  public 
they  would  be  happy  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table.  With  regard  to  the  Eeports  of 
the  Inspector  of  the  Naval  Volunteers, 
he  would  communicate  with  his  noble 
Friend,  and,  if  possible,  they  would  lay 
the  document  on  the  Table.  The  view 
of  the  Government  on  this  great  subject 
was  that  they  must  see  that  the  Navy 
was  fully  up  to  strength,  and  that  our 
ports  and  coaling  stations  were  safe.  At 
present  they  committed  themselves  to  no 
opinion  as  to  their  condition.  They  felt 
that  the  work  had  to  be  done ;  but  how 
it  was  to  be  done  the  Government  could 
not  at  present  say.  It  would  be  foolish 
and  rash  if,  after  having  been  in  Office 
only  about  a  month,  they  were  to  pro- 
nounce a  decided  opinion  upon  such  a 
subject.  His  noble  Friend  was  taking 
professional  advice,  and  in  a  short  time 
would  be  able  to  state  the  views  of  the 
Government.  The  War  Office  had  long 
been  in  communication  with  the  Admi- 
ralty as  to  the  defences  of  this  country, 
and  a  very  important  Departmental 
Commission  had  been  considering  the 
Bubject.  Therefore,  his  noble  Friend 
might  feel  well  assured  that  the  whole 
of  this  large  subject  of  the  defences  of 
the  country  was  being  gravely  con- 
sidered, and  that  it  would  be  promptly 
and  effectively  dealt  with. 

THE  FINANCIAL  REFOEM  ASSOCLA.- 
.   TION  ALMANAC— OBSERVATIONS. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY,  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  remarks 
upon  the  Financial  Beform  Association 
Almanac  made  by  Mr.  Goschen  at  Eipon 
on  the  30th  of  January,  1884,  and  to  the 
continued  sanction  given  to  these  mis- 
leading statistics  by  five  Members  of  the 
late  Government — Sir  Charles  Dilke, 
Sir  Thomas  Brassey,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
Mr.  Mundella,  and  Mr.  Caine,  said, 
circumstances  beyond  his  control  had 
obliged  him  to  postpone  and  alter  the 
Notice  now  before  the  .House.  He 
had  put  it  down  a  considerable  time 
ago  in  the  hope  and  expectation  that 
at  least  some  of  the  five  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  given  their  names 
and  sanction  to  the  Financial  Almanac 
would  have  withdrawn  them,  and 
made  it  needless  to  bring  the  matter 

The  Earl  of  Earrowly 


before  their  Lordships.  But  the  sense 
of  personal  honour  had  been  less 
strong  than  Party  spirit,  and  they  ap- 
peared to  have  preferred  the  discreet 
of  sanctioning  the  statements  of  the 
Financial  Almanac  to  discrediting  that 
electioneering  agency.  Mr.  Goschen 
had  said  at  Eipon  that  the  statistics 
given  under  the  heading  of  the  Aristo- 
cracy and  the  Public  Service  were  such 
as  "to  poison  the  relations  between 
classes."  It  was  not  surprising,  there- 
fore, that  the  idea  of  this  compilation 
should  be  due  to  Mr.  Bright,  and  that  it 
should  have  been  introduced  with  ex- 
tracts from  three  speeches  delivered  by 
that  Gentleman  in  1852,  1858,  and  1862. 
It  was  to  be  hoped,  now  that  the 
exaggeration  of  those  speeches  had  been 
placed  in  a  tabular  form  and  its  ab- 
surdity made  plain,  that  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  ashamed  of  them. 
In  lb84  27  pages,  and  in  1885  26  pages, 
of  the  Almanac  were  employed  to  prove 
Mr.  Bright's  assertion  that  **  the  Public 
Service  is  neither  more  nor  less  than  a 
gigantic  system  of  outdoor  relief  for  the 
aristocracy  of  Ghreat  Britain."  In  order 
to  do  this,  lists  had  been  made  of  the 
Peers  with  their  relatives  who  had  held 
offices  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Civil  Service, 
Militia,  and  the  Church  from  the  year 
1850  to  the  present  time;  and  although 
a  note  at  the  commencement  of  these 
tables  stated  that  as  all  moneys  drawn 
in  a  person's  lifetime  were  included, 
the  account,  therefore,  necessarily  in- 
cluded some  large  amounts  drawn  before 
1850,  yet  the  impression  given  was  that 
the  total  arrived  at  was  from  1850  to 
1883.  The  total  was:— Families,  532  ; 
relatives,  7,991 ;  offices,  13,888  ;  moneys 
received;  £108,614,632.  A  great  deal 
of  this  £108,000,000  was  made  up  of 
Army  pay.  Before  the  abolition  of 
purchase  this  was  not  pay,  in  the  bulk 
of  the  cases  given  in  the  Almanac,  but 
the  interest  on  the  price  of  commissions. 
In  1870,  in  introducing  the  Irish  Land 
Bill,  Mr.  Gladstone  alluded  to — 

'<  That  immense  mass  of  public  duties  bearing 
upon  every  subject  of  political,  moral,  and  social 
interest,  without  fee  or  reward,  which  has 
honourably  distinguished  for  so  many  genera- 
tions the  landlords  of  England." — (3  Ransard, 
[199]  339-40.) 

Another  note  stated  that  it  would  be 
ridiculous  to  assert  that  all  these  indi- 
viduals obtained  preferment  through 
such  Peer6  as  happened  to  be  their  rela- 
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tives,  and  that  in  many  oases  the  rela- 
tionships arose  from  marriages  subse- 
quent to  the  receipt  of  some  or  all  of 
the  public  money  indicated.  The  sin- 
gular excuse  was  then  given  that  though 
the  compilers  of  th.e  list  knew  of  10  such 
cases,  they  could  not  be  expected  to 
know  them  all ;  and  if  they  excepted  the 
cases  they  knew  of,  injustice  would  be 
done  to  those  that  were  left,  so  they 
gave  all,  and  left  readers  to  use  discri- 
mination. In  consequence  of  this,  in 
nine  particular  cases  tlie  sum  of  no  less 
than  £494,000  was  credited  to  the  family 
of  Peers,  because  certain  functionaries 
late  in  life  married  some  of  their  rela- 
tives ;  in  two  cases  the  connection  with  the 
Peerage  by  marriages  took  place  after 
the  death  of  the  functionary  who  had 
earned  his  money  by  his  industry  without 
any  favour  or  influence.  For  instance, 
the  salaries  of  Baron  Huddleston,  Sir 
Henry  Eawlinson,  Mr.  David  Urquhart, 
Baron  Alderson,  Bishop  Monck,  Admiral 
Beaufort,  were  put  down  to  the  influence 
of  the  Peers  witb  whom  they  became 
connected  by  marriage,  in  the  last  two 
cases,  after  their  decease.  Mr.  Alger- 
non West's  advancement  was  put  down 
to  the  influence  of  a  Conservative  Peer, 
when  it  wsuj  obviously  due  to  his  having 
been  an  efficient  Private  Secretary  to  the 
late  Prime  Minister.  There  was  a  Peer, 
a  Member  of  the  late  Government,  who 
was  said  to  have  received  nearly 
£200,000,  along  with  his  16  relatives. 
Of  these  16,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
were  only  three  relatives.  One  married 
to  a  niece  by  marriage ;  the  other  died 
before  this  Peer  was  born;  the  third 
had  left  the  Service  long  before  he  be- 
came a  connection  by  marriage.  In  his 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley's)  own  case, 
the  salary  he  had  received  was  put  at 
nearly  double  the  amount,  and  he  was 
credited  with  the  pay  of  Sir  Edward 
Parry,  the  Arctic  voyager,  and  of 
General  Scott,  who  was  badly  wounded 
at  Talavera,  in  1809,  both  of  whom, 
late  in  life,  inarried  relations  of  his 
father.  They  had  put  down  £76,000  as 
the  salary  received  by  his  father  during 
his  life ;  it  should  have  been  £50,400. 
FronoL  a  calculation  made  for  him  in  a 
public  office,  the  error  with  respect  to 
these  two  salaries  was  £29,000  in  a  sum 
of  £83,500.  Now,  there  were  two  noble 
Lords — ^the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Earl  Granville)  and 
the  late   Secretary  of  State  for  India 


(the  Earl  of  Kimberley) — the  whole  of 
whose  official  career  was  described  in 
the  Foreign  Office  List ;  and,  following 
that,  he  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  found 
that  the  salary  of  the  first  noble  Lord 
had  been  overstated  by  some  £35,000, 
and  that  of  the  second  by  about  £25,000. 
Who  would  defend  these  fraudulent 
statistics  ?  The  noble  Earl  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  would  not  be 
very  anxious  to  do  so,  when  he  discovered 
that  he  headed  the  list  of  those  families 
who  had  been,  according  to  the  Almanac, 
living  on  a  gigantic  system  of  out-door 
relief.  It  was  there  stated  that  the  noble 
Earl  and  66  relatives  had  held  127 
offices  and  received  above  £1,250,000. 
The  noble  Earl  the  late  »Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) might  think  he  had  nothing 
to  defend,  because  his  name  was  absent 
from  its  place  in  the  list  of  Earls ;  but 
that  was  because  he  had  been  put  down 
as  a  collateral  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Sutherland),  and  as  having  re- 
ceived £121,000,  which  had  been  used 
to  swell  the  amount  to  £299,000  put 
down  to  the  accoimt  of  that  noble  DuKe. 
Under  the  heading  of  Miscellaneous 
Facts  and  Figures,  a  number  of  irrele- 
vant details  were  given  with  regard  to 
24  Peers,  one  of  which  was  untrue,  as  the 
Peer  mentioned  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  transaction,  and  had  not  sold  an 
estate,  which  had  never  belonged  to 
him,  but  to  his  relative.  As  to  the  infor- 
mation given,  its  value  and  correctness 
might  be  judged  from  the  statements, 
that  the  trading  and  mercantile  class  con- 
tributed the  major  portion  of  local  taxa- 
tion ;  that  the  com  land  of  the  Kingdom 
might,  without  any  strain,  by  the  applica- 
tion of  nitrate,  be  made  to  produce  an 
additional  wheat  crop ;  if  only  a  20th  part 
of  the  corn  area  were  thus  sown  the  loss 
of  the  Eussian  supply  would  not  be  felt ; 
if  all  Europe  were  closed  to  them  one- 
tenth  of  such  double  cropping  would 
suffice  to  neutralize  the  effect.  At  page 
26  of  the  Almanac  of  1 885,  the  total  an- 
nual ecclesiastical  income  was  said  to  be 
probably  about  £6,300,000,  including 
annual  value  of  palaces,  deaneries,  and 
glebe  houses.  Notwithstanding  that,  at 
page  21  it  was  said  that  for  rating  pur- 
poses some  £8,000,000  per  annum  of 
value  were  freed  by  tithe  from  liability 
to  local  taxation.  This  was  an  astonish- 
ing statement,  in  presence  of  the  fre- 
quent complaints  of  the  clergy  of  the 
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pressure  of  the  rates  on  their  whole  in- 
comes. Whilst  tithes  did  not  escape 
from  local  taxation,  they  were  assessed 
and  paid  Income  Tax  twice  over — first, 
"whilst  in  the  possession  of  the  land- 
owner or  occupier ;  and,  a  second  time, 
after  they  had  passed  into  the  hands  of 
the  clergy.  As  this  Almanac  was  issued 
under  Government  patronage,  it  was  to 
he  hoped  that  it  would  puhlish  the  Ques- 
tion addressed  last  year,  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  tithes,  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  to  the 
nohle  Earl  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  and  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  along 
with  the  answers  given  to  that  Ques- 
tion. If  he  might  venture  to  give  an 
opinion,  the  best  answer  was  that  given 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
He  should  like  to  mention  another  in- 
sinuation against  the  Ohuroh,  in  page  26, 
which  came  with  very  bad  grace  from 
Members  of  a  Government — 

''  It  may  or  may  not  be  ngnificant  that  in 
Wales,  where  the  State  religion  has  had  least 
success,  crime  has  the  most  rapidly  decreased  ; 
in  fact,  the  duties  of  the  Judges  of  Assize  have 
become  almost  niV* 

Under  the  head  of  the  Oivil  List  (Eoyal) 
Pensions,  in  the  Almanac  of  1884  (p.  62), 
it  was  stated  that  the  limit  of  £1,200 
for  new  pensions  every  year  was  placed 
on  the  I^rerogative  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  Eeign,  that  having 
been  computed  by  the  Actuary  of  the 
National  Debt  Office  as  the  equivalent 
of  £19,871  perpetual  annuity.  It  went 
on  to  say — 

<<  How  far  the  computation  has  proved  itself 
correct,  we  must  leave  our  readers  to  judge 
from  the  following  table." 

The  table  gave  the  annual  payments  for 
each  year,  and  the  total  for  45  years  as 
£712,640;  that  gave  an  average  for 
each  year  of  £15,836,  instead  of 
£19,871.  The  difference  between  the 
money  payments  made  and  the  £19,871 
calculated  by  the  Actuary  was  ex- 
plained by  the  fact  that,  taking  one 
year  with  another,  only  £1,066  had 
been  given  each  year  as  new  pensions, 
instead  of  £1,200.  If  grants  had  been 
made  up  to  the  limit  of  £1,200  the  total 
amount  paid  in  the  45  years  would 
have  been,  under  the  same  circum- 
stances, £802,281,  which  was  not  so 
far  off  the  total  for  45  years  of 
£894,145  calculated  by  the  Actuary. 
In  the  list  of  Civil  Service  Pensions  a 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


number  of  remarks  are  added,  of  more 
or  less  bad  taste,  more  or  less  offensive, 
and  often  untrae — as,  for  instance, 
where  a  man  had  served  for  36  years  in 
various  climates,  and  was  untruly  put 
down  as  having  got  his  pension  after 
only  about  a  third  of  that  time.  The 
Almanac  List  of  Boyal  Pensions  men- 
tioned the  grant  of  a  pension  of  £40 
to  Eobert  Young,  Irish  historical  and 
agricultural  poet,  and  gave  three  iq[>eci- 
mens  of  his  poetry.  In  one  of  them 
the  word  **  grievous"  had  been  misspelt 
and  italicized  grevioutj  so  as  to  represent 
the  author  as  a  writer  of  doggerel  verse. 
In  the  first  edition  (Derry,  1840)  the 
word  was  properly  spelt.  The  object  of 
these  specimens  appeared  to  be  to  im- 
pugn the  grant  of  this  pension  by  Lord 
BeacoDsfield,  for  the  pensioner  next  but 
one  on  the  list  was  Sarah  Coulton,  £75, 
with  the  remark  that  she  was — 

**  Widow  of  David  Ooulton,  who  reported 
for  a  newspaper  with  which  Mr.  Disraeli  was 
connected." 

It  was  not  probable  that  that  remark 
was  printed  in  the  statement  made  to 
Parliament  of  grants  of  pensions. 
Neither  the  Literary  nor  the  Newspaper 
Fund  allowed  it  to  be  known  what  per- 
sons they  assisted;  and  it  would  be 
better  taste  in  the  Vice  Presidents  of 
the  Financial  Association  not  to  parade 
the  names  of  these  pensioners,  nearly 
all  of  whom  had  been  reduced  by  ex- 
treme distress  to  become  recipients  of 
these  pensions.  He  thought  he  had 
now  placed  before  the  House  a  sufficient 
number  of  false  statements  contained  in 
the  Almanac  to  justify  him  in  asking 
whether  any  Member  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment would  assert  that  they  were 
true ;  and  whether,  if  they  were  ad- 
mitted to  be  false,  it  was  fitting — nay, 
whether  it  was  not  a  public  scandal — 
that  five  Members  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment should  have  participated  in  and 
sanctioned  their  publication  by  retain- 
ing their  names  in  the  list  of  Yioe 
Presidents  of  the  Association  published 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Financial  Ee- 
form  Almanac  ? 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— (No.  176.) 

(The  Lord  Curling  ford.) 

BBPOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 
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The  Eakl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  an  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  accepted  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Lord 
Carlingford)  on  a  Motion  of  a  Peer 
sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  The  Bill  originally  proposed 
that  no  person  should  be  allowed  to  vote 
at  an  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians 
who  had  not  paid  his  rates  within  two 
months  of  the  election.  This  period  the 
Amendment  had  altered  to  one  month. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Milltown)  took  excep- 
tion to  the  change,  as  against  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Select  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House  to  whom  the  measure 
had  been  referred,  and  who  had  given 
it  the  closest  investigation.  He  pointed 
out  that  the  noble  Lord  who  ha4 
brought  forward  the  Amendment  had 
not  been  a  Member  of  that  Committee, 
and  complained  that  a  private  opinion 
of  that  kind  had  been  preferred  to  that 
of  a  Select  Committee.  He  moved  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  one  month,"  in 
order  to  insert  '^  two  months.'' 

Amendment  movedf 

In  page  4,  line  12,  to  leave  out  ("one 
month,")  and  insert  (**two  months.")— (TA* 
£art  of  Milltown.) 

Lord  CAELINaFOED  said,  he  would 
assent  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  iuhii- 
tuted  accordingly. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

PROTECTION  OF  YOUNG  GIRLS— 
A  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 
QTTBSTION.      OBSEEVATIONS. 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
they  would  take  into  consideration  the 
propriety  of  appointing  a  !Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  the  expediency 
of  further  legislation  for  the  protection 
of  young  girls  ?  said,  the  interest  their 
Lordships  had  taken  in  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill  during  three  suc- 
cessive Sessions,  and  the  ample  dis- 
cussion that  had  been  given  to  its  de- 
tails, justified  him  in  calling  attention 
to  the  present  and  the  future  aspect  of 
this  question.  The  Bill  passed  by  their 
Lordships  could  give  only  an  inadequate 
protection  to  girls  from  the  deceits,  de- 
vices, and  violence  to  which  they  were 
exposed ;  but  it  went  as  far  as  the  facts 
obtained  by  the  Committee  in   1881-2 


seemed  in  public  opinion  to  justify. 
The  Committee  reported  the  most  im- 
portant evidence  they  could  find  at  that 
time.  It  was  startling  and  painful,  and 
gave  a  shock  to  the  complacency  and 
false  estimates  prevailing  generally  in 
the  mind  of  the  public.  It  aroused  a 
number  of  earnest  men  and  women  to  a 
fuller  investigation  of  the  horrible  facts 
which  were  partially  indicated  by  that 
evidence;  many  associations  and  com- 
mittees went  to  work  in  good  earnest, 
and  at  last  the  discovery  of  cruel  fraud, 
violence,  and  imprisonment  in  private 
houses,  unknown  and  hitherto  unbe- 
lievable by  ordinary  people,  had  stimu- 
lated a  desire  for  more  adequate  reme- 
dies to  remove  the  shame  of  the  imper- 
fection of  our  law.  The  success  of  the 
first  inquiry  in  suggesting  legislation 
fitted  to  meet  the  criminal  acts  proved 
to  exist  pointed  to  the  appointment  of  a 
further  inquiry  and  the  further  raising 
of  the  dark  veil  which  had  hidden  these 
abominable  cruelties  from  the  know- 
ledge of  the  makers  of  the  law.  This 
inquiry  ought  to  be  directed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  not  left  to  the  direction 
and  irresponsible  impulses  of  private 
persons.  If  the  Government  declined  to 
satisfy  the  demands  of  the  public  of  all 
classes  for  a  complete  investigation  of 
the  nature  and  extent  of  these  criminal 
practices,  if  it  should  ignore  its  respon- 
sibility, then  probably  the  responsibility 
ignored  by  the  Gt)vemment  would  be 
taken  up  by  individuals  as  a  conscien- 
tious duty  of  mercy  and  protection  to- 
wards tens  or  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
weak  and  helpless  girls.  The  most 
prominent  of  the  facts  was  the  or- 
ganized trade  in  human  flesh.  It  was 
increasing  and  acquiring  more  influence 
than  any  other  trade  except  that  of  beer 
and  spirits.  It  might  be  said — '*  Do  not 
interfere  with  free  trade ;  "  but  this  was 
a  trade  in  stolen  goods,  and  was  worse 
than  the  Slave  Trade.  The  girls  were 
kidnapped  and  imprisoned  by  force, 
and  were  more  injured  than  any  negro 
slaves.  The  object  of  the  Commission 
would  be  not  to  interfere  with  vice  be- 
tween willing  and  responsible  parties, 
but  with  that  vice  which  became  crime 
by  the  employment  of  fraud  and  force. 
The  public  was  looking  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  deal  effectually  with  this  dread- 
ful subject.  It  grieved  those  who  had 
hearts  to  feel  for  the  oppressed  and  con- 
sciences to  protest  against  the  weakness 
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of  the  law  which  allowed  such  tyranny 
as  now  existed  to  go  on  unchecked.  The 
public  looked  to  their  Lordships  as  the 
hereditary  Eepresentatives  of  the  chivalry 
of  England.  St.  George  had  become 
the  Patron  Saint  of  England  because  he 
conquered  in  his  fight  for  the  liberty 
and  purity  of  woman,  and  rescued  her 
from  the  devouring  appetite  of  the 
dragon  of  lust.  Their  Lordships  would 
not  be  defeated  in  their  endeavours  for 
the  legal  protection  of  suffering  and 
injured  young  women. 

The  paymaster  GENERAL  (Earl 
Beauohakp)  said  that,  while  he  sympa- 
thized with  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord, 
he  must  confess  he  did  not  quite  under- 
stand the  motives  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
asking  for  such  an  inquiry.  The  noble 
Lord  must  be  aware  that  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill,  which  had  three 
times  passed  their  Lordships'  House, 
was  now  before  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  the  noble  Lord  meant  by  his  inquiry 
that  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  withdrawn,  he  had 
to  state  that  such  was  not  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  already  expressed  the  hope 
in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the  Bill 
would  be  passed  into  law  with  certain 
modifications;  and  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
of  Parliament  or  with  the  courtesy  due 
to  the  other  House  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  be  asked  to  appoint 
a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  a 
subject  dealt  with  in  a  measure  sent 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons.  A 
great  deal  of  evidence  had  recently 
been  brought  before  the  public,  and 
how  far  that  was  trustworthy  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  ;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  a  Royal  Commission 
had  no  power  whatever  to  examine 
witnesses  upon  oath,  and  he  thought 
it  would  generally  be  agreed  that 
any  further  inquiry  into  this  subject 
should  be  in  a  form  under  which  the 
evidence  given  should  be  under  the 
sanction  aud  authority  of  an  oath.  He 
did  not  think  that  any  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  by  further  inquiry 
at  the  present  moment  not  on  oath. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  keenly 
alive  to  the  evils  to  which  he  referred ; 
but  the  view  he  took  upon  this  matter 
was  that,  even  supposing  it  would  be 

Lord  Mount-Temple 


right  and  proper  to  interfere  with  the 
measure  now  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, no  useful  purpose  would  be  served 
by  taking  further  evidence  on  this  sub- 
ject except  under  the  responsibility  of 
an  oath.  With  regard  to  the  law  of 
this  matter,  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  the  House  of  Lords  had 
not  shown  themselves  insensible  of  their 
duties  on  the  question.  They  had  three 
times  sent  a  Bill  upon  this  subject  to 
the  other  House,  and  each  time  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  rejection  of  that 
measure  had  rested  upon  the  shoulders 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  not  upon 
their  Lordships'  House. 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE  said,  he  did 
not  expect  that  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  to  issue  a  Commission  im- 
mediately ;  but  they  were  near  the  end 
of  the  Session,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  consider  the  ques- 
tion after  the  Session  was  over. 

SEA  FISHERIES   (SCOTLAND)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  102.) 
{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie,) 
COMMITTBE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Fishery  Board  may  make 
bye-laws  prohibiting  or  regulating  trawl- 
ing within  defined  areas). 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  -said,  that 
whenever  this  Bill  came  under  conside- 
ration he  looked  with  curiosity  at  the 
countenance  of  his  noble  Friend  on  the 
Cross  Benches  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss), 
who  was  President  of  the  Property  and 
Liberty  Defence  Association.  Some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  of  a  very 
arbitrary  character.  Under  the  4th 
clause,  as  he  read  it,  the  Fishery  Board 
in  Edinburgh  might  prohibit  absolutely 
over  the  whole  coast  of  Scotland,  within 
the  three-mile  limit,  the  great  industry 
of  steam  trawling.  That  clause  ran  as 
follows : — 

**  When  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  are 
satisfied  that  an^  mode  of  fishing  in  any  part 
of  the  sea  adjoining  Scotland,  and  within  the 
exclusive  fishery  limits  of  the  British  Island,  is 
injurious  to  any  kind  of  sea  fishing  within  that 
part,  or  where  it  appears  desirable  to  make  ex- 
periments or  ohservations  with  the  view  of  as- 
certaining whether  any  particular  mode  of  fish- 
ing is  injurious,  or  for  the  purpose  of  fish  culture, 
or  experiments  in  fish  culture,  the  Fishery  Board 
may  make  bye-lawe  for  reetricting  or  prohihit« 
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icg,  either  entirely  or  Bobject  to  such  regula- 
tions as  may  bo  provided  by  the  bye-law,  any 
method  of  fishing  for  sea  Ush  witlun  the  said 
part." 

This  really  was  a  very  serious  question. 
The  supply  of  fish  in  this  country  de- 
pended very  much  on  the  industry  of 
steam  trawling.  Personally,  he  was  in- 
terested, not  in  steam  trawling,  but  in 
line  fishing,  and  this  was  a  Bill  for  the 
protection  of  the  line  fishings.  Per- 
sonally, his  sympathies  were  entirely 
with  the  line  fishers ;  but  he  must  say 
it  was  really  a  most  formidable  thing 
that  the  Fishery  Board  should  be  given 
arbitrary  power  to  make  bye-laws  to 
stop  steam  trawling  over  the  whole 
coast  of  Scotland.  He'  had  great  con- 
fidence in  the  Scottish  Fishery  Board. 
It  was  composed  of  very  distinguished 
men,  many  of  them  Sheriffs,  who  were 
well  acquainted  with  the  law;  and  he 
hardly  supposed  that  they  would  venture 
to  issue  a  bye-law  prohibiting  steam 
trawling,  for  example,  in  the  Firth  of 
Forth.  Take  the  case  of  the  Firth  of 
Forth.  An  enormous  supply  of  fish  had 
been  got  within  recent  years  from  the 
Firth  of  Forth  by  steam  trawling.  His 
noble  Friend  knew  very  well  that  a  very 
small  part  indeed  of  the  area  of  the  Firth 
of  Forth  was  beyond  the  three-mile  dis- 
tance from  one  shore  to  the  other ;  and, 
therefore,  under  this  clause  the  Fishery 
Board  might  prohibit  steam  trawling 
over  the  whole  area  of  the  Firth  of 
Forth,  and  the  only  security  they  had 
was  that  the  bye-law  must  have  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  Sub- 
ject to  that  restriction,  an  absolute  pro- 
hibition might  be  put  upon  that  industry. 
But  if  such  a  bye-law  wore  issued,  he 
did  not  think  so  violent  an  order  would 
be  sanctioned  by  any  Secretary  of  State. 
Still,  where  a  power  of  that  kind  existed, 
the  pressure  that  would  be  brought 
upon  the  Board  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  by  local  interests  would  be  very 
great  indeed ;  and  under  the  new  con- 
stituencies it  might  be  much  greater 
than  it  would  be  imder  the  present  cir- 
cumstances. Only  the  other  day  he  re- 
ceived a  very  interesting  letter  from  a 
working  man,  who  appealed  to  him  whe- 
ther it  was  not  possible  to  devise  some 
means  by  which  a  larger  quantity  of 
fish  could  be  brought  cheaply  into  the 
market  for  the  consumption  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  Having  read  that  letter,  he 
took  up   2'he  Scotsman  newspaper,  and 


the  first  tiling  he  saw  was  the  speech  of 
a  new  candidate  for  a  Scotch  constitu- 
ency, in  which  it  so  happened  there  was 
a  considerable  number  of  fishing  vil- 
lages. As  was  common  in  such  circum- 
stances, he  addressed  himself  to  the 
voters  in  these  fishing  villages,  and  he 
actually  propounded  a  scheme  by  which 
it  should  be  made  lawful  for  the  Fishery 
Board  that  whenever  a  steam  trawler 
came  into  a  port  with  a  large  cargo  of 
fish,  and  could  not  prove  that  these  fish 
had  been  taken  beyond*  the  three-mile 
limit,  the  cargo  should  be  sent  away 
and  allowed  to  be  spoiled  rather  than 
sold.  He  would  not  venture  to  name 
the  candidate  nor  the  constituency ;  he 
only  put  forward  this  instance  to  show 
that  there  would  be  very  great  local 
pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  every 
existing  Government,  and  every  existing 
Fishery  Board,  to  shut  up  large  areas  of 
the  sea  against  steam  trawlers  if  the  Bill 
passed  as  it  stood.  His  attention  was 
only  drawn  to  this  lately,  and  he  should 
be  sorry  to  oppose  a  Bill  like  this,  with 
many  good  .parts  in  it,  without  hearing 
the  interpretation  which  his  noble  Friend 
put  upon  this  clause.  He  would  only 
say  that  it  seemed  to  him  almost  a 
novelty  to  give  such  an  enormous  arbi- 
trary power  as  this. 

The  Eaei.  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  that 
the  Bill  was  based  upon  the  Beport  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Trawling,  of 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  Chair- 
man. The  Commission  was  originally 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  injury 
which  the  line  fishermen  asserted  had 
been  done  to  their  industry  by  steam 
trawling.  They  had  some  scientific  evi- 
dence, and  that  evidence  went  to  prove 
that  it  was  quite  possible  for  inclosed 
spaces,  such  as  St.  Andrew's  Bay,  and 
perhaps  the  Firth  of  Forth,  to  sufi'er 
from  over-fishing  generally.  Professor 
Macintosh  gave,  as  one  reason  why  fish 
had  60  much  decreased  in  size  of  late 
years  in  St.  Andrew's  Bay,  was  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  time,  after  one 
period  of  vigorous  trawling,  for  the  fish 
to  recover  their  size  before  there  was 
another  trawling;  and  it  seemed  to 
the  Commission  desirable  that  experi- 
ments should  be  made  to  show  to  what 
extent  a  given  spot  of  the  sea  could  be 
trawled  or  fished  out,  and  also  how  long 
it  would  be  necessary  to  give  it  rest  be- 
fore it  recovered  its  original  fertility. 
The  clause  to  which  the  noble  Duke 
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referred  was  inserted  for  the  express 
purpose  of  giving  the  Fishery  Board 
that  power.  Professor  Macintosh  had, 
at  the  request  of  the  Commission,  con- 
ducted experiments  extending  over  a 
period  of  eight  months  ;  and  if  the  Bill 
passed  the  Fishery  Board  would  eon- 
tinue  them,  and  exclude  trawlinfr  within 
the  territorial  waters  of  the  Firth  of 
Forth,  St*  Andrew's  Bay,  and  a  part  of 
the  tea  known  as  Aberdeen  Bay.  There 
were  experimental  stations  at  Granton 
and  St.  Andrew's ;  it  therefore  seemed 
very  desirable  that  those  districts  should 
be  chosen  for  experiments.  The  Bill, 
while  it  gave  power  to  exclude  trawling, 
also  gave  power  to  prohibit  any  kind  of 
fishing  in  order  that  the  experiments 
might  be  properly  carried  out.  He  ad- 
mitted the  powers  were  large ;  but  he 
had  been  in  communication  with  the 
Fishery  Board,  and  he  considered  the 
Board  was  likely  to  exercise  them  in  a 
reasonable  manner;  and  he  hoped, 
whatever  guarantees  the  House  exacted 
in  order  that  these  powers  should  not  be 
misused,  that  they  would,  at  all  events, 
leave  it  to  the  Fishery  Board  to  make 
these  experiments. 

The  Maeqijess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
that  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
he  had  taken  exception  to  this  clause. 
As  it  stood,  the  powers  of  the  Fishery 
Board  could  be  exercised  entirely  at 
their  own  discretion.  Probably  these 
powers  would  be  exercised  at  present  in 
a  proper  way ;  but  there  was  no  gua- 
rantee whatever  for  the  future  that  they 
would  not  exercise  them  in  a  manner 
which  would  be  disastrous  to  the  trawl- 
ing industry  of  Scotland.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  it  was  a  very  large  in- 
dustry ;  but  it  was  one  that  was  grow- 
ing, and  one  upon  which  the  fish  supply 
for  a  large  portion  of  the  country  would 
in  an  increasing  degree  depend.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Duke  would  be  able  to 
give  the  House  some  indication  of  the 
manner  in  which  a  guarantee  could  be 
obtained  from  the  Fishery  Board,  as  to 
the  way  in  which  they  would  exercise 
these  powers  in  future.  The  powers 
ought  to  be  clearly  defined,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, more  limited. 

The  Eakl  of  WEMYSS  said,  the 
reason  why  he  had  not  objected  to  the 
provision  of  this  clause  was  because, 
living  on  the  East  Coast,  he  saw  the  de- 
vastation caused  by  the  trawlers,  which 
oame  close  in  shore  amcmg  the  nets  and 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie 


lines  of  the  fishermen,  who  pursued  an 
industry  which  was  the  nursery  of  the 
seamen  for  our  Navy.  It  appeared  to 
him,  in  consequence  of  the  destruction 
of  small  fish  and  bait  beds,  and  the  in- 
jury to  their  nets  and  lines — leading  to 
bad  feeling  between  these  hardy  fisher- 
men and  the  trawlers,  and  even  to  blows 
at  times — that  there  was  a  case  for  the 
intervention  of  the  State.  The  relation 
of  the  net  and  line  fisheries  was  like  that 
of  a  waggon  to  a  railway,  and  perhaps 
95  per  cent  of  the  fish  that  oame  to 
London  was  trawled;  but  the  trawlers 
went  out  1 00  miles  to  sea.  Whether  the 
powers  in  question  were  excessive  or 
not  he  did  not  pretend  to  say ;  but  if 
sufficient  security  was  not  given  by  the 
publicity  provided  and  the  assent  of  a 
Secretary  of  State,  perhaps  his  noble 
Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  pro- 
vide some  further  protection  against  the 
abuse  by  the  Board  of  the  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  entrusted  to  it  to  the  pre- 
judice of  the  rights  of  trawlers. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TEADE  (The  Duke  of  Richmoio)  and 
Gordon)  said,  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  was  not  present  when 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was 
moved,  or  he  would  have  heard  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Dal- 
housie) give  very  satisfactory  reasons  for 
the  measure.  Anyone  who  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  read  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Earl  would  become  aware  of  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  damage  which  had  been 
done  to  the  line  and  net  fishers  by  the 
trawlers ;  and  he  was  not  at  all  surprised 
that  the  result  arrived  at  by  the  Com- 
mission was  that  some  such  step  as  this 
was  necessary  to  prevent  the  line  and 
net  fishing  from  being  entirely  destroyed. 
The  Commission  took  evidence  in  various 
parts  of  Scotland,  from  the  extreme  North 
to  the  extreme  South,  and  examined  seve- 
ral witnesses  who  could  scarcely  speak 
the  English  language ;  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  he  thought  the  evidence  com- 
pletely justified  the  noble  Earl  in  intro- 
ducing this  Bill.  There  were  one  or  two 
points  which  he  thought  required  amend- 
ment, and  he  had  put  down  some  Amend- 
ments which  he  should  move  presently. 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
would  see  that  whatever  bye-law  was 
proposed  to  be  made  by  the  Fishery 
Board  should  not  have  validity  until  it 
was  confirmed  by  one  prinoipal  Seore- 
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tary  of  State;  and  he  thought  they 
might  fairly  conclude  that  no  Secretary 
of  State  would  give  his  consent  to  a  bye- 
law  unless  it  was  proved  to  him  to  be 
necessary,  and  did  not  have  a  prejudicial 
effect  on  any  interest  concerned.  It  was 
stated  that  in  consequence  of  the  opera- 
tions of  trawlers  in  particular  districts 
line  and  net  fishers  would  find  their 
occupation  gone  unless  they  were  pro- 
tected,  and  these  were  the  men  who,  as 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss) 
observed,  were  really  a  nursery  for  the 
Navy  of  this  country.  He  was  not  pre- 
pareid  at  present  to  limit  the  operation 
of  the  clause ;  but  he  should  not  be  un- 
willing to  accept  any  words  which  would 
satisfy  the  public  that  it  would  not  have 
the  very  large  effect  which  the  noble 
Duke  apprehended. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Duke  would  withdraw 
his  opposition  to  the  clause.  It  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  some  such  clause 
should  be  passed.  There  was  no  allega- 
tion that  trawling  destroyed  small  lish 
and  spawn.  The  trawling  net  was  a  most 
efficient  instrument  for  catching  fish. 
The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  compare 
the  result  at  those  places  on  the  coast 
where  trawling  was  in  full  force  with 
the  result  at  those  places  where  trawling 
had  been  temporarily  suspended.  What 
they  wanted  to  do  was  to  find  out  whe- 
ther trawling  oyerfished  a  given  place, 
and  to  what  extent  it  did  so. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  he 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  to 
divide. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  tOy  with 
Amendments. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrow;  and  'BiW  to  he  printed 
as  amei^ded.     (No.  192.) 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING 

CLASSES  (ENGLAND)  BILL.— (No.  177.) 

( The  Marques*  of  Salisbury.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Coihmittee  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
Bill."— (TAtf  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
before  the  House  went  into  Committee 


on  the  Bill  he  desired  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  some  objectionable  provisions 
which  it  contained.  In  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  his  noble 
Friend  in  feeling  and  touching  words 
had  referred  to  the  sufferings  and  pri- 
vations of  the  working  classes,  especially 
in  the  Metropolis,  from  the  want  of 
healthy  and  sufficient  accommodation. 
Words  such  as  those  could  not  fail  to 
reach  the  heart  of  every  one  of  their 
Lordships.  He,  for  one,  did  not  desire 
to  be  understood  as  differing  from  the 
great  majority  of  the  House  in  this  re- 
spect. They  all  knew  the  history  of  the 
Bill.  Two  years  ago  his  noble  Friend 
wrote  a  very  able  article  on  the  subject. 
In  consequence  of  the  public  interest 
excited  on  this  question  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission was  appointed,  which  had  issued 
a  Eeport.  The  people  of  this  country 
were  deeply  indebted  to  the  Boyal 
Prince  and  the  other  Members  of  that 
Commission,  which  sat  for  something 
like  70  days.  The  present  Bill  was  the 
result  of  that  Commission.  Now,  there 
were  two  classes  of  provisions  in  the 
BiU.  The  first  consisted  of  the  sani- 
tary, and  what  he  might  call  the  destruc- 
tive clauses ;  and  the  second  were  those 
which  dealt  with  the  housing  of  the 
poor  and  the  construction  of  houses  for 
them.  He  should  be  the  last  person  to 
object  to  the  sanitary  proposals  of  the 
Bill.  It  was,  and  had  been,  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Legislature  to  get  rid  of 
insanitary  or  pest-generating  houses. 
This  was  necessary,  not  only  with  a  view 
to  the  health  of  those  who  lived  in  them, 
but  for  the  sake  of  the  surrounding  in- 
habitants. If  the  existing  law  was 
insufficient  or  not  properly  enforced,  it 
was  desirable  that  improvement  of  the 
law  or  its  machinery  should  be  effected. 
To  these  provisions  he  had  no  objection; 
but  there  was  another  and  totally  dis- 
tinct set  of  provisions  which  involved 
what  he  could  not  but  consider  dangerous 
doctrines.  In  one  of  these  provisions 
was  really  involved  the  question  of 
*' prairie  value."  He  referred  to  the 
provision  by  which  public  bodies  were 
enabled  to  sell  public  property  for  less 
than  its  value  for  a  special  purpose. 
The  same  principle  was  extended  to  pri- 
vate owners  when  the  life  tenants  of 
settled  estates  were  enabled  to  sell  parts 
of  the  settled  estate  for  less  than  its 
full  value  for  the  erection  of  labourers' 
dwellings.    This  aspect  of  the  case  had 
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not  escaped  the  attention  of  all  the  Com- 
missioners, for  Mr.  Goschen  made  a 
pointed  reference  to  it,  and  spoke  of 
these  proposals  as  being  in  the  nature  of 
a  **  State  subsidy."  It  was  really  a  State 
subsidy,  whether  it  was  done  directly  by 
the  State  or  by  the  Municipality.  The 
Scotch  evidence  before  the  Commission 
was  hostile  to  such  proposals.  He 
hoped  his  countrymen  were  not  harder- 
hearted  than  Englishmen ;  but  they  were 
perhaps  harder-headed.  He  was  glad 
to  find  that  one  witness  who  spoke  on 
behalf  of  the  Trades  Council  took  the 
same  yiew  as  being  the  view  of  the 
working  classes,  and  condemned  the  pro- 
posal to  give  aid  in  this  way  for  work- 
men's dwellings  from  the  resources  of 
the  State  or  the  Municipality.  Some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  dangerous, 
and  would,  if  carried  into  effect,  defeat 
their  own  end,  inasmuch  as  they  would 
put  an  end  to  that  private  enterprize 
which  had  been  the  cause  of  the  success 
of  all  great  undertakings  in  this  country. 
It  should  be  known  that  one  Company 
alone  had  expended  £12,000,000  in 
erecting  this  class  of  dwellings,  which 
paid  £5  per  cent.  He  hoped  the  Bill 
before  it  left  their  Lordships'  House 
would  be  divided  into  two  parts,  one  of 
which  might  be  passed  this  Session,  and 
the  other  be  left  over  for  consideration 
to  another  Session.  The  questions  raised 
in  the  Bill  were  so  important  that  he 
did' not  think  they  ought  to  be  passed 
by  their  Lordships  in  a  hurry  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Seseion. 

The  Eael  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  deep  sympathy 
with  the  noble  movement  which  had 
been  inaugurated  by  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury).  The  evils 
which  were  disclosed  by  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Royal  Commission 
were  little  short  of  a  scandal  to  their 
civilization,  and  constituted  a  real  danger 
to  the  commonwealth.  Although  he 
could  not  entirely  agree  with  some 
of  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  Friend  on  the  Cross 
Benches  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss),  still  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  was  a  somewhat 
dangerous  extension  of  the  very  large 
powers  already  given  under  the  Settled 
Lands  Act. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  remarks  of  his  noble  Friends  had 
been,  on  the  whole,  so  friendly  to  the 
BiU  that  he  did  not  think  he  should  be 

The  Earl  of  Wemyss 


right  in  discussing,  while  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  still  on  the  Woolsack, 
certain  matters  of  detail  which  had*  been 
brought  forward.  There  were  only  two 
remarks  that  he  wished  to  make  with 
respect  to  something  which  was  said  at 
the  close  of  his  remarks  by  his  noble 
Friend  on  the  Cross  Benches.  In  the 
first  place,  this  was  not  a  Government 
Bill,  and  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
were  not  more  responsible  for  it  than 
anybody  else.  Consequently,  he  had 
not  availed  himself  of  those  means  of 
obtaining  support  for  it  which  it  was 
usual  to  obtain  in  the  case  of  Govern- 
ment Bills.  And  not  only  was  this 
not  a  Government  Bill,  but  it  was  not 
a  Bill  that  was  introduced  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Conservative  Party,  be- 
cause, if  it  had  been  brought  forward 
for  that  purpose,  his  noble  Friend  would 
have  had  to  account  for  the  phenomenon 
of  its  having  been  carried  through  the 
House  of  Commons  by  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke,  who  certainly  was  not  likely  to 
advance  the  interests  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party.  The  truth  was  that  the  Bill 
was  not  intended  to  advance  the  interests 
of  any  Party  in  either  House.  He  would 
say  no  more  at  present  about  the  Bill. 
As  to  the  particular  clauses  to  which  his 
two  noble  Friends  had  objected,  they 
would  be  more  fitly  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clauses  1  and  2  severedly  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Provision  respecting  sites 
of  certain  Metropolitan  prisons). 

Lord  BRA M WELL  said,  this  clause 
appeared  to  him  to  be  very  objectionable. 
It  provided  that,  in  the  event  of  two 
prisons  being  no  longer  used  as  prisons, 
they  might  be  sold — that  at  Millbank 
by  the  Government,  and  that  at  Clerken- 
well  by  the  Middlesex  magistrates.  They 
were  to  be  sold,  however,  not  at  the 
market  value,  but  for  such  a  price  as 
would  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  without  serious  loss — and  what 
would  be  serious  loss  was  almost  as  dif- 
ficult to  put  a  meaning  upon  as  "  fair 
rent " — to  appropriate  the  sites  for  the 
purpose  of  labouring  class  dwelling^. 
He  had  no  fear  of  the  Justices  of  the 
County  of  Middlesex  putting  that  Act 
in  force  ;  but  he  was  not  so  sure  of  the 
Government.  If  these  powers  were  acted 
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upon,  the  consequence  would  be  that 
these  properties  would  be  sold  at  an 
inferior  price;  and  the  difference  be- 
tween that  and  a  fair  price  would  be 
given,  in  effect,  to  the  working  classes 
of  the  Metropolis.  Why  those  persons 
should  be  given  an  improvement,  at  the 
expense  of  other  people,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand.  Such  a  thing  seemed 
to  him  altogether  wrong,  and  he  con- 
fessed he  could  not  understand  it.  It 
was  really  taking  money  from  the  nation 
at  large,  and  giving  it  to  a  part.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  proposal  was  a  Socialistic 
one,  although  it  certainly  appeared  to 
have  somewhat  of  a  Socialistic  hue  or 
character  about  it,  which,  perhaps, 
would  not  be,  with  some,  an  objection 
to  it  nowadays.  But  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  the  most  profitable  one  that 
could  be  adopted.  It  would  be  better 
to  sell  the  property  for  what  it  would 
fetch  in  the  open  market,  and  then  to 
hand  over  a  portion  of  the  sum  so 
realized  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  build 
on  cheaper  sites  without  serious  loss. 

Thb  Makquessoj  SALISBUEYsaid, 
that  the  point  raised  by  the  latter  part 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  argu- 
ment had  not  escaped  the  attention  of 
the  Commission.  Indeed,  it  had  been  the 
subject  of  a  great  deal  of  anxious  con- 
sideration. He  was  not  sure  that  the 
plan  proposed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  might  not  be  the  more  efficient ; 
but  it  would  involve  a  far  larger  scheme 
than  that  proposed  by  the  Bill,  which 
only  authorized  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  apply  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  to  a  part  instead  of  to  the 
whole  of  the  sites  mentioned  to  this  par- 
ticular purpose.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  said,  in  effect,  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposal  as  far  as  Cold- 
bath  Fields  was  concerned,  because  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  Justices  of  Mid- 
dlesex would  take  good  care  of  them- 
selves, but  that  he  was  afraid  of  what  the 
Treasury  might  do.  That  showed  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  did  not  know  the 
character  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  that  if  the  Justices  whipped  us 
with  whips,  the  Treasury  whipped  us 
with  scorpions  on  matters  of  economy. 
Therefore  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
need  be  under  no  apprehension  of  ex- 
travagance on  the  part  of  the  Treasury. 
He  folly  admitted  that  the  effect  of  this 


clause  would  be  to  give  these  sites,  or 
portions  of  them,  at  prices  somewhat 
lower  than  they  would  fetch  in  the  open 
market.  It  was  a  matter  of  common 
knowledge  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  had  spent  enormous  sums  in 
obtaining  sites  for  the  purpose  of  car- 
rying out  the  provisions  of  the  Artizans' 
Dwelhngs  Act,  with  the  result  that  very 
heavy  burdens  had  been  cast  upon  the 
working  classes.  Therefore,  by  lessen- 
ing the  cost  of  the  sites  to  be  appropri- 
ated to  building  dwellings  for  the  work- 
ing classes  a  benefit  would  be  conferred 
upon  the  ratepayers.  With  reference 
to  the  question  of  principle  which  had 
been  raised  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  he  wished  to  say  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  very  fairly  asked 
how  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  was 
justified  in  giving  that  which,  in  the 
long  run,  was  undoubtedly  public  pro- 
perty to  the  benefit  of  a  particular  class. 
His  reply  to  that  question  was  that  the 
State  was  now  asked  to  undo  the  evil  it 
itself  had  done.  He  had  a  great  belief 
in  the  doctrine  of  laiatn-fatre  \  but  it 
ought  to  be  applied  impartially  on  both 
sides.  If  he  might  venture  to  take  ex- 
ception to  the  doctrine  as  it  appeared  in 
the  hands  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
and  his  noble  Friend  it  was  a  doctrine 
in  operation  only  so  long  as  it  was  a 
question  of  the  State  giving  something, 
and  it  never  came  up  when  it  was  a 
question  of  the  State  taking  something. 
What  the  State  had  done  for  London 
was  that  it  had  authorized  the  forcible 
seizure  of  large  blocks  of  territory  on 
which  houses  were  formerly  built,  and 
on  which  the  population  formerly  lived. 
It  had,  for  objects  that  were  good  no 
doubt,  cast  out  this  population  from 
their  dwellings  and  thrown  them  on  the 
general  market  for  dwelling  places  in 
London.  Thus  the  spaces  left  had  been 
crowded  more  and  more ;  and  if  there 
was  enormous  pressure  on  the  space, 
Acts  of  Parliament  were  in  many  cases 
responsible.  They  could  not  wipe  this 
legislation  and  its  results  out  with  a 
mere  expression  of  regret,  nor  could  they 
say  to  the  population — **  You  must  take 
your  chance  ;  our  doctrines  are  too  pure, 
our  political  economy  too  high,  to  give 
you  any  assistance."  They  must  come 
into  court  with  the  doctrine  of  lainn- 
faire  when  they  had  dean  hands.  But 
taking  a  less  high  ground,  although  a 
very  important  one,  he  might  say  that 
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it  was  the  moral  duty  of  employers— a 
duty  which  had  been  very  extensively 
fulfilled  in  many  parts  of  the  country — 
to  provide  for  the  accommodation  of 
those  whom  they  employed.  And  if 
that  was  the  case  of  private  employers, 
it  was  still  more  so  in  the  case  of  the 
State,  which  was  the  largest  employer 
of  labour  of  any,  and  had  done  far  more 
than  the  others  to  bring  large  numbers 
of  persons  into  a  single  centre. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Marquess  had  offered 
a  very  fair  defence  of  the  clause  ;  but  he 
ventured  to  suggest  to  his  noble  Friend 
that  the  words  in  the  clause,  **  without 
incurring  a  serious  lo3s,"  were  words  far 
from  capable  of  a  judicial  interpretion. 
It  was  an  objectionable  practice  to  in- 
troduce into  an  Act  of  Parliament  col- 
loquial expressions  which  were  not 
capable  of  judicial  interpretation ;  and  he 
would  suggest  to  his  noble  Friend  that 
these  words  might  be  left  out  with  per- 
fect safely  to  the  Bill.  In  many  large 
towns  land  had  been  acquired  by  the 
Corporations  for  the  purpose  of  build- 
ing dwellings  for  the  working  classes, 
and  this  had  been  done  under  the  exist- 
ing law. 

The  Makqttess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  would  not  defend  the  words,  because 
he  should  have  preferred  the  words  **  at 
a  price  not  below  the  original  cost  of 
the  land."  He  would  bring  up  an 
Amendment  on  the  Report. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  this 
was  merely  an  enlargement  of  the  prin- 
ciple already  in  force.  The  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  already  suffered 
great  loss  on  the  works  carried  out.  Who 
would  have  to  pay  that?  'Why  the 
ratepayers.  He  might  also  point  out  that 
many  of  the  works,  such  as  railways, 
&c.,  for  which  large  portions  of  the 
populations  had  been  displaced,  had 
been  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  of  the 
community. 

LoED  BRAMWELL  said,  he  had 
heard  the  statement  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess with  the  greatest  alarm ;  but  he 
was  more  than  surprised  that  the  noble 
Duke  should  also  have  given  expression 
to  the  same  opinion,  especially  when  he 
considered  the  noble  Duke's  views  on 
Irish  legislation.  It  came  to  this — 
whenever  a  condition  of  things  existed 
of  which  people  complained,  they  might 
ascribe  it  to  the  effect  of  legislation  and 
government,  and  demand  amends  from 
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the  State.  In  Ireland  they  had  seen  the 
principle  applied  in  an  extraordinary 
manner. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  :  But  see  the 
condition  of  things  then. 

Lord  BRAMWELL:  See  the  con- 
dition  of  things  now.  They  were  told 
that  there  was  justification  for  that 
legislation,  because  Ireland  was  within 
a  measurable  distance  of  rebellion. 
Had  that  distance  decreased  by  the 
Land  Act?  The  principle  would  be 
next  taken  advantage  of  by  the  Crofters, 
who  would  say — "  Look  at  the  condition 
of  things  in  which  we  are.  We  are 
suffering  owing  to  the  previous  acts  of 
Government  and  its  legislation  ;  and  we 
call,  therefore,  for  an  indemnity  from 
the  State."  He  protested  that  there  was 
not  a  grievance  of  which  any  man  could 
complain  in  this  country  which  could  vbe 
in  any  way  attributed  to  the  legislation 
of  the  country,  for  which  indemnity 
would  not  be  asked  if  this  doctrine  pre- 
vailed. It  was  as  great  a  piece  of 
Socialism  as  he  had  ever  heard  of. 

Earl  FORTESOUE  complained  of 
the  injustice  proposed  to  be  done  by 
the  Bill  in  making  any  part  of  the  ex- 
penses fall  on  one  particular  class  of 
property  alone  ;  for  rates  could  no  longer 
be  levied  on  any  but  real  property. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  ratepayers  had  nothing  on  earth  to 
do  with  this  clause.  It  had  reference  to 
taxes,  not  rates. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
their  Lordships  were  treading  on  very 
dangerous  ground.  Could  anyone  say 
that  there  was  no  danger  in  connection 
with  the  condition  of  the  dwellings  in 
large  towns?  What  they  did  not  see 
was  how,  consistently  with  the  old  prin- 
ciples they  were  accustomed  to  act  on,  to 
remedy  this  evil.  Were  they  to  sit 
down  and  make  no  attempt?  Sooner 
than  leave  the  evil  unremedied,  he  was 
willing  to  accept  this  Bill,  although  he 
might  deem  it  faulty  in  some  degree. 
Let  them  feel  certain  of  this — ^that  the 
evils  which  existed  would  not  be  allowed 
to  continue  in  this  country  without  a  re- 
medy. If  they  had  not  found  the  remedy 
now,  they  would  have  to  find  it,  and  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  be  in* 
duoed  to  delay  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  pointed  to 
the  experience  of  Scotland,  as  shown  in 
the  evidence  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
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Classes.  The  President  of  the  Edinburgh 
Trade  Council  repudiated,  on  behalf  of 
the  working  men,  the  notion  that  the 
State  or  Munioipality  should  supply 
them  with  houses. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  wound  the 
national  feelings  of  the  noble  Lord; 
but  Edinburgh  was  not  so  large  as 
London. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Amendment  of  81  &  32 
Vict.  e.  130,  and  42  &  43  Vict.  c.  64). 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  said,  the  clause 
gave  power  to  the  Local  Government 
'  Board,  at  the  instance  of  a  crotchety 
medioal  officer  and  a  single  ratepayer, 
to  take  possession  of  and  to  pull  down 
houses,  without  any  of  the  formalities 
or  safeguards  which  were  necessary  in 
all  other  cases  before  compulsory  pos- 
session was  taken  of  land  for  public 
purposes. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  at  present  it  was  in  the  power  of 
a  Local  Authority,  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  officer  of  health,  to  compel 
the  demolition  of  premises  unfit  for 
human  habitation,  or  to  order  dangerous 
structures  to  be  pulled  down.  This 
clause  proposed,  where  the  Local  Autho- 
rity did  not  act,  that  its  place  should 
be  taken  by  the  Local  Government 
Board,  acting  on  the  complaints  of  an- 
other Local  Authority,  or  of  an  owner 
of  property,  and  after  having  instituted 
local  inquiry  through  one  of  its  Inspec- 
tors, and  having  received  a  Eeport 
favourable  to  their  action.  He  did  not 
think  that  any  less  securities  would 
exist  under  the  proposed  clause  than  at 
present;  but  it  was  undoubtedly  the 
fact  that  Torrens's  Act  was  not  now  put 
in  operation,  owing  to  disinclination  on 
the  part  of  the  Local  Authorities. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Kemaining  Clauses  agreed  tOy  with 
Amendments. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrow, 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  against 
the  third  reading,  unless  he  obtained  a 
satisfactory  explanation  from  the  noble 
Marquess  with  regard  to  certain  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill. 


LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
( The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.) 
(no.    184.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland) 

Earl  SPENOEE  said,  he  had  in- 
tended  to  make  some  remarks  on  this 
Bill ;  but  looking  to  the  lateness  of  the 
hour  he  would  defer  them  till  to-morrow, 
when  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  pro- 
posed to  go  into  Committee. 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  said,  that  while 
expressing  general  approval  of  the  Bill, 
and  acknowledging  the  excellent  motives 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  who  had 
introduced  it,  he  was  surprised  that  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord  should  have 
fallen  into  some  of  the  pitfalls  which 
were  to  be  discovered  in  the  Bill.  The 
Bill,  in  his  opinion,  was  too  confined — it 
was  not  bold  enough.  He  thought  there 
should  have  been  different  sections  sug- 
gested, or  that  there  should  have  been  an 
amplification  of  the  different  modes  of 
transfer  contained  in  the  existing  Acts 
relating  to  land  purchase.  Eunning 
roughly  and  rapidly  over  the  BQl  he 
wanted  to  know  the  exact  meaning  of 
Clause  2.  Did  it  mean  that  all  the  dif- 
ferent modes  of  transfer  from  the  owner 
to  tenant  contained  in  the  acts  mentioned 
were  to  be  governed  for  the  future,  if  this 
Bill  became  law,  by  the  new  terms  of 
advance,  interest,  repayment,  and,  above 
all,  deposit  guarantee?  If  so  very 
serious  complications  would  arise.  Then 
there  was  the  question  of  recoverable 
right.  How  was  it  to  be  defined? 
Surely  if  a  farm  was  put  up  to  auction, 
and  was  not  bought  by  the  owner  or  any- 
one else,  then  the  original  seller  should 
have  power  to  re-purchase  it ;  otherwise 
his  guarantee  woidd  be  unnecessarily  im- 
perilled and  in  all  probability  lost.  Such 
loose  wording  to  his  mind  was  very 
dangerous,  and  capable  of  producing  very 
serious  complications  if  improperly  con- 
strued— in  fact,  it  was  even  liable  to 
render  the  Bill  of  no  value.  Coming  to 
Clause  4,  he  thought  there  was  surely 
an  omission,  as  the  Tramways  Act  of 
1883  should  have  been  inserted,  inasmuch 
as  it  dealt  with  the  same  matter,  and  he 
should  move  an  Amendment  to  that  effect 
unless  that  was  otherwise  provided.  In 
Clause  5  he  thought  the  words  ''  that  a 
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registries  in  oonneotioii  with  the  Becord 
of  Title  Office  to  enable  people  living 
at  a  distance  from  Dublin  to  satisfy 
themselyes  as  to  the  title  of  any  par- 
ticular holding.  This  would  simplifj 
the  working  of  the  Bill  enormously, 
would  involve  no  extra  cost,  and  was,  in 
the  opinion  of  some  of  the  ablest  law- 
yers who  had  investigated  the  question, 
of  vital  necessity  to  the  rapid  and  clear 
working  of  the  Bill.  In  regard  to  Clause 
15,  he  thought  it  was  a  great  mistake  to 
place  any  charge  on  the  Irish  Church 
Surplus  Fund.  That  Fund  was  essentially 
a  local  fund  connected  with  Ireland. 
This  matter,  on  the  other  hand,  was  en- 
tirely an  Imperial  question,  and  must  be 
treated  as  such.  He  would  oppose  the 
clause  most  strenuously  in  Committee, 
and  hoped  that  in  the  other  House  every 
effort  would  be  made  to  remove  it  from 
the  Bill.  This  surplus  fund,  although  it 
was  a  paltry  sum,  could  be  well  applied 
to  local  exigencies  such  as  education, 
technical  or  otherwise ;  and  as  an  Irish- 
man he  felt  bound  to  resist  the  applica- 
tion of  this  local  fund  to  an  Imperial 
question.  As  long  as  Ireland  contributed 
to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  she  was  en- 
titled to  assistance  from  that  Exchequer 
on  any  matter  bearing  on  Imperial 
questions.  The  solution  of  the  Land 
Question  by  purchase  was  an  Imperial 
matter,  for  as  long  as  that  question  was 
not  solved  there  would  be  no  peace  in 
Ireland,  and  every  person  was  aware 
that  a  state  of  lawlessness  and  anarchy 
in  Ireland  reacted  with  great  force  upon 
the  whole  Imperial  system.  There  was 
another  matter — the  appointment  of 
Commissioners — which  he  would  like  to 
touch  on.  It  was  a  very  delicate  matter, 
as  everything  would  depend  upon  them ; 
and  all  he  could  say  was  that  if  the  ru- 
mour current  in  Dublin  was  correct,  that 
a  certain  gentleman  whom  he  would  not 
name  had  been  appointed,  he  believed 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  better 
not  indulge  in  great  expectations  about 
the  working  of  this  Bill.  Neither  tenant 
nor  landowner  could  have  confidence  in 
a  Commission  ruled  over  by  one  who  had 
hitherto,  in  the  opinion  of  most  people, 
rendered  the  present  Act  nugatory.  It 
might  be  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  be  able  to  instil  into  his 
Commission  some  of  his  own  daring  and 
patriotism;  but  he  had  heard  of  the 
possible  appointment  he  referred  to  with 
absolute  dismay.  Clause  1 7 — the  tenant- 


resale  can  be  effected  without  loss  "  were 
unnecessary  verbiage,  and  likely,  as  in 
the  last  case,  to  lead  to  a  hitch  in  the 
working  of  the  Act.  If  they  had  able 
and  oonscientious  men  to  work  the  Act 
they  would  be  held  sufficiently  in  check 
by  the  Treasury  without  any  of  this  un- 
necessary handicapping.  After  Clause 
5,  again,  there  was  an  evident  omission 
of  a  very  important  character.  Of  course, 
if  Clause  2  were  to  govern  all  past  Acts 
it  might  be  unnecessary  to  re-enact  the 
clause  from  Mr.  Trevelyan's  Bill ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  if  it  was  not  inserted 
the  owner  would  be  left  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent position.  For  example,  an  owner 
selling  under  the  Act  would  first  of  all 
have  to  leave  a  deposit  guarantee.  Then 
there  would  be  a  mortgage  of  land  as 
well.  He  would  have  out,  therefore, 
one-fifth  as  a  deposit  guarantee,  and 
take  one-fourth  as  a  mortgage  on  the 
holding.  What  was  the  possible  result  ? 
By  order  of  the  Commissioners  the  debt 
was  irrecoverable.  The  owner,  therefore, 
would  lose  his  one-fifth  or  deposit  gua- 
rantee, and  he  imagined  would  find  great 
difficulty  in  recovering  his  one-fourth  or 
mortgage  debt  as  it  would  be  puisne  to 
the  recoverable  debt.  He  knew  many 
who  had  sold  under  the  clause  as  it  stood 
under  the  Act  of  1881,  and  many  who  ' 
desired  to  sell  under  it  at  present ;  and 
he,  therefore,  attached  great  importance 
to  having  this  matter  cleared  up.  In 
Clause  12,  which  dealt  with  the  registry 
of  deeds  versus  the  record  of  titles,  they 
had  what  he  believed  to  be  one  of  the 
greatest  blots  in  the  Bill  from  a  technical 
point  of  view.  What  did  the  Bill  pro- 
pose ?  They  had  a  Eegistry  of  Deeds 
Office  instead  of  a  Record  of  Title  Office. 
Surely  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  must  be  aware  of  the 
use  that  could  be  made  of  a  Eeoord  of 
Title  Office.  In  the  case  of  the  Registry 
of  Deeds  Office,  they  had  to  be  content 
with  an  office  where  every  deed  of  every 
kind  was  registered  ;  whereas  in  the  Re- 
cord of  Title  Office  they  had  an  office 
specially  created  for  the  purpose  of  land 
registry,  with  special  facilities  for  the 
transaction  of  such  business.  He  strongly 
urged  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  to 
amend  this  clause  by  inserting  **  Record 
of  Title  Office  "  instead  of  "  Registry  of 
Deeds."  He  would  also  suggest  the  in- 
sertion of  clauses  to  amend  the  scale  of 
fees  payable  under  the  existing  Act,  and 
to  authorize  the  establishment  of  local 
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right  clause — he  welcomed  as  of  great 
value.  In  conclusion,  he  wished  to  say 
that  he  believed  the  Bill,  with  some  such 
Amendments  as  he  had  pointed  out, 
would  prove  a  workable  measure.  He 
believed  the  tenants  would  purchase  their 
holdings  as  soon  as  they  were  impressed 
with  the  fact  that  this  was  the  limit  of 
concession  which  could  be  made  to  enable 
them  to  purchase.  They  would  then  see 
that  it  was  to  their  interest  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  Act.  He  thought  he 
might  claim  to  take  and  to  have  an  un- 
usual interest  in  many  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill ;  and  he  was  sure  his  noble 
Friend  would  take  the.  Amendments  he 
had  suggested  into  his  consideration,  and 
enable  them  to  be  thoroughly  discussed, 
and,  if  possible,  accepted.  They  would 
not  in  any  way  alter  the  main  purpose  of 
the  BilL  He  believed  they  would  sim- 
plify its  working,  and  would  give  dif- 
ferent modes  of  transfer,  which  might  be 
acceptable  to  different  people,  and  in 
different  parts  of  the  country. 

LoBD  DENMAN  remarked,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government,  after  the 
Motion,  in  "  another  place,"  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  now  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  after  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  to  avoid  bringing  forward  a  Bill 
like  that  before  their  Lordships.  But  in 
the  course  of  49  years  a  tenant  pur- 
chaser would  have  to  pay  £196  for 
every  £100  borrowed ;  and  it  was  a 
most  difficult  thing  for  a  poor  tenant  to 
maintain  himself,  and  for  him  to  pay  in- 
stalments for  the  purchase  of  his  holding 
was  almost  impossible.  It  was  far 
better  for  a  tenant  to  be  under  a  land- 
lord than  to  be  obliged  to  pay  a  fixed 
sum  at  a  certain  time  on  pain  of  for- 
feiture ;  and  the  happy  agreements  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  Scotland 
had  worked  so  well,  that  Lavergne,  an 
author  on  agriculture,  wrote  that  they 
never  thought  of  possessing  land  as 
owners.  So  that  the  views  of  those  who 
wrote  that — 

'*  In  Ireland  an  universal  desire  appears  to 
exist  among  the  people  to  possess  their  holdings, 
and  to  be  freed  from  the  present  system'  of 
dual  holding,  so  irksome  both  to  owner  and 
occupier," 

and  who  acted  upon  those  views,  were 
visionary  and  unsound ;  and  the  objec- 
tions of  farmers,  who  thought  it  hard  to 
be  taxed  to  pay  even  arrears,  to  enable 
tenants  to  pay  their  landlords,  woidd  be 


far  stronger  as  to  a  Bill  like  the  present. 
He  (Lord  Denman)  would  have  been 
supposed  to  have  agreed  to  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  if  he  had  not  spoken  ;  and 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  excuse 
his  pouring  out,  as  he  did,  the  thoughts 
of  his  heart. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  it  gave  him 
great  satisfaction  that  Her  Majesty's- 
Government  had  attempted  to  deal  with 
this  question,  and  he  trusted  they  would 
be  successful  in  passing  a  Bill  which 
would  be  found  workable.  He  regretted 
the  Government  had  not  proposed  to  hand 
over  the  working  of  the  Bill  to  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  instead  of  to  the 
Commissioners,  for  it  was  necessary  to 
appoint  extra  Commissioners,  while  the 
Court  had  little  or  nothing  to  do,  and  it 
commanded  the  confidence  of  landlords 
more  than  the  Commission  did.  There 
were  a  number  of  matters  that  would  re- 
quire consideration  in  Committee.  He 
failed  to  see  how  the  landlord  oould  be 
kept  from  loss,  unless  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners, who  were  to  declare  the  debt  irre- 
coverable, were  bound  in  some  way  to 
take  proceedings  against  a  defaulting 
tenant  immediately  he  became  a  de- 
faulter. It  must  be  made  clear  that  there 
would  be  no  loss  upon  the  advances. 
The  money  was  to  be  lent  for  49  years, 
and  one-ftPth  would  have  to  remain  out 
10  years.  Companies,  no  doubt,  would 
be  formed  to  lend  that  money  for  10 
years,  and  in  the  case  of  a  defaulting 
tenant  all  the  landlord  would  lose  would 
be  the  difference  between  the  3  per  cent 
he  would  have  from  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners and  the  percentage  which  would 
be  charged  for  the  loan  of  the  one-fifth 
for  1 0  years.  He  would  lose,  perhaps,  2  or 
3  per  cent.  The  landlords  of  Ireland,  he 
pointed  out,  had  not  a  very  favourable 
opinion  of  the  gentlemen  at  the  head  of 
the  Land  Commission ;  and  what  they 
feared  was  that  they  would  go  down,  and, 
where  an  arrangement  had  been  made 
between  landlord  and  tenant  for  a  25 
years'  purchase,  might  say — **  Oh,  we  do 
not  consider  this  to  be  worth  more  than 
16  years*  purchase."  The  result  might 
be  that  a  nominal  purchase — say  of  15 
years — would  be  fixed,  and  that  would 
be  the  rule  in  Ireland,  as  to  the  value  of 
the  land.  An  arrangement,  he  thought, 
should  be  come  to,  so  that  if  the  Land 
Commissioners  were  satisfied  with  the 
annual  value  of  the  land  sold  they  should 
be  bound  to  accept  the  terms  which  might 
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have  been  agreed  upon  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  Was  there  any 
special  reason  why  some  agreement  of 
that  kind  should  not  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  ?  It  would  give  a  great  security  to 
the  landlord  and  tenant,  and  would 
make  the  Bill  workable.  If,  however, 
their  Lordships  thought  they  were  going 
to  pass  a  workable  measure,  and  left  in 
it  provisions  which  vested  the  power  of 
fixing  the  price  to  be  paid  for  land  in 
the  Land  Commissioners,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  they  were  very  much  mis- 
taken. It  would  not  work  at  all.  The 
independent  landowners  would  not  sell 
their  land  for  one  iota  less  than  they 
thought  its  fair  value,  though,  of  course, 
those  people  whose  estates  were  in  the 
hands  of  receivers  would  be  obliged  to 
sell.  He  warned  the  Government  if  they 
tied  the  landlords  up  in  such  a  way  as  to 
give  them  a  mere  nominal  value  for  their 
land  the  Bill  would  prove  a  failure. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND  (Lord  Ashboubite)  said,  he 
gathered  from  the  reception  the  Motion 
had  received  from  the  House  that  there 
was  no  desire  on  the  part  of  their 
Lordships  to  challenge  the  second 
reading.  The  noble  Earl  who  had 
been  until  recently  Viceroy  of  Ireland 
had  reserved  his  right  to  criticize  the 
Bill  until  the  Motion  was  made  to  go 
into  Committee.  The  noble  Earl  was 
entitled  to  speak  on  this  Bill  with  great 
authority,  from  the  position  he  had  filled 
and  the  attention  he  had  given  the  ques- 
tion; and  it  would  be  his  (the  Lord 
Chancellor's)  duty  and  pleasure  to  listen 
to  what  he  might  say  with  the  closest 
attention.  Other  noble  Lords  had  spoken 
on  matters  of  detail.  It  was  not  for  him 
now  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill ;  but  he  might  say  gene- 
rally that  when  the  time  came  he  would 
deal  with  all  the  suggestions  which  had 
been  made  as  fully  and  as  carefully  as 
he  could.  He  earnestly  hoped  that  only 
a  few  Amendments  would  be  made,  and 
that  of  those  only  a  few  would  be 
pressed,  as  it  was  idle  to  suppose  that  a 
Bill  of  this  magnitude  could  be  recast 
at  this  period  of  the  Session.  Some  of  the 
proposals  made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Castletown)  were  as  to  the  machinery, 
and  he  should  be  very  glad  to  consider 
them.  Others  had  a  wider  range,  and 
when  the  proper  time  came  he  would 
venture  to  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  not  to 
press  them  or  they  might  imperil  the  Bill. 

Lord  Inchijuin 


Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

HouHe  adjourned  at  a  quarter  part 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Monday,  2(^th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— New  Member  Swobn— Ferdi- 
nand James  de  Rothschild,  commonly  called 
Baron  Ferdinand  James  de  Kothschild,  for 
Aylesbury. 

Supply — eonsid^'ed  in  Committer  —  Cim.  8bk- 
viCB  Estimates— Class  I. — Public  Works 
AND  Buildings  ;  Vote  22  ;  Class  II.— Sala- 
ries AND  Expenses  op  Civil  Departments  ; 
Votes  38,  39  ;  Class  III. — Law  and  Justice; 
Votes  22,  23;  Class  IV.  —  Education, 
Science,  and  Art  ;  Votes  16  to  17  and  19. 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading — School  Boards* 
[235]  ;  Greenwich  Hospital  •  [222]. 

Committee — Poor  Law  Unions*  Officers  (Ire- 
land) [214]— R.p. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Money)*  [224];  Exchequer  and 
Treasury  Bills  •  [229] ;  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Corrupt  Practices)  [148]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Third  Reading  — 
Artillery  and  Rifle  Ranges*  [217];  Puhlic 
Health  (Memhers  and  Officers)*  [114],  and 
passed. 

Third  Reading— H^aXional  Deht*  [172],  and 
passed, 

Withdraum — Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Naviga- 
tion*  [63];  Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland) 
(Appeals)*  [191]. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 


ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION     PROVI- 
SIONAL    ORDER     CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON)  BILL  [Lords']. 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5tr  Charles  For %Ur,) 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  pointed 
out  that  one  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  involved  the  erection  of  school 
buildings  upon  one  of  the  open  spaced 
of  which  there  was  so  much  need  in  the 
Metropolis.  At  the  present  moment 
the  vacant  space  at  Brook  Qreen  was  an 
ornament  to  the  neighbourhood  in  which 
it  was  situated,  ana  it  would  be  alto- 
gether spoiled  if  it  were  appropriated  to 
the  purposes  of  the  School  3oard.    Sites 
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equally  eligible  were  to  be  foand  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood,  and  at  a 
much  less  cost,  which,  if  selected,  would 
rather  improve  than  injure  the  district. 
The  particular  selection  which  had 
been  made  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Brook  Green  would  considerably  de- 
teriorate the  value  of  the  adjoining  pro- 
perty, and  would  inevitably  destroy  one 
of  the  few  picturesque  open  spaces  now 
left  in  that  part  of  London.  He  there- 
fore objected  to  this  part  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber make  any  Motion  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Yes; 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  this  day  three  months. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Then  the  Bill  must 
stand  over  until  to-morrow. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow, 

QUESTIONS. 

— 0 

PUBLIC    HEALTH—  SMALL-POX— THE 
"  CASTALIA  »'  HOSPITAL  SHIP- VAC- 
CINATION OF  AN  INFANT  AT  BIRTH, 
AND  AGAIN  THREE  DAYS  AFTER. 
Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  vaccination  on   board  the   Castalia 
Hospital   Ship,  of  a  child  when  only 
three  hours  old,  and  the  re-vaccination 
of  the  same  child  when  three   days  old, 
on  both  occasions    unsuccessfully,    the 
reason   alleged  being  that  the  mother 
had  been  attacked  with  small-pox  ;  whe- 
ther he,  or   his   predecessor  in  office, 
have  expressed,   or  will  express,    dis- 
approval of  such  treatment  of  infants ; 
and,  whether  the  child  in  this  case  had 
small  pox  and  recovered,  though  vac- 
cination was  ineffective? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfouk)  :  The  mother  was  received 
on  board  the  hospital  ship  suffering 
from  small-pox,  and  the  child  was 
bom  12  days  after  her  admission.  The 
infant  was  vaccinated  on  the  day  of 
birth,  and  again  two  days  later  unsuc- 
cessfully, and  afterwards  had  small-pox. 
The  medical  superintendent  stated  that 
he  vaccinated  the  child  in  the  hope  of 
averting  an  attack  of  small-pox  com- 
municated after  birth ;  but  it  was  after- 
wards found  that  the  disease  had  de- 
veloped before   the  child's  birth,    and 
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that  the  child  was  consequently  pro- 
tected against  vaccination.  I  see  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  the  medical  super- 
intendent acted  rightly  in  causing  vac- 
cination and  re-vaccination  of  the  in- 
fant. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  RIVER  BANN. 

Sm  THOMAS  M^CLURE  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Government  will  take  into  consideration 
the  memorials  to  the  late  Government 
from  the  residents  in  county  Londonderry, 
complaining  of  the  flooding  of  their  lands 
by  the  River  Bann,  notwithstanding  the 
heavy  tax  paid  for  many  years  by  the 
occupiers  for  the  maintenance  of  navi- 
gation and  drainage  works ;  and,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  declared  in- 
tentions of  the  late  Government,  they 
will  take  any  and  what  steps  to  relieve 
the  flooding  of  the  lands,  and  make  any 
grant  for  that  purpose  to  the  district  ? 

Dr.  LYONS  :  Before  the  hon.  Baro- 
net answers  that  Question,  I  wish  to  ask 
him  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Report  presented  to  this 
House  by  Mr.  Howitz,  the  eminent 
forest  conservator,  on  the  most  approved 
method  of  controlling  torrents  and 
floods,  including  those  of  the  Bann,  by 
means  of  suitable  afforestation,  as  suc- 
cessfully practised  in  the  Maritime  Alps 
and  elsewhere  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henby  Holland)  :  So  far 
as  I  can  ascertain,  the  late  Govern- 
ment considered  and  dealt  with  the 
Memorials  presented  to  them  on  this 
important  question.  The  Department 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent did  not  consider  that  sufflcient 
reasons  had  been  shown  for  a  grant  in 
aid,  but  were  disposed  to  entertain  an 
application  for  a  loan,  subject  to  the 
condition,  among  others,  that  a  Joint 
Board  replacing  the  three  present 
Boards  should  be  formed  for  the  con- 
trol of  the  undertaking,  and  that  this 
Board  should  decide  whether  the  whole 
or  any  part  of  the  navigation  works 
should  be  preserved.  As  at  present  ad- 
vised, the  Treasury  see  no  reason  to  de- 
part from  that  view.  As  has  been 
stated  this  year,  the  Government  has  no 
power  without  legislation  to  remove  the 
navigation  works  or  other W7se  mitigate 
the  floods.  However,  if  any  further 
Memorial  is  presented  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
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tenant  it  will  reoeive  full  consideration, 
the  matter  being,  no  doubt,  one  of 
great  local  importance.  As  regards  the 
second  Question  that  has  been  put  to 
me,  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Howitz's 
Paper. 

LAW   AND   JUSTICE    (ENGLAND   AND 

WALES)— THE  TRIAL  OF 

MRS.  JEFFRIES. 

M».  W.  FOWLEE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  has  made  such  inquiries  by 
letter  or  otherwise  as  will  enable  him  to 
give  the  House  the  information  asked 
for  as  to  the  part  taken  by  the  Assistant 
Judge  at  the  trial  of  the  woman  Jeffries, 
and  which  information  he  could  not  give 
by  reason  of  the  absence  of  the  Judge  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  E. 
AssHBTON  Cboss),  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Judge  who  presided  at  the  trial 
would  return  to  town  on  Monday  or 
Tuesday  next,  and  he  would  then  com- 
municate with  him. 

NAVY   (SHIPBUILDING  CONTRACTS)— 
TIME  ALLOWED  FOR  COMPLETION. 

Mb.  WAETON  asked  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  contraiots  entered  into  by  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty,  within  the  last 
year,  for  the  building  of  certain  ships, 
allowed  more  time  ju>r  such  building 
than  was  necessary ;  and,  whether  sueh 
contracts  contained  any  clause  inflicting 
any  penally  for  non-completion  of  such 
ships  within  such  time  ? 

Thb  SECEETAEY  to  thb  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Eitohib),  who  replied, 
said,  he  had  not  been  able  to  mi^e 
special  inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the 
case,  but  he  had  such  general  know- 
ledge as  would  enable  him  to  say 
that  in  the  contracts  for  the  build- 
ing of  ships  made  by  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  no  more  time  was  allowed 
than  was  necessary  for  building  them, 
and  he  remembered  that  certainly  on 
some  occasions  the  contractors  were 
asked  whether  they, could  complete  the 
contracts  earlier  than  the  specified  time ; 
but  he  was  not  aware  whether  any  of 
them  did  so.  As  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,  the  contract  price  was  re- 
duced if  longer  time  than  the  contract 
time  was  taken  by  the  contractor  for  the 
delivery  of  the  ships. 

Sir  Henry  Kollani 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (JBX.- 
LAND)— CITY  OF  LONDONDERRY— 
THE  NEW  LIST  OP  VOTERS. 
Mb.  lewis  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  clerk  to  the  Londonderry  Union 
has  reported  to  the  guardians  that  the 
list  of  Dorough  voters  made  out  by  him 
contains  over  7,000  names,  or  nearly 
one-fourth  of  the  entire  population  of 
men,  women,  and  children  in  the  bo- 
rough; that  a  third  or  more  of  these 
have  no  qualification,  as  being  occupiers 
of  lodgings,  or  for  a  few  months  only, 
or  as  being  minors;  that  he  had  no 
power,  in  ihe  case  of  borough  lists,  to 
mark  *'  objected  "  against  their  names ; 
that  leading  counsel  had  advised  that, 
though  he  knew  of  the  disqualification 
in  the  large  number  of  cases  mentioned, 
he  was  bound  to  insert  the  names  of  all 
persons  returned  by  householders  on  the 
form  contained  in  the  Schedule  to  the 
Franchise  Act  of  1884;  and  that,  if  such 
be  the  Law,  there  was  nothing  to  pre- 
vent the  registration  aeents  returning 
15,000  on  the  list  instead  of  7,000;  whe- 
ther the  Law  is  as  advised  by  counsel ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  prevent  the  great  waste 
and  expense  caused  by  the  accumulation 
of  sham  entries  on  the  lists  of  voters 
under  the  present  Law  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  :  I  have  been 
informed  that  the  Olerk  of  the  London- 
derry Union  has  made  a  report  to  the 
Guardians  containing  substantially  the 
statements  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  I  believe 
that  the  Olerk  also  stated  in  this  report 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  overseers 
were  not  l)ound  to  take  for  granted  the 
information  contained  in  the  requisition 
forms  sent  in,  and  that  they  ought  not 
to  place  on  the  lists  persons  whom  they 
knew  to  be  disqualified.  I  confess  that 
this  coincides  with  my  own  view  of  the 
law ;  but  as  there  appears  to  be  a  dif- 
ference of  legal  opinion  on  the  point,  I 
am  reluctant  to  express  myself  with  con- 
fidence. Any  legislation  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  would  be  ineffectual,  and 
probably  before  Parliament  meets  next 
year  there  will  be  some  authoritative 
statement  of  the  law. 

NAVY— TORPEDO  BOATS. 
Oaptain  PRIOE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
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has  been  called  to  the  following  state- 
ment, reported  by  The  Times  as  having 
been  made  on  Tuesday  last  by  the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  : — 

*'When  preparations  were  being  made,  it 
was  found  aesirable  that  we  should  get  a  con- 
siderable nun>ber  of  very  fast  boats  on  purpose 
to  carry  torpedoes  and  quick-firing  guns.  .  .  . 
It  was  intended  that  these  boats  should  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  defeating  the  Russian  boats 
with  quick-firing  guns ;  but,  if  peace  is  assured, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  have  torpedo  gear  for 
these  boats,  so  that  they  may  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  firing  torpedoes ;  " 

whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  adopt  the  policy 
of  arming  these  torpedo  boats  with  guns 
only  in  war  time,  and  with  torpedoes  in 
peace  time ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  way  are 
these  deadly  projeatiles  to  be  used  in 
time  of  peace ;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  real  reason  for  not  arming  these 
boats  with  torpedoes  was  that  there 
were  none  to  arm  them  with ;  if  he  will 
state  how  many  torpedoes  there  were  in 
stock  on  21st  April,  exclusive  of  the 
armunents  of  ships  in  commission,  what 
is  the  cost  of  these  weapons,  and  at 
what  rate  can  they  be  supplied  in  the 
event  of  war ;  and  is  there  at  the  Admi- 
ralty any  Correspondence  to  show,  or  is 
it  the  fact,  that  the  Naval  Advisers  of 
the  Board  strongly  urged  arrangements 
for  increasing  this  supply,  but  that  their 
suggestions  did  not  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval ol  Lord  Northbrook  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton)  : 
Several  curious  statements  have  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press  in  re- 
ference to  these  torpedo  boats,  and  con- 
sequently I  am  not  surprised  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  drawn  some  rather 
erroneous  conclusions.  I  can  best  an- 
swer the  series  of  Questions  put  to  me 
by  simply  stating  facts  so  far  as  they  are 
within  my  cognizance.  The  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  ordered  40  torpedo  boats 
out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit.  The  contract 
was  made  on  the  30th  April,  and  the 
first  of  them  was  to  be  delivered  in  the 
last  week  in  September,  and  the  last  of 
the  series  in  the  first  week  of  February. 
Oonsequently  it  would  be  apparent  that 
these  boats  would  not  be  available  for 
any  operations  in  the  Baltic,  as  they 
were  going  to  be  delivered  when  naval 
operations  were  practically  impossible 
in  that  sea.  The  machine  guns  were 
ordered  for  those  torpedo  boats ;  but  no 
design  of   the  mounting  of  the  guns 


has  yet  been  passed,  but  they  will 
shortly  come  before  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. The  late  Board  proposed  to 
allocate  these  boats  for  the  defence  of 
certain  harbours  at  home  and  abroad, 
and  that  being  so,  it  was  self-evi- 
dent that  they  should  be  armed  with 
torpedo  gear.  I  take  it  that  the  late 
Board  got  the  assent  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  include  the  sum  for 
the  armaments  in  the  Estimates  of  the 
present  year.  The  Admiralty  are  fairly 
well  supplied  with  torpedoes,  and  ar- 
rangements have  been  made  both  at 
Woolwich  and  with  private  firms  for  a 
larger  and  more  rapid  manufacture  of 
these  articles  during  the  present  year. 
There  are  certain  Minutes  at  the  Admi- 
ralty of  a  very  confidential  character 
with  reference  to  these  torpedo  boats, 
which  my  hon.  Friend  will  see  it  would 
be  quite  contrary  to  custom  and  against 
the  public  interest  to  publish. 

Captain  AYLMER:  Would  the  noble 
Lord  kindly  say  what  is  the  cost  of  these 
torpedo  boats  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton)  :  They 
cost  about  £10,000  or  £12,000  each, 
without  fittings. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  TRADE 
DEPRESSION. 
Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD,  in  whose 
name  the  following  Question  stood  on 
the  Paper:  — 

**  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer, 
whether  he  can  now  state  the  terms  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Trade  Depression,  and  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  F  " 

said,  that  he  understood  that  it  would 
be  convenient  if  he  were  to  postpone 
the  Question  until  Thursday. 

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE  • 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
I  am  afraid  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  postpone  the  Question  for  the 
present  week  at  least.  This  is  a  Com- 
mission of  great  importance,  and  there 
is  a  desire  on  the  part  of  many  gentle- 
men of  standing  in  the  country  to  serve 
upon  it. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD:  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Nottinghamshire 
(Mr.  Storer)  has  a  Motion  on  the  Paper 
for  Friday  bearing  somewhat  on  the  same 
subject  ?  It  would  have  been  very  con- 
venient if  a  statement  could  have  been 
made  before  the  Motion  was  discussed. 
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Mb.  AETHUE    O'OONNOE:    Can 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  if  Ireland 
will  be  represented  on  the  Oommission  ? 
The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
am  afraid  I  must  ask  for  Notice  of  that 
Question. 

PORTUGAL— SEIZURE  OF  THE  "  ERMA  " 
AT  FUNCHAL. 

Mb.  wills  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Aflairs,  What 
steps  have  been  taken  in  reference  to 
the  seizure  at  Funchal,  in  January  last, 
by  the  Portuguese  Customs,  of  the 
British  Brigantine  Srma,  ol  Yarmouth, 
Nova  Scotia,  which  was  detained  until 
the  sum  of  eighty-seven  pounds  sterling 
had  been  paid  by  her  owner ;  and  what 
reply,  if  any,  has  been  received  from 
the  authorities  at  Lisbon  to  the  repre- 
sentations that  have  been  made  to  them  ? 
The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
eobFOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  Boubke): 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Lisbon  ad- 
dressed a  representation  on  this  subject  to 
the  Portuguese  Government  in  February 
last.  He  reports  that  a  delay  has  taken 
place  owing  to  the  necessity  of  referring 
the  matter  to  Funohal ;  but  he  expects 
to  receive  in  a  few  days  the  official  an- 
swer, which  it  is  hoped  will  be  favour- 
able. 

Mb.  wills  :  If  the  answer  does  not 
come  in  the  course  of  the  next  few  days, 
will  the  hon.  Gentleman  make  further 
inquiries  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Mr, 
Boubke)  :  Certainly,  Sir. 

CUSTOMS-flEARCH  OF  PASSENGERS 
LUGGAGE. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State,  Whether  he  will  take  into  con- 
sideration the  possibility  of  relaxing  the 
present  vexatious  system  of  search  of 
passengers'  luggage  on  arrival  from  the 
Continent  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  pob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cboss),  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  afraid  it  was  impossible  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  present  regula- 
tions. 

SUSPENSION  OF  EVICTIONS  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Mb    MACFARLANE    asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exche(juer,  If  he  wiU 


afford  any  facilities  for  the  passing  of 
the  Suspension  of  Evictions  (Scotland) 
Bill,  which  now  stands  for  Second 
Reading  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Higks  -  Beach), 
in  reply,  said  that  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  had  not  changed  with 
reference  to  the  Bill  mentioned  in  the 
Question.  He  was  afraid  he  could  not 
promise  any  facilities  for  passing  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE :  Would  it  in- 
duce  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  alter 
his  decision  if  the  period  proposed  by 
the  Bill  were  changed  from  two  years 
to  one  ?  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER :  I  can  add  nothing  to  the  answer 
I  formerly  gave,  which  was  given  with- 
out reference  to  anything  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that,  under 
any  circumstances,  he  should  oppose  the 
BiU. 

MEETINGS  OF  THE  NATIONAL 

LEAGUE,  KING'S  COUNT  Y— INTRUSION 

OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
By  whose  orders  the  police  endeavoured 
to  be  present  at  the  last  monthly  meet- 
ing of  the  Irish  National  League,  Eil- 
loughey  Branch,  King's  County,  and 
why  they  refused  to  say  by  whose 
orders  they  presented  themselves ;  and, 
whether  the  police  have  any  orders  to 
attend  meetings  which  are  perfectly 
legal  and  held  in  private  houses ;  and, 
if  not,  if  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
this  interference  with  public  liberty  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  HabtDyke)  :  It  ap- 
pears that  the  County  Inspector  directed 
a  sergeant  of  the  local  police  to  attend 
this  meeting  if  there  was  no  objection 
made  by  the  members  to  his  being 
there.  Objection  was  made,  and  the 
sergeant  did  not  accordingly  attend. 
He  refused  to  state  by  whose  directions 
he  presented  himself.  The  police  have 
no  orders  to  attend  meetings  that  are 
legal  and  held  in  private  houses. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  whether  the  In- 
spector was  right  in  asking  the  police 
to  attend  legal  meetings  of  this  kind  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND :  I  do  not  think  the  Inspector 
should  ask  the  police  to  attend  legal 
meetings  in  private  houses. 
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THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
BOROUGH   OF   BELFAST— ROMAN   CA- 
THOLIC MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  BIGGAK  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
The  reason  why  the  Roman  Catholic 
magistrates  for  the  borough  of  Belfast 
do  not  attend  at  the  Courts  of  Petty 
Sessions  in  their  district;  and,  is  it  a 
fact  that  only  three  Catholic  magis- 
trates (and  even  these  very  seldom)  oc- 
casionally attend  the  Petty  Sessions? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hjlrt  Dyke)  :  I 
am  informed  that  there  are  nine  Roman 
Catholic  magistrates  for  the  borough 
of  Belfast,  and  that,  of  these,  three  at- 
tend Petty  Sessions  with  comparative 
regularity,  and  some  of  the  others  oc- 
casionally. I  am  not  aware  of  the  rea- 
son why  some  of  these  gentlemen  do  not 
attend.  I  should  observe  that  attendance 
at  Petty  Sessions  is  not  the  sole  function 
of  a  borough  magistrate,  and  that  in 
Belfast  there  are  two  stipendiary  magis- 
trates whose  principal  duty  it  is  to  attend 
at  the  daily  police  courts. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  -RATHDO  WNEY 
DISPENSARY  DISTRICT. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  intend  to  sanction 
the  increase  of  20  per  cent  to  the  salary 
of  Dr.  Duckworth,  as  medical  officer  of 
Rathdowney  Dispensary  district,  granted 
to  him  by  a  majority  of  one  by  the 
Donaghmore  Board  of  Guardians  on  the 
12th  June;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  increase  will  give  Dr.  Duckworth 
a  larger  salary  as  Dispensary  doctor 
than  any  other  doctor  in  that  or  either 
of  the  oUier  two  Unions  of  the  Queen's 
County ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  on 
the  day  the  increase  was  granted,  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  announced  to  the 
Boord  that  when  bills  were  paid  that 
day  they  would  not  have  a  shilling  in 
hand  ;  whether  the  rates  in  this  Union 
are  considerebly  higher  than  in  the  ad- 
jacent Union  of  Roscrea,  and  great 
difficulty  is  experienced  in  collecting 
them,  especially  the  seed  rate ;  whe- 
ther nine-tenths  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Dispensary  district  have  signed  a 
protest  against  the  increase  of  salary ; 
and,  whether  the  said  increase  was  car- 
ried on  the  10th  July  only  by  the  votes 


of   six    ex-officio    Guardians  and  the 
chairman's  casting  vote? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  It 
appears  that  on  two  recent  occasions  the 
Guardians  of  this  Union  have,  by  a  ma- 
jority of  one,  passed  a  resolution  in 
favour  of  raising  Dr.  Duckworth's  salary 
from  £100  to  £120  a  year.  The  Local 
Government  Board  do  not,  however, 
consider  that  Dr.  Duckworth  is  entitled 
to  that  increase,  either  by  reason  of  the 
nature  and  extent  of  his  duties,  or  from 
length  of  service,  and  they  have  accord- 
ingly declined  to  sanction  it. 

LAW  AND    POLICE    (ENGLAND     AND 

WALES)— DISTURBANCE  AT  RYE 
HOUSE,  HERTS. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  para- 
graph in  The  Standard  of  the  14th,  by 
which  it  appears  that  a  collision  took 
place  at  Rye  House  on  the  13th  between 
a  party  of  Orangemen  and  some  Catholic 
excursionists  from  Deptford ;  if  he  has  re- 
ceived any  report  on  the  matter  from  the 
police  ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  Orangemen  had  drawn  swords, 
some  of  which  they  used  rather  freely ; 
and  if  one  of  the  swordsmen  struck  with 
his  weapon  the  Reverend  M.  P.  Fannun, 
who  was  superintending  the  Catholic  ex- 
cursion ;  and,  if  he  would  instruct  the 
police  to  remove  dangerous  and  ostenta- 
tious weapons  from  the  hands  of  such 
Orangemen  as  show  a  disposition  to  use 
them? 

Mr.  BERESFORD  said,  before  the 
Question  was  answered  he  would  like  to 
ask  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the 
two  parties  were  in  separate  portions  of 
the  grounds,  with  a  road  and  two  high 
hedges  between  them  ;  whether  some  of 
the  Romau  Catholic  women  went  to  the 
Orange  party,  and  used  very  abusive 
language ;  whether,  although  taunted 
and  vituperated,  the  Orangemen  con- 
ducted themselves  with  the  greatest  for- 
bearance, and  played  no  party  tunes; 
and,  whether,  in  the  slight  scrimmage 
which  took  place,  the  Roman  Catholic 
party  were  not  entirely  in  fault  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  any  of  the  facts  mentioned 
by  either  hon.  Gentleman  further  than 
those  stated  in  the  brief  Report  which 
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I  have  received  from  the  Chief  Con- 
Btable  of  the  county.  The  Report  states 
that  there  was  an  affray,  and  that  the 
disturbers  were  separated  by  the  police. 
Sticks,  umbrellas,  quart  pots,  and 
bottles  were  the  weapons  used.  Some 
of  the  party  were  carrying  swords,  but 
no  sword  was  drawn.  Had  swords  been 
used  they  must  have  been  seen  by  the 
police.  All  I  can  say  upon  this  Report 
IS  that  I  am  extremely  sorry  that  such 
weapons  as  swords  should  ever  be  carried 
on  such  occasions.  The  county  police  are 
not  under  my  jurisdiction,  but  that  of  the 
county  authorities. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Who  carried 
the  swords  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssHETON  Cross)  said,  he  did  not 
know. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  whether  fur- 
ther inquiries  would  be  made  respect- 
ing the  assault  on  the  Catholic  clergy- 
man? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssHETON  Cross)  :  I  have  already 
ordered  a  further  inquiry  to  be  made 
respecting  the  assault  on  the  rev.  gentle- 
man. The  police  said  nothing  about  it. 

Mr.  BERE8F0RD  ;  Is  it  not  true  that 
after  the  disturbance  all  the  parties 
shook  hands  and  left  thoroughly  good 
friends? 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— THE    ASSIZES. 

Mr.  hicks  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  from  Baron  Hud- 
dleston  a  Copy  of  the  presentment  of  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  county  of  Cambridge, 
setting  forth  the  great  waste  of  judicial 
power  and  the  great  unnecessary  trouble 
caused  to  all  jurymen  and  officers  of  the 
Court  by  the  present  system  of  holding 
four  assizes  in  each  year ;  and,  whether 
he  will,  during  the  recess,  consider  the 
subject  with  the  view  of  remedying  this 
grievance  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross),  in  reply,  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  this  matter  would 
have  to  be  carefully  considered  ;  but 
the  question  of  holding  four  criminal 
Assizes  in  the  year  was  settled  many 
years  ago  for  the  express  purpose  of  not 
allowing  prisoners  to  remain  in  gaol  un- 
tried, and  he  should  b^  very  sorry  to 
interfere  with  it. 

Sir  R,  Assheton  Cross 


Mr.  hicks  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  g^ant  a  Return  of  all 
the  cases  tried  at  the  present  Assize  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Cross)  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  find  all  he  wanted  in  the 
judiciary  statistics. 

COMMISSIONERS   OF  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION (IRELAND)— THE  REV. 
DR.  HANNA,  D.D. 

Mr.  BIOGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Rev.  Hugh  Hanna,  D.D., 
Commissioner  of  National  Education  in 
Ireland,  took  an  active  part  in  the  recent 
electioneering  contest  in  county  Down, 
and  advocated  the  cause  of  the  Conser. 
vative  candidate  on  a  public  platform; 
whether  he  took  a  similar  course  in  the 
last  election  in  county  Derry ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  the  board,  of  which 
Dr.  Hanna  is  a  member,  did,  a  few  years 
ago,  on  the  evidence  of  a  newspaper 
report,  dismiss  two  teachers  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  for  attempting  to  aid  the  can- 
didature of  a  Poor  Law  Ghiardian  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke):  I 
understand  that  the  Rev.  Dr.  Hanna  did 
advocate  the  cause  of  my  noble  Friend 
at  the  recent  election  for  the  County 
Down.  I  am  not  aware  what  the  fact 
is  as  regards  Derry.  I  believe  there  was 
no  contest  at  the  last  election  in  that 
county.  No  such  case  as  that  referred 
to  in  the  last  paragraph  of  this  Question 
has  occurred. 

MARINE   BIOLOGICAL   ASSOCIATION- 
APPLICATION  FOR  AN  EXAMINING 
STATION  IN  PLYMOUTH  SOUND. 
Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  any 
answer  has  been  given  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Marine  Biological  Association 
for   aid  in    establishing  a  station    on 
Plymouth    Sound     to    investigate    the 
marine  fauna  and  flora,  especially  in 
their  relation  to  the  food  fishes  of  these 
islands,  and  for  which  station   £8,000 
has  already  been  subscribed  from  private 
resources  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  :  Yes,  Sir. 
This  application  has  received  much  con- 
sideration both  from  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  our  Predecessors,  and  a  letter 
was  written  to  the  Association  a  fortnight 
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since  in  which  the  Treasury  undertook 
in  general  terms  to  ask  Parliament  for 
an  annual  g^ant  for  a  term  of  years  in 
aid  of  their  undertaking,  on  condition  that 
their  work  should  be  carried  on  in  full 
concert  with  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board, 
to  whom  Parliament  has  already  granted 
considerable  sums  for  similar  objects. 
In  our  view  these  two  bodies  must  be 
considered  as  working  together  both  for 
the  economizing  of  labour,  and  for  the 
common  benefit  of  the  fishermen  and 
fish  consumers  of  the  Three  Kingdoms. 

THE  WEST  INDIAN  COLONIES- 
JAMAICA. 

Mb.  SERJEAin  SIMON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
What  steps  have  been  taken  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Hoyal 
Commissioners  for  the  West  Indies, 
with  respect  to  the  reduction  of  expen- 
diture in  those  Colonies;  what  amount 
of  reduction  has  been  effected  in 
Jamaica ;  whether  there  has  been  any, 
and  what,  reduction  in  the  Import 
Duties  in  that  Island,  especially  upon 
food ;  and,  what  has  been  done  as  to 
the  abolition  of  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Stanley): 
Without  detailing  the  exact  steps  taken 
I  may  say  that  in  Jamaica  the  Governor 
has  inaugurated  reductions,  partly  based 
on  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sion, which  will  eventually  effect  a  con- 
siderable diminution  of  expenditure.  In 
the  Windward  and  Leeward  Islands  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commission 
with  respect  to  expenditure  assumed  the 
union  of  each  g^oup  into  a  single  Colony. 
In  the  Windward  Islands  the  inhabi- 
tants have  expressed  so  strong  a  feeling 
against  union  that  the  Government  have 
not  thought  it  right  to  press  such  a  mea- 
sure at  present,  and  in  the  Leeward  Is- 
lands the  views  of  the  inhabitants  on  the 
question  of  union  have  not  yet  been  as- 
certained ;  but  in  both  cases  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  reduce  expenditure.  As 
regards  the  second  Question,  the  total 
annual  saving,  so  far,  may  be  put  at 
£21,000,  and  probably  nearly  £2,000 
a-year  more  will  be  saved.  There  has 
been  no  reduction  as  yet  in  the  Jamaica 
import  duties.  The  Legislative  Councils 
of  the  Colonies  in  which  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Act  is  in  force,  having  been 
asked  to  express  their  views,  have  with 


one  exception  passed  resolations  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  the  Court,  and 
the  question  is  now  under  consideration. 

THE   CHAKITY  COMMISSION  —  MR. 
CHARLES  ALDERSON. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Mr.  Charles  Alderson  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  the  office  of  Second  Charity 
Commissioner;  whether  the  holder  of 
this  office  receives  special  emolument  in 
return  for  his  fitness  and  liability  to  act 
as  Yice  Chairman  of  the  Board  in  the 
absence  of  the  Chairman  ;  whether  one 
of  the  qualifications  for  the  office  by 
statute  is,  that  it  shall  be  held  by  a 
barrister  at  law  of  twelve  years'  stand- 
ing ;  whether  Mr.  Alderson  nas  not  been 
for  about  thirty  years  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspectors  of  Schools ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  possesses  any  of  the  legal  ex- 
perience or  knowledge  that  would  qualify 
him  to  undertake  the  duties  discharged 
by  Mr.  Longley  f  

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
OITER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
Mr.  Alderson  has  been  appointed  to  the 
office  of  Second  Charity  Commissioner. 
The  salary  attached  to  the  office  is  £1,500 
a-year,  having  been  fixed  at  that  amount 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act  (Amendment  Act), 
1874.  By  16  &  17  VioL  c.  137,  s.  2, 
two  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  must 
be  barristers  of  12  years'  standing ;  and 
they  are  so.  There  is  no  statutory  quali- 
fication attached  specially  to  the  office 
of  Second  Commissioner,  but  I  believe 
that  Mr.  Alderson  possesses  the  quali- 
fication I  have  mentioned.  Mr.  Aider- 
son  has  been  an  Inspector  of  Schools  for 
many  years,  and  has  very  large  educa- 
tional experience  for  the  duties  in  re- 
spect to  endowed  schools  assigned  to  the 
Charity  Commission  under  the  Act  of 
1874. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  asked  whether 
it  was  not  the  case  that  the  special 
emolument  of  £300  a-year  was  attached 
to  the  office  in  order  to  secure  the  special 
services  of  Mr.  Longley,  and  on  what 
grounds  this  special  emolument  was 
given  in  the  case  of  a  gentleman  who 
had  no  special  services  to  offer  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  :  I  do  not  at  all  admit  that  Mr. 
Alderson  does  receive  any  special  emolu- 
ment. It  may  be  that  the  remuneration 
was  fixed  at  £1,500  partly  on  account  of 
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the  gentleman  holding  the  office  being 
liable  to  act  as  Vice  Chairman  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Chairman. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  asked  whether, 
seeing  that  one  of  the  statutory  qualifica- 
tions for  this  office  was  that  the  holdei 
should  be  a  barrister  of  12  years'  stand- 
ing, this  was  not  incompatible  with  Mr. 
Alderson's  having  been  an  Inspector  of 
Schools  for  30  years  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER repeated  that  he  believed  Mr. 
Alderson  to  be  a  barrister  of  12  years' 
standing. 

NAVY  (NAVAL    HOSPITALS) -SCRTP- 
TDRE  READERS,  &c. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
any  orders  exist  regulating  the  admis- 
sion to  Naval  Hospitals,  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  of  scripture  readers,  or  other 
persons  engaged  in  religious  instruction, 
other  than  the  authorised  chaplains; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  orders  have 
been  recently  suspended,  and  by  whose 
authority,  and  for  what  reason  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton): 
Scripture  readers  are  under  the  control  of 
the  chaplains  of  the  Naval  Medical  Es- 
tablishments. No  recent  orders  have  been 
given  by  the  Admiralty  suspending  any 
of  the  regulations  enforced,  the  most 
recent  of  which  were  issued  in  1878. 

LAW   AND   POLICE    IRELAND)— AL- 
LEGED  DISTURBANCES  AT 
PORTADOWN. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that,  on  the  occasion 
of  the  recent  Orange  celebration  at 
Portadown,  a  policeman  in  coloured 
clothes  got  drunk,  and  cursed  the  Pope 
in  presence  of  an  excited  crowd,  and 
shouted  that  he  was  the  last  Orangeman 
in  Portadown;  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  punish  his  misconduct ;  and, 
is  it  a  fact  that  on  15th  July  an  Orange 
drumming  party  was  permitted  to  parade 
through  the  Catholic  quarter  of  Porta- 
down, breaking  windows  and  assaulting 
the  inhabitants,  notwithstanding  that 
nearly  a  hundred  policemen  were  sta- 
tioned in  the  town,  nominally  for  the 
purpose  of  preserving  the  peace ;  if  so, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  inactivity  of 
the  police,  and  what  steps  will  be  taken 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


to  protect  the  lives  of  the  Catholic  in- 
habitants ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Habt  Dyke)  :  It 
is  true  that  a  complaint  was  made  to  the 
e£Fect  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
Question  on  the  13th  instant,  and  the 
three  officers  who  were  on  duty  at  the 
time  immediately  proceeded  to  investi- 
gate it.  They  found  the  policeman  to 
be  perfectly  sober,  and  two  witnesses 
who  were  named  by  the  complainant  as 
having  been  present  when  the  alleged 
expressions  were  used,  emphatically  de- 
nied that  the  constable  made  use  of  those 
expressions  or  anything  of  a  party  na- 
ture whatever.  It  appears  that  on  the 
1 5th  instant,  after  the  extra  police  had 
left  the  town,  an  Orange  band  turned 
out  and  marched  through  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic quarter.  No  windows,  however, 
were  broken,  and  no  person  was  injured. 
I  understand  that  some  proceedings  are 
pending  in  connection  with  this  a&ir. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  by  the  police  on  the  per- 
son to  withdraw  the  charge  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND :   I  am  not  aware. 

ADMIRALTY  (EXPENDITURE  AND 
LIABILITIES)— "FINANCIAL  MANAGE- 
MENT OF  THE  NAVY." 

LoBD  HENRY  LENNOX  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
his  attention  has  yet  been  drawn  to  the 
account  of  the  ^^  Financial  Management 
of  the  Navy,"  given  by  Mr.  H.  Burdett, 
the  financial  expert  and  statist,  which 
appeared  in  The  Times  of  the  13th  inst. ; 
whether  it  be  true  that  the  Accountant 
General  of  the  Navy  has  taken  credit  in 
the  year  1883-4  forasurplas  of  armour- 
clad  tonnage  of  1,415  tons  ''weight  of 
huU,"  whereas  the  Naval  Estimates  of 
1884-5  show  that,  at  the  end  of  1883-4, 
there  was  really  a  deficiency  of  armour- 
clad  tonnage  amounting  to  974  tons 
*'  weight  of  hull "  below  that  voted  for 
by  Parliament,  and  promised  by  the 
Admiralty  to  be  built ;  and,  whether  it 
is  true,  that,  in  the  ten  years  ending 
1879-80,  23,174  tons  **  weight  of  hull" 
of  armour-clads  less  than  promised  by 
the  Admiralty  were  built,  although  the 
money  estimated  for  the  building  of  this 
tonnage  was  voted  by  Parliament  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  tot  ADMI- 
RALTY   (Lord    Georgb    Hamilton): 
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I  have  read  the  accountT  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  have  had  some 
oommunioations  with  Mr.  Burdett  upon 
the  proposals  contained  in  his  letter. 
A  Betarn  between  the  tonnage  esti- 
mated and  that  built  will,  in  a  few 
days,  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  it  will  show  some  dis- 
crepancies between  estimates  and  work 
accomplished.  But  so  long  as  the  pre- 
sent system  of  estimating  progress  in 
the  construction  of  ships  is  continued 
these  discrepancies  must  occur,  as  the 
whole  basis  of  the  calculation  is  de- 
fective. 

ADMIRALTY  —  FINANCIAL  MANAGE- 
MENT—APPOINTMENT OF  A  FINAN- 
CIAL LORD. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
it  is  intended  to  take  any  steps  to  ap- 
point an  independent  financier  as  a 
Finance  Lord  at  the  Admiralty,  with  a 
view  to  securing  a  permanent  financial 
control  over  Admiralty  expenditure  in 
the  future  ? 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton),  in 
reply,  said,  the  Admiralty  were  now 
considering  what  would  be  the  best 
financial  check.  He  did  not,  however, 
think  the  specific  proposal  to  place  a 
Finance  Lord  upon  the  Board  would  be 
likely  to  meet  with  approval. 

EGYPT- M.  OLIVIER  PAIN. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  can  state 
on  what  authority  General  Woiseley  an- 
nounced the  death  of  Monsieur  Olivier 
Pain ;  at  what  place  Mens.  Pain's  death 
was  stated  to  have  taken  place,  and  at 
what  date ;  and,  whether  General  Woise- 
ley has  any  knowledge  whether  any 
papers  belonging  to  Mens.  Pain  have 
come  into  the  possession  of  either  the 
English  or  Egyptian  Government,  or 
any  of  their  agents  or  officials ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  they  will  be  surrendered  to 
Mens.  Pain's  family  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ;  On  the  9th 
instant,  in  reply  to  a  Question,  I  stated 
that  Lord  Woiseley  had  telegraphed  on 
the  27th  of  June  to  the  effect  that  Luigi 
Bonomi,  a  priest  who  escaped  from 
Kordofan,  received  in  November  last 


qfthe  Souse.  1202 

'  from  Lupton  Bey  a  letter  stating  that 
Ohvier  Pain  was  dead ;  but  that,   on 

I  the  other  hand,  one  Ghalli,  a  merchant 

:  from  Khartoum,  alleged  that  when  he 

I  recently  left  that  town  Pain  was  there. 
Beyond  this  information  Lord  Woiseley 
informs  me  that  he  has  no  knowledge 

'  on  the  subject  of  M.  Pain's  death,  and 
that  he  is  not  aware  of  any  of  his  papers 

!  having  come  into  the  possession  of  any 

I  English  or  Egyptian  official. 

I 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 

HOUSE— CRIMINAL  LAW  AMEND^fENT 

BILL. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  con- 
sidering the  great  interest  taken  by  a 
large  nujnber  of  Members  in  the  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  Bill,  he  will 
arrange  that  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  in  Committee  shall  continue  de  die 
in  diem  until  it  be  concluded  ? 

The  CHANCELLOEof  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  : 
Of  course,  we  should  be  anxious  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House 
in  such  matters  as  this  ;  but  I  am  afraid 
it  will  not  be  possible  for  us  to  do  what 
the  Question  seems  to  suggest — namely, 
take  this  Bill  on  Wednesday  and  Thurs- 
day ;  and  I  will  give  some  reasons  for 
this  to  the  House.  In  the  first  place, 
we  have  still  more  than  50  Votes  to  take 
in  Supply,  and  I  think  the  House  will 
wish  that  Supply  should  be  proceeded 
with.  Then  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Eevenue  Bill  ought  to  be  taken  soon  ; 
and  I  would  further  add  that  this  Bill 
has  passed  the  other  House,  and  there- 
fore would  necessarily  stand  after  the 
measure  I  have  last  mentioned.  But 
there  is  another  reason  which,  perhaps, 
I  may  mention  incidentally,  and  that  is 
that  the  State  duties  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  will  require  his  at- 
tendance elsewhere  during  part  of  Wed- 
nesday and  Thursday,  and  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  to  the  House 
that  we  should  take  this  matter  in  his 
absence.  But  we  shall  take  it  as  soon 
as  we  can. 

Mr.  M*C0AN:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  it  will  not  be  taken  on  Thurs- 
day? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  theEXCHE- 
OUEE:  Yes. 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE— THE  VICAR 
OF  ST.  MARK'S,  SOUTH  SHIELDS. 

Me.  BROADHUEST  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the'  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  recent  case  in  the  Newcastle  on 
Tyne  Bankruptcy  Court  of  the  Vicar  of 
St.  Mark's,  South  Shields,  in  which  it 
was  stated  in  evidence  that  he  had 
handed  over  for  the  purpose  of  liqui- 
dating his  debts,  among  other  sources 
of  income,  his  draft  from  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners,  and  his  ^^  school 
grant ;  "  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  truth  Qf  these  state- 
ments ;  and,  whether  the  teaching  staff 
of  the  school  for  which  the  grant  was 
intended  have  lost  any  part  of  their  in- 
come in  consequence  of  such  reported 
diversion  of  funds  ? 

TiiE  VICE  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  in  reply, 
said,  ho  was  making  inquiries  into  this 
matter ;  but  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  expect  him  to  answer  the 
Question  until  he  received  the  result  of 
the  inquiries. 

HARBOURS-DOVER  HARBOUR. 
Sib  EDWAED  WATKIN  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  has  read  the  report  of  a  speech  re- 
cently delivered  by  Sir  Admiral  Cooper 
Key,  at  Willis's  rooms,  in  which  the 
Admiral  stated  that  **on  the  whole  coast 
of  England  there  was  not  a  harbour  in 
which  our  Fleets  could  take  refuge ; " 
whether,  therefore.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  retain,  or  alter,  the 
policy  of  the  late  Government  in  the  case 
of  the  deep  water  harbour  at  Dover, 
which  policy  involves  a  delay  in  the  com- 
pletion of  that  harbour  for  about  a 
quarter  of  a  century ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend,  in  the 
construction  of  harbours  generally,  to 
adopt  the  recommendation  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Harbours,  viz.  that,  in 
place  of  annual  votes  spread  over  a  long 

geriod  of  years,  the  cost  of  nation^ 
arbours  in  the  future  should  be  pro- 
vided by  99  years'  terminable  annuities, 
and  the  works  be  completed  thereby  in 
the  shortest  possible  time  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  : 
I  have  not  seen  the  report  of  the  speech 


to  which  the  hon.  Member  alludes, 
and  I  am  afraid  I  have  not  yet  had 
sufficient  time  to  consider  so  import- 
ant a  matter  as  the  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Harbours 
referred  to  in  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
Question ;  but  with  regard  to  Dover 
Harbour,  I  venture  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  to  alter  the 
policy  that  has  !been  pursued.  I  am  in- 
informed  that  the  construction  of  a  har- 
bour at  Dover  by  convict  labour  was 
determined  upon  in  1882,  after  a  Com- 
mittee on  Employment  of  Convicts  had 
reported  in  favour  of  that  work  or  of  one 
at  Filey  as  a  means  of  affording  the 
required  employment.  This  Eeport  was 
presented  to  Parliament.  A  consider- 
able sum  of  money  has  been  laid  out  in 
land  and  buildings  for  prisoners  at 
Dover,  and  the  prison  is  now  in  part 
ready  for  occupation. 

SiK  EDWAED  WATKIN :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
deep-water  harbours  at  Boulogne  and 
Calais  will  be  completed  in  two  years  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  No,  Sir,  I  am  not. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  employing  convict  labour  on 
a  harbour  at  Gal  way  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  shall  be  prepared  to  consider 
any  recommendation  coming  from  the 
Irish  Government  on  the  subject. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— 
THE  NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY. 

Mr.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner  of  Works,  Whether  he  is  now  in 
a  position  to  state  to  the  House  the  in- 
tentions of  Government  with  reference 
to  the  National  Portrait  Gallery  ? 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WOEKS  (Mr.  Pluwket):  Since  the 
last  occasion  on  which  my  attention  was 
called  to  the  danger  from  fire  to  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery  by  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have,  as  I 
promised  the  House  that  I  would,  in- 
quired carefully  into  the  subject,  and  I 
have  had  the  advantage  of  conferring 
with  the  trustees  of  the  collection  and 
with  Captain  Shaw  of  the  Fire  Brigade, 
and  I  have  come  decidedly  to  the  opi- 
nion that  the  present  position  of  this 
invaluable  collection  in  the  Southern 
Exhibition  Gallery  at  Kensington  is 
most  unsatisfactory,  and  that  the  pictures 
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ought  immediately  to  be  transferred  to 
a  place  of  greater  safety.  A  sugges- 
tion has  been  made  that  they  should  be 
removed  from  the  southern  to  the  west- 
em  gallery ;  but  Captain  Shaw  has  re- 
ported to  me  that  the  construction  of 
that  gallery  is  not  satisfactory  either, 
and  that  the  risks  from  the  surrounding 
buildings  are  similar  to  those  in  connec- 
tion with  their  present  position.  There 
is  not,  at  present,  any  other  suitable 
place  that  I  can  offer  for  their  exhi- 
bition, and  t)ie  trustees  have  decided 
to  request  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment to  receive  these  pictures  as  a  loan 
and  exhibit  them  at  Bethnal  Green  Mu- 
seum. That  is,  of  course,  only  a  tempo- 
rary measure.  I  feel  certain  that  Par- 
liament and  public  opinion  will  desire 
that  a  suitable  and  perfectly  safe  build- 
ing should  be  specially  provided  for  this 
most  interesting  collection,  which,  in 
case  of  its  destruction,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  replace ;  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  if  such  a  permanent  home 
were  found  for  it  the '  collection  would 
much  more  rapidly  increase.  At  all 
events,  I  shall  during  the  Hecess  con- 
sider the  question  of  a  proper  site  and  a 
proper  building  for  such  a  purpose ;  so 
that,  if  possible,  some  proposal  on  the 
subject  may  be  made  to  Parliament  next 
year. 

ACCJIDENTS  IN  MINES— THE  EOYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  COLERIDGE  KENNARD  (for 
Mr.  George  Elliot)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  the  Royal  Commission  on  Ac- 
cidents in  Mines  has  submitted  any  Re- 
port, and  whether  such  Report  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  during  the  present 
Session  ;  whether  he  can  state  when  the 
final  Report  of  the  Commission  is  likely 
to  be  presented ;  and,  whether,  baring 
regard  to  the  frequency  of  accidents  in 
coal  mines  involving  great  loss  of  life. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  con- 
sider the  expediency  of  taking  measures 
for  the  more  effective  inspection  of  coal 
mines,  and  for  imposing  further  restric- 
tions in  the  use  of  explosives  in  such 
mines  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  This  is  no  ordi- 
nary Commission.  Many  years  ago 
the  Royal  Society  were  good  enough 
to  meet  me  when  I  was  Secretary  of 


State,  and  to  allow  some  of  their  best 
men  to  be  placed  upon  the  Commission. 
The  Commissioners  have  been  very 
busily  employed,  among  their  other  en- 
gagements, in  making  these  inquiries, 
and  I  am  happy  to  say  they  are  drawing 
very  near  to  the  end.  They  say  that  in 
the  course  of  the  autumn  their  final  Re- 
port will  be  published,  and  I  believe  a 
great  deal  of  it  is  in  print  at  the  present 
moment.  My  Predecessor  arranged  for 
the  appointment  of  seven  additional  In- 
spectors, six  of  whom  have  been  already 
appointed,  and  I  will  take  care  that  no 
time  is  lost  in  appointing  the  seventh. 
The  question  as  to  the  use  of  explosives 
deserves  the  most  serious  consideration. 
PersonaUy  I  have  always  been  in  favour 
of  preventing  the  use  of  explosives  en- 
tirely in  mines ;  but  I  think  it  would  be 
wise  to  await  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, because  I  know  that  is  a  subject 
which  they  have  had  most  fully  brought 
before  them. 

LOCAL   TAXATION    (IRELAND)— TOWN 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  BANGOR,   CO. 

DOWN— AUDIT  OF  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  great  delay  has 
taken  place  in  the  audit  of  the  accounts 
of  the  Town  Commissioners  of  Bangor, 
county  Down ;  whether,  so  far,  any  ir- 
regularities have  been  detected;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  means  to  have  the 
audit  finished  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  The 
auditor  began  his  audit  on  the  2nd  of 
last  month,  but  found  it  necessary  to  ad- 
journ. Heresimied  on  the  15th  instant, 
and  has  completed  the  audit.  His  Re- 
port will,  I  understand,  be  received  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  this  after- 
noon. He  has  verbally  informed  the 
Board  that  his  Report  contains  allusions 
to  some  irregularities. 

NAVY— NEW  SOUTH  WALES— 
A  TRAINING  SHIP. 

Mr.  BROGDEN  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the 
statement  which  appeared  in  Th$  Times 
Newspaper  of  loth  July  is  true,  viz. : — 
That  the  war  ship  Beacon  was  about  to 
be  presented  to  one  of  the  Australasian 
Colonies  ;  and,  if  so,  to  which  of  the 
Colonial  Gt)vemments  it  will  be  given, 
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and  whether  as  a  training  ship ;    and 
what  is  her  tonnage  and  equipment  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton),  in 
reply,  said,  the  statement  was  inaccu- 
rate; but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  in  correspondence  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  New  South  Wales  on  the  subject 
of  providing  that  Colony  with  a  training 
ship. 

LAW    AND    POLICE    (ENGLAND    AND 

WALES)— KENSINGTON  GARDENS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, with  reference  to  the  recent 
escape  of  burglars,  after  attempting  to 
murder  a  police  constable,  through  the 
garden  on  the  north  side  of  Kensington 
Park  Gardens,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  police  hold  keys  of  the  larger  gar- 
den on  the  south  side,  and  of  the 
smaller  garden  on  the  west,  and  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Police,  in  October 
last,  refused  to  allow  the  police  in  the 
same  manner  to  hold  keysi  and  to  visit 
the  northern  garden,  stating  that  ''  the 
place  is  very  free  from  burglaries ; "  and, 
whether  he  approves  this  partial  system 
of  protection  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross),  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  in  1882  the  Home  Secretary  laid 
down  a  rule  that  the  police  were  not  to 
go  off  their  beats  to  patrol  private 
grounds.  Since  then  they  had  ceased  to 
do  so,  except  in  a  few  cases  where  strong 
objection  was  reused  to  their  withdrawal 
after  they  had  held  keys  of  the  ground 
for  some  years.  The  cases  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member  were  in  point,  and 
showed  the  danger  of  making  such  con- 
cessions. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  gave  No- 
tice that  he  would  call  attention  to  the 
responsibility  of  the  Commissioner  of 
PoEce  in  tins  matter  if  any  burglary 
or  attempted  burglary  should  take  place 
in  these  gardens. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
ACT,  1884— ELECTION  EXPENSES. 
Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  has  had  under  his 
notice  the  position  of  high  sheriffs  of 
counties  at  the  approaching  General 
Election  who  will  be  responsible  for  tho 

Mr,  Brogden 


counting  of  votes  given  in  contested 
elections  for  the  several  divisions  of 
their  respective  counties ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  source  from  which  the  ex- 
penses of  the  deputies  who  will  have  to 
be  appointed  can  be  defrayed,  or  if  the 
burden  of  providing  for  such  expenses 
will  fall  on  the  sheriffs  ? 

The  secretary  OF  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHBTON  Cross),  in  reply,  said,  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  the  wish  of 
the  Housis  or  the  country  to  remove 
any  part  of  the  responsibility  of  High 
Sheriffs  of  counties  for  the  progress 
of  the  elections  at  the  forthcoming 
General  Election.  The  expenses  and 
sums  allowed  to  Returning  OfS.cers  for 
expenses  of  Presiding  Officers  and  poll- 
ing clerks  were  regulated  by  the  Sche- 
dules of  the  Act  of  1875.  But  assuming 
the  amount  so  fixed  not  to  be  sufficient, 
of  course  the  extra  expenditure  would 
fall  upon  the  Sheriff.  Amendments  had 
been  proposed  in  the  Returning  Officers' 
Expenses  Bill,  now  in  Committee,  upon 
which  the  House  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  whether  the 
amount  of  allowances  should  or  should 
not  be  increased.  At  the  same  time,  he 
must  point  out  that  by  the  Act  of  1875 
the  amount  allowed  varied  according  to 
the  number  of  elections,  and  from  that 
consideration  it  might  turn  out  that  the 
expenditure  would  be  met  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act. 

THE  ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OF  IRELAND 
-SECOND  EXAMINATION  IN  ARTS. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  instructions 
contained  in  the  Calendar  of  the  Royal 
University  (Ireland)  for  1885  regarding 
the  Second  Examination  in  Arts : — 

**  In  the  year  1885,  the  Second  Examination 
in  Arts  ....  will  be  held  not  only  in  DabUn, 
but  also  in  Belfast,  Carlow,  Cork.  Galwsy, 
Limerick,  and  Londonderry  ....  But  any 
candidate  who  desires  to  present  as  portion  of 
the  course  of  examination  any  of  tho  following 
subjects — 

**  Experimental  Physios, 

**  Chemistry, 

"  Biology, 

*' Geology, 
"must  attend  for  the  whole  examination  in 
Dublin ; »' 

and  also  to  this  note  appended  to  the 
programme  of  examination  in  Experi- 
mental Physics:— 
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'*  For  the  present  there  will  not  be  for  pais 
candidates  any  practical  examination  involving 
the  use  of  apparatus  ;  '* 

and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  no  experiments  with  apparatus 
will  be  required  of  pass  men,  they  could 
not  be  examined  in  Cork,  or  any  other 
large  town,  as  well  as  in  Dublin,  and 
thus  spared  the  trouble  and  loss  of 
going  up  to  Dublin  from  places  like 
Cork,  Galway,  and  Londonderry  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  tor  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  I 
am  informed  that,  although  it  is  true 
that  this  year  pass  candidates  in  Experi- 
m  ental  Physios  will  not  be  required  to  per- 
form experiments,  yet  that  they  will  have 
to  undergo  an  oral  examination  by  the 
Examiners,  for  which  their  presence  in 
Dublin  will  be  necessary ;  and  the 
Senate  of  the  University  consider  it  de- 
sirable to  have  the  complete  examina- 
tion of  a  candidate  conducted  at  the 
same  place. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)-DETEN- 
TION  OF  INTOXICATED  PERSONS. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tcury  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  rule  the  Inspector  General  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary  has  resolved  to  make 
with  respect  to  the  imprisonment  of  more 
than  one  intoxicated  person  in  the  same 
police  cell  at  the  same  time,  and  whether 
it  will  be  ordered  that,  in  case  of  such 
imprisonment,  care  is  to  be  taken  that 
the  prisoners  are  kept  constantly  in 
sight,  or  at  least  in  hearing,  of  the  or- 
derly; and,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
stated  by  the  police  at  the  inquest  on  the 
body  of  Peter  O'Gara  at  Sligo,  that  at 
the  time  when  he  lost  his  life  another 
person  charged  with  drunkenness  was  in 
the  same  cdl,  and  the  cell  was  in  total 
darkness,  whether  arrangements  will  be 
made  to  supply  some  light  to  cells, 
especially  when  more  than  one  person 
is  confined  in  each,  and  in  cases  of  drunk- 
enness. 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  There 
is  a  rule  in  force  that,  whenever  possible, 
prisoners  under  the  influence  of  drink 
are  not  to  be  shut  up  together,  or  with 
other  prisoners.  The  Inspector  General 
informs  me  that  the  cell  accommodation 
in  several  of  the  barracks  renders  it  im- 
possible to  give  a  positive  order  that 
only  one  intoxicated  person  shall  be  in 
a  cell  at  the  some  time.    As  a  rule  the 


cells  are  so  situated  as  to  be  quite 
within  hearing  of  the  orderly,  who  must 
at  all  times  be  on  the  spot,  and  must 
visit  the  prisoners  from  time  to  time.  He 
could  not  keep  them  constantly  in  sight 
unless  he  remained  in  the  cell  with  them, 
which  would  not  be  advisable.  The  In- 
spector General  does  not  think  it  would 
be  expedient,  even  if  it  were  practicable, 
that  police  cells  should  always  be 
lighted;  nor  is  it  clear  that  such  an 
arrangement  would  tend  to  the  greater 
security  of  the  prisoners. 

FINANCE  (IRELAND)— FAILURE  OF 
THE  MUNSTER  BANK. 

Mr.  sexton  (for  Mr.  Parnell) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  view  of  the 
monetary  situation  created  in  Ireland 
by  suspension  of  payment  on  the  part 
of  the  Munster  Bank,  and  considering 
that  the  Bank  of  Ireland  enjoys  specicS 
facilities  under  the  law,  and  exceptional 
advantages  from  the  Government,  and 
has  at  its  disposal  increased  note- issue 
power  to  the  extent  of  about  a  million 
sterling.  Whether  the  Government  will 
use  its  influence  to  cause  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  to  sustain,  in  case  of  need,  by 
temporary  aid,  any  other  Irish  bank 
which  may  be  threatened  by  the  excite- 
ment of  the  moment ;  and,  to  assist  the 
Munster  Bank  to  recover  its  position,  if, 
on  investigation,  its  aflairs  are  found  to 
be  in  a  condition  to  warrant  the  adop- 
tion of  such  a  course  ? 

Mr.  BRODEICK  :  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
any  application  was  made  to  the  Bank 
of  Ireland  before  the  suspension  of  the 
Munster  Bank  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  that 
application  was  refused  ? 

Several  hon.  Members  :  It  was. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  is  pro- 
bably aware,  f  rotn  statements  that  have 
appeared  in  the  Press  since  Notice  was 
given  of  this  Question,  that  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  has  already  taken  action  of  the 
kind  indicated  in  its  second  paragraph ; 
and  I  can  refer  him  to  the  statements 
made  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  July 
18,  and  also  to  a  deputation  from  the 
shareholders  of  the  Munster  Bank  to- 
day, as  explaining  His  Excellency's 
views  of  the  situation  and  in  proof  of 
the  earnest  attention  he  is  devoting  to 
this  important  subject.    I  must  ask  for 
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Notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Surrey's  (Mr.  Broderick's)  Question. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he,  or  any 
other  Member  of  the  Government,  could 
communicate  to  the  House  the  substance 
or  practical  effect  of  the  statement  made 
by  Lord  Carnarvon  in  Dublin  with  re- 
gard to  the  position  of  the  Munster 
Bank? 

The  CHANCELLOEof  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach)  : 
No,  Sir ;  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  do  so. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Was  the  statement 
made  by  Lord  Carnarvon  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  ? 

The  chancellor  optheEXCHE- 
QUER :  Of  course,  Lord  Carnarvon 
made  the  statement  on  his  responsibility 
as  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACT 
—FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE— OUT- 
BREAK AT  AMPTHILL,  BEDFORD- 
SHIRE. : 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  if  it  is  true  that 
there  has  been  a  severe  outbreak  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  at  Ampthill  in  Bed- 
fordshire; and,  whether  the  origin  of 

the  outbreak  has  been  ascertained  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  DUCHY 
OP  LANCASTER  (Mr.  Chaplik)  :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  regret  to  say  that  it  is  true  that 
there  has  been  an  outbreak  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  at  Ampthill  in  Bed- 
fordshire. It  was  reported  to  the  Privy 
Council  upon  the  10th  of  July  last  as 
having  occurred  in  the  park  at  Ampthill, 
in  which  there  were  both  cattle  and 
sheep,  and  the  report  stated  that  the 
first  animal  was  found  to  be  affected  on 
the  6th  of  July.  An  Inspector  from  the 
Department  visited  the  park  as  soon  as 
possible  after  the  news  was  received  of 
the  outbreak ;  and  the  latest  intelligence 
from  the  travelling  Inspectors,  who  have 
paid  frequent  visits  to  the  infected  place 
since  then,  is  to  the  effect  that  17  cattle 
and  15  sheep  are  now  infected  with  the 
disease,  and  that  these  animals  are  com- 
pletely separated  from  the  rest  of  the 
herd.  Every  exertion  has  been  made 
and  is  being  made,  both  by  the  Privy 
Council  and  the  Local  Authority,  who 
are  acting  most  energetically  in  the 
matter,  to  secure  the  complete  isolation 
of  all  the  animals  in  the  park,  and  to 
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prevent  the  further  spread  of  the  dis- 
ease. An  inquiry  is  being  actively  pro- 
secuted, but  the  origin  of  the  disease  has 
not  been  discovered. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOWARD  asked  theright 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  was  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  furniture  of  Lady 
Ampthill  arrived  at  Ampthill  Park  from 
Berlin  a  short  time  before  this  outbreak 
took  place,  and  whether  he  was  also 
aware  that  the  animals  had  access  to  the 
hay  and  straw  in  which  the  furniture 
was  packed;  and  whether  he  caused 
special  investigation  to  be  made  in  view 
of  what  had  taken  place  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Mr.  Chaplin),  in 
reply,  said,  special  investigation  was 
made  into  that  matter.  Although  it 
was  quite  true  that  the  furniture  was 
packed  in  hay  which  was  left  about  the 
premises  and  to  which  the  animals  had 
access,  yet  he  was  informed  that  the 
packages  had  been  so  long  in  London 
that,  according  to  the  professional  au- 
thorities, the  disease  could  not  have  been 
conveyed  in  that  manner. 

PARUAMENT-BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

SiE  ROBERT  fowler  (Lord 
Mayor)  asked  what  Business  would  be 
taken  to-morrow  and  on  Wednesday  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (b'ir  Michael  Hioks-Bbao&) 
said,  the  Business  to-morrow  would 
be  the  Medical  Relief  Bill  as  the 
first  Order,  and  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill  as  the  second  Order. 
Those  Bills  would  practically  engage 
the  attention  of  the  House  the  whole 
evening.  Supply  would  be  taken  on 
Wednesday,  probably  the  Army  Esti- 
mates; and  on  Thursday  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  would  be 
taken. 

SUPPLY— GRANTS  IN  AID  OF  LOCAL 
TAXATION. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  COCHRAN-PATRICK:  I  rise 
to  ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to 
make  a  very  short  personal  statement. 
On  the  8th  of  July  I  gave  Notice  that  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  I  should 
move  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  treat 
Scotland  in  the  matter  of  grants  in  aid 
of  local  taxation  differently  from  Eng- 
land.     On  the  same   day  some  hon. 
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Member  of  the  House  gave  Notice  that 
in  Committee  of  Supply  on  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  he  would  move  to  re- 
duce the  item  of  current  accounts  by  the 
amount  of  the  Sheriff's  expenses  in 
Skye.  That  hon.  Member  inadvertently 
omitted  to  put  his  name  on  the  Notice 
of  Motion,  and,  following  the  usual 
practice  in  such  circumstances,  the 
Notice  appeared  on  the  Paper  with  along 
line  which  indicates  **  Name  illegible  " 
or  **  Name  omitted,"  and  those  who  are 
unacquainted  with  Parliamentary  pro- 
cedure gave  me  the  credit  of  having 
put  down  the  Motion  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  was  not 
the  author  of  the  Motion  relating  to 
Sheriff  Ivory's  expenses.  I  desire  very 
respectfully  to  suggest  that  on  occasions 
of  this  sort,  to  prevent  misapprehensions 
of  the  same  nature  in  future,  it  may  be 
considered  whether  it  would  not  be 
proper  to  put,  instead  of  a  line,  the 
words  "Name  omitted"  or  **Name 
illegible;"  and  I  desire,  in  the  third 
place,  to  thank  the  House  for  the  oppor- 
tunity it  has  given  me  to  make  this  ex- 
planation. 

EETmEMENT  OF  THE  SERJEANT-AT- 
ARMS. 
Mr.  SPEAKEK:  I  have  to  inform 
the  House  that  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Gosset,  the  Serjeant-at-Arms 
attending  this  House,  which  I  propose 
to  read.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

**  Souse  of  Commons, 

"  20^  July,  1885. 
"  Sir, 

**  /  have  the  honour  to  make  application  to  you 
that  you  wiU  be  pleated  to  eanetion  my  retirement 
on  the  SOth  of  September  next  from  my  office,  by 
Patent,  of  Her  Majesty^  e  Serjeant-at-Arms  at^ 
tending  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 

**  J  have  been  in  the  service  of  this  honourable 
Bouse  for  upwards  of  49  years,  and  I  feel  that 
the  time  has  arrived  when  it  is  desirable  that  J 
should  no  longer  retain  my  appointment, 

**  I  make  this  early  communication  in  order  that 
arrangements  may  be  made  without  ineonve^ 
nience, 

**  J  have  the  honour  to  be, 
"Sir, 
"  Your  very  obedient  Servant, 
"i2.  A,  OOSSET, 

"  SerjeanUat-Arms, 
••  The  Rt,  Honble, 

"  The  Speaker:' 


The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach)  :  I 
beg  to  propose  that  the  letter  read  by 
Mr.  Speaker  be  taken  into  consideration 
by  this  House  at  a  quarter-past  4  on 
Thursday  next,  when  I  shall  move  a 
Kesolution  on  the  subject. 

Ordered  accordingly. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  BAY. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTI]MATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  I. — Public  Works  and 
Buildings. 

(1.)  £161,784,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  before  the 
Committee  went  into  the  merits  of  any 
question  connected  with  Public  Build- 
ings in  Ireland,  which  would  probably 
be  discussed  at  some  length,  he  would 
like  to  make  a  remark  upon  a  subject 
connected  with  the  Phcenix  Park,  in 
Dublin. 

Thb  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  the 
question  of  the  Parks  in  Ireland  would 
more  properly  come  under  the  Public 
Works  Vote. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  what  the  Vote 
was  the  Committee  were  now  asked  to 
consider  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY replied  that  the  present  Vote  was 
for  Public  Buildings ;  the  Vote  for  Pub- 
lic "Works  would  be  the  next  but  one. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  he  was  not 
going  to  discuss  the  question  of  Public 
Buildings,  but  simply  to  point  out  a 
matter  which  he  thought  would  properly 
come  under  the  present  Vote.  What 
he  would  take  leave  to  say  was  that  he 
thought  the  Board  of  Works  might  very 
properly  spend  a  little  more  money  than 
they  did  in  Phoenix  Park  upon  seat  ac- 
commodation for  the  public.  At  pre- 
sent there  were  only  seats  in  those  por- 
tions of  the  Park  that  were  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  gates ; 
and  when  an  inhabitant  or  a  visitor  de- 
sired to  go  into  the  Park  he  found  that 
the  seats  were  of  a  most  inconvenient 
character  and  quite  unworthy  of  the 
Metropolis  of  Ireland,  and  altogether 
inadequate  to  provide  accommodation 
for  the  number  of  persons  who  frequented 
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the  Park.  That  was  an  important  mat- 
ter when  people  were  out  for  a  holiday 
endeavouring  to  enjoy  themselves.  It 
certainly  did  not  add  to  the  enjoyment  of 
visitors  to  the  Phoenix  Park  to  discover 
that  it  was  impossible  to  find  seat  accom- 
modation ;  and  as  the  expenditure  of  a 
very  few  pounds  would  remedy  the  defect, 
he  hoped  the  Gk)vemment  would  instruct 
the  Board  of  Works  at  a  very  early 
period  to  remove  that  grievance.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  it  was  neces- 
sary he  should  call  attention — namely, 
the  cutting  up  of  the  Park  for  polo  and 
cricket  grounds.  He  had  reused  that 
question  before.  In  London  there  was 
nothing  of  the  kind,  although  there  was 
larger  park  accommodation  and  a  much 
greater  number  of  people  who  might  be 
supposed  to  require  special  accommoda- 
tion for  cricket  and  other  recreation.  In 
the  case  of  the  Phoenix  Park,  three  or 
four  acres  of  ground  on  the  best  level  of 
the  Park  were  railed  off  as  a  polo  ground, 
and  a  notice  was  stuck  up  of  the  most 
audacious  nature,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  quite  illegal,  warning  persons  not 
to  attempt  or  dare  to  ride  over  that  por- 
tion of  the  Park,  which,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  was  railed  off  solely  for  the  accom- 
modation of  the  officers  of  the  Dublin 
garrison.  Then,  again,  there  was  a 
cricket  ground  of  30  or  40  acres  on  one 
of  the  pet  spots  in  the  Park.  He  thought 
the  Park  was  quite  large  enough  to  pro- 
vide accommodation  for  those  polo  and 
cricket  gentlemen  without  selecting  the 
choicest  sites  in  it.  It  was  monstrous 
that  the  pet  portions  of  the  Park  should 
be  given  up  for  the  sole  amusement  of  a 
limited  body  of  the  public.  If  such  a 
course  were  pursued  in  regard  to  Hyde 
Park,  he  felt  satisfied  that  any  structures 
similar  to  those  which  had  been  erected 
in  the  Phoenix  Park  would  be  pulled 
down  in  the  same  way  that  the  Hyde 
Park  railings  were  destroyed  some  years 
ago.  His  own  opinion  was  that  if  a  few 
of  those  illegal  inclosures  were  pulled 
down  by  the  people  a  salutary  lesson 
would  be  taught.  Phoenix  Park  was 
large  enough  to  accommodate  every- 
body ;  but  he  thought  that  some  special 
portion  of  the  Park  should  be  set  aside 
in  a  very  different  spot,  away  from  the 
road  which  was  most  used  by  the  public, 
in  order  to  provide  for  gentlemen  who 
desired  facilities  for  special  amusements. 
So  far  as  the  polo  ground  was  con- 
cerned, he  thought  that  the  notice  warn- 
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ing  the  public  off  should  be  taken  down. 
Why  should  the  officers  of  the  garrison 
of  Dublin  have  allocated  to  their  own 
sole  use  the  very  beautiful  piece  of  level 
ground  which  they  were  now  enjoying, 
and  every  other  person  be  prevented 
from  riding  over  it,  while  in  Ix}ndon  no 
attempt  was  made,  either  in  Hyde  Park, 
Regent's  Park,  or  in  any  of  the  other 
Parks,  to  make  inclosures  of  the  samecha- 
racter  ?  His  own  opinion  was  that  the 
Phoenix  Park  ought  to  be  treated  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  way.  It  might  be  said 
that  it  was  an  ungenerous  thing  to  at- 
tempt to  restrict  the  privileges  of  any 
particular  class  of  the  people  ;  but  what 
he  maintained  was  this— that  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  Park  should  be  equally  open 
to  all,  and  that  the  best  pieces  of  the 
ground  should  not  be  allocated  to  parti- 
cular individuals,  especially  when  there 
was  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  all  the  ac- 
commodation that  could  be  required 
elsewhere.  He  was  afraid  that  it  was 
the  old  story  of  giving  an  inch  and 
taking  an  ell.  The  usurpers  were  not 
even  content  with  a  wire  inclosure,  but 
they  were  erecting  stone  buildings,  which 
he  maintained  were  an  unjustifiable  in- 
trusion upon  the  rights  of  the  public 
with  regard  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
Park.  Then,  again,  he  thought  the 
system  of  grazing  cattle  over  portions  of 
the  Park  created  a  public  nuisance  in 
many  respects  which  prevented  the  peo- 
ple generally  from  walking  over  the 
grass.  All  those  things  in  regard  to 
Phoenix  Park  formed  an  eyesore  which 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  London  for  a 
single  moment,  and  especially  so  far  as 
the  grazing  of  cattle  was  concerned.  He 
had  no  idea  who  the  owners  of  the  cattle 
were.  No  doubt,  there  were  deer  in  the 
Park ;  but  they  were  an  ornament,  and 
so  would  the  cattle  be  but  for  the  nui- 
sance which  they  created.  It  was  very 
objectionable  to  see  the  large  area  of 
the  Park  tamed  into  what  he  might 
almost  describe  as  a  oow-keeping  es- 
tablishment for  the  remuneration  and 
profit  of  some  particular  body  of  whom 
he  knew  nothing.  He  trusted  that  the 
GFovemment  would  remember  that  the 
Phoenix  Park  was  intended  not  for  the 
use  of  a  particular  set  of  persons,  but 
for  the  public  at  large,  and  if  the  sys- 
tem were  persisted  in  of  sanctioning 
cow-grazing  over  the  Park  it  might  be 
carried  altogether  too  far.  The  pleasure 
of  the  people  ought  to  be  the  n^ain  con- 
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Bideration ;  and  for  those  who  required 
exceptional  privileges  it  was  most  undo- 
sirable,  either  for  cow- grazing  or  polo 
and  cricket  playing,  that  special  privi- 
leges should  be  reserved  against  the 
general  user  of  the  public.  Personally, 
if  the  present  practice  were  persisted  in, 
he  would  recommend  the  people  of  Dub- 
lin to  do  as  the  people  of  London  did  in 
Hyde  Park — to  go  over  and  tear  down 
the  rails 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  his 
attention  had  not  been  called  to  this 
particular  point  in  connection  with  the 
Vote;  but  he  heartily  concurred  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  in  the 
opinion  that  the  Phoenix  Park  was 
intended  for  the  use  not  of  individuals, 
but  of  the  public  at  large.  The  point  as 
to  providing  more  seats  in  the  Park  should 
receive  consideration.  He  understood 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  say  that 
in  regard  to  the  polo  ground  there  was 
a  noticeput  up  warning  people  off. 

Mb.  ELEALY  said,  that  there  was  not 
only  one  notice,  but  two. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  said,  there  could  be  no  question 
that  anybody  had  a  right  to  ride  over 
the  polo  ground,  and  he  would  bring 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  hope  that 
the  notices  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  be  removed. 
With  regard  to  the  cricket  grounds  be 
trusted  that  before  the  violent  steps 
shadowed  forth  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  were  taken,  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  to  the  Government 
to  consider  whether  some  of  the  grounds 
could  not  be  removed  to  another  part 
of  the  Park,  if  the  public  were  really 
at  present  inconvenienced.  On  public 
grounds  it  might  not  be  desirable  to  re- 
tain them  in  their  present  position ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  they  would  be  very  useless  if 
they  were  placed  in  a  part  of  the  Park 
which  would  be  practically  inaccessible. 
He  would  ascertain  whether  the  cricket- 
ing could  not  be  removed  to  other  parts 
of  the  Park,  where  it  would  not  hinder 
the  people  from  walking  about ;  but  he 
did  not  understand  the  hon.  Member  to 
be  opposed  to  all  cricket  grounds  in  the 
Park.  For  himself,  he  could  not  agree 
in  any  such  view. 

Mr.  WAUGH  said,  that  if  he  were 
not  out  of  Order  he  would  ask  his  hon. 

VOL,  QCXCIX.    [third  series.;] 


Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to 
consider  the  propriety  of  imposing  better 
regulations  with  regard  to  the  use  of  the 
Queen's  Park  in  Edinburgh. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  was  hardly  correct  in  saying  that 
in  the  London  Parks  no  spaces  were  al- 
lotted for  cricket  or  football.  InBattersea 
Park,  and  he  believed  in  some  of  the 
other  Parks,  spaces  were  appropriated 
specially  for  cricket  and  other  games,  as 
well  as  to  riders. 

Mr.  healy  :  To  the  extent  of  30 
acres  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  not 
in  a  position  to  say  what  amount  of 
space  was  allotted.  The  acreage  devoted 
to  such  purposes  was,  of  course,  a 
matter  of  detail,  and  did  not  affect  the 
principle  involved.  All  ho  wished  to 
point  out  was  that  there  were  por- 
tions of  the  London  Parks  allotted  to 
cricket  and  football,  independent  of 
the  other  parts  of  the  Parks  which 
were  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
general  public.  He  trusted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  when  he  inquired  into  the 
matter,  would  not  be  disposed  too  pre- 
maturely to  concur  in  the  idea  that  the 
allocation  of  a  specific  portion  of  ground 
for  polo  or  cricket  was  an  infringement 
of  the  rights  of  the  public.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  jump  at  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  not  for  the  gene- 
ral convenience  of  the  public  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  Parks  should  be  allocated  for 
such  purposes.  And  if  such  an  alloca- 
tion were  made  it  was  most  desirable 
that  the  spaces  allotted  for  those  pur- 
poses should  be  within  easy  reach  of  the 
people  who  had  recourse  to  them.  If 
they  were  situated  in  such  an  out-of-the- 
way  part  6t  the  Park  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  seemed  to  indicate  they  would 
be  of  little  use  to  anybody.  He,  there- 
fore, trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  commit  himself,  without  inquiry,  to 
any  particular  declaration  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  there  was  an 
item  in  the  Vote  for  the  conversion  of 
military  barracks  into  Constabulary 
buildings.  In  fact,  he  saw  items  for 
that  purpose — one  of  £700,  another  of 
£800,  another  of  £900,  another  of  £600, 
and,  in  the  case  of  Tullamore,  one  of 
£1,670.   He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
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why  those  sums  were  asked  for,  and  he 
thought  that  some  explanation  was  de- 
manded from  the  Government,  for  they 
certainly  appeared  to  be  very  large  items. 

The  SEOEETARY  to  thb  TEEA- 
8IJRY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  he 
believed  that  some  of  the  existing  bar- 
racks were  much  too  small  or  too  dilapi- 
dated, especially  inthe  larger  towns,  for 
further  occupation.  The  sums  referred 
to  were  only  Estimates,  and  therefore 
conveniently  given  in  round  sums  ;  and 
of  course  all  the  money  that  was  not 
actually  expended  would  be  returned. 
He  believed  that  this  expenditure  was 
due  to  the  postponement  of  certain 
works  that  were  asked  for  last  year. 
It  was  contemplated  that  a  consider- 
able portion  of  this  expenditure  should 
have  been  incurred  last  year;  but  the 
work  itself  had  been  postponed.  He 
was  informed  that  this  outlay  had  now 
become  absolutely  necessary,  and  that 
the  work  must  be  done  at  once.  In  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  King's  County  (Mr.  MoUoy),  he  had 
no  special  information  as  to  Tullamore 
as  distinguished  from  the  requirements 
of  other  towns. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  whether  he  was 
to  understand  the  hon.  Baronet  to  say 
that  this  sum  of  £1,670  was  to  be  ex- 
pended in  Tullamore  for  the  conversion 
of  military  barracks  into  Copstabulary 
buildings  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  said,  he  believed  that  was  the 
case. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  upon 
page  61  of  the  Votes  there  were  two 
items  in  reference  to  the  navigation  of 
the  Shannon  to  which  he  desired  to  call 
attention.  There  was  a  great  flood  a 
few  years  ago,  which  did  a  considerable 
amount  of  damage ;  and  he'  wanted  to 
know  how  a  similar  disaster  was  to  be 
guarded  against  in  future  years,  so  as  to 
prevent  the  injury  from  occurring  again 
to  which  the  farmers  ^ere  liable  &om 
summer  floods  ?  He  believed  there  had 
been  many  complaints  in  regard  to  the 
Killaloo  sluice,  and  that  there  had  been 
more  than  one  flood  of  a  serious  cha- 
racter, which  had  been  brought  about 
in  consequeuce  of  that  sluice.  The  Go- 
vernment had  promised  to  make  inquiry 
into  the  matter ;  but  so  far  as  he  could 
learn  they  had  never  done  so.  He  trusted 
that  the  present  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  bear  the  matter  in  mind. 

Mr.  Molloy 


There  was  another  question  which  it 
was  important  to  mention.  He  trusted 
that  there  was  still  time  to  get  some  de- 
claration from  the  G-overnment  as  to 
their  intentions  in  regard  to  the  Ulster 
Canal  Bill.  It  was  most  inconvenient  to 
And  that  Bill  put  down  in  the  Orders 
night  after  night.  He  believed  that 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  measure 
itself  if  the  Government  would  leave  out 
the  provisions  which  related  to  the  keep- 
ing up  of  the  summer  level.  So  far  as 
he  could  learn  that  was  the  only  serious 
objection  to  the  Bill.  Personally,  he 
thought  that  an  undoubted  claim  had 
been  made  for  getting  rid  of  this  sum- 
mer level  in  order  to  prevent  the  farmers, 
whose  holdings  were  higher  up,  from 
being  flooded  in  an  attempt  to  maintain 
the  level.  He  hoped  to  receive  a  precise 
and  specific  declaration  from  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  matter ;  and  he  thought 
he  was  justified  in  assuring  them  that 
that  was  in  reality  the  only  point  upon 
which  objection  was  taken  to  the  Bill. 

Ma.  COEEY  also  expressed  a  hope 
that  some  statement  would  be  made  in 
regard  to  the  arrangements  which  were 
proposed  to  be  carried  out  in  reference 
to  the  Ulster  Canal. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  said,  that  an  allusion 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  County  (Mr.  Molloy)  to  the  items 
which  appeared  in  the  Vote  for  the  con- 
version of  military  barracks  into  Con- 
stabulary buildings.  His  own  opinion 
was  that  the  whole  of  the  arrangements 
for  providing  sumptuous  accommodation 
for  the  Constabulary  were  objectionable 
and  extravagant.  He  saw  that  in  one 
instance  a  sum  of  £250  was  put  down 
for  providing  a  bath  room.  Considering 
the  very  unpretentious  bath  rooms  which 
ordinary  people  had  to  put  up  with,  he 
did  not  see  why  the  country  should  con- 
struct a  bath  room  on  so  magnificent  a 
scale,  and  should  be  called  upon  to  pay 
£250  for  it,  in  order  to  enable  hali-a- 
dozen  or  a  dozen  policemen  to  enjoy  the 
luxury  of  a  bath  in  Dublin,  where  there 
were  plenty  of  public  baths  and  wash- 
houses  in  existence.  Then  he  saw  that 
a  sum  of  £2,300  was  asked  for  the  bar- 
racks in  the  little  town  of  Portadown. 
He  had  had  occasion  not  very  long  ago 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
people  who  were  proposing  to  set  up 
this  establishment  were  most  neglectf  id 
of  their  duty,  and  that  the  lives  of  per- 
sons who  found  it  necessary  to  pass 
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through  the  place  were  left  very  much 
at  the  mercy  of  the  Constabulary  them- 
selves. There  was  also  an  item  of  £2,500 
for  providing  a  Constabulary  barracks 
in  the  little  town  of  Dingle,  in  the 
county  of  Kerry,  He  did  not  suppose 
that  all  the  other  buildings  in  the  town 
put  together  would  cost  as  much  as  that. 
There  was  also  a  sum  of  £4,500  for  a 
barracks  in  the  town  of  Galway.  Esti- 
mates of  this  kind  were  perfectly  scan- 
dalous. What  oh  earth  was  all  this 
money  required  for  at  a  time  when  they 
were  professing  to  reduce  the  strength, 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  by  more 
than  2,000  men  ?  It  was  quite  notorious 
that  one-half  of  the  present  Constabu- 
lary Force  would  be  quite  ample  for  the 
purpose  of  preserving  law  and  order  if 
they  were  not  treated  as  soldiers.  When 
he  found  that  in  the  present  Vote  about 
£1,200  was  devoted  to  the  building  of 
these  palatial  residences  for  policemen, 
and  that  only  £1,000  was  set  apart 
for  the  building  of  residences  for  the 
National  School  teachers  of  Ireland, 
every  man  in  Ireland,  and  the  country 
generally,  must  be  impressed  with  the 
fact  that  while  policemen  were  muni- 
ficently paid  and  housed  in  magnifi- 
cent buildings,  the  unfortunate  National 
School  teachers,  and  every  other  person 
who  added  to  the  happiness  and  pros- 
perity of  the  Irish  people,  were  shame- 
fully neglected.  He  thought  they  were 
entitled  to  have  some  explanation  of  this 
mania  for  building  police  barracks  at 
this  extraordinary  rate.  In  many  places 
it  was  found  impossible  to  afford  money 
for  building  a  church  in  honour  of  the 
Almighty ;  whereas  it  appeared  that 
there  was  to  be  no  stint  in  building 
temples  for  police  officers.  He  hoped 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  be  able  to 
afford  some  explanation  as  to  the  reason 
why  the  Estimates  had  become  so  swollen 
for  the  Constabulary.  He  wished,  fur- 
ther, to  know  who  had  the  controlling 
authority  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  BIGK^FA-R  said,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  Estimates  should  be 
increasing  while  the  number  of  the 
police  themselves  was  falling  off.  He 
certainly  failed  to  see  what  ground  there 
was  for  increasing  the  barrack  accom- 
modation. If  they  were  going  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  police  in  Ireland 
it  would  be  a  very  different  matter ;  but 
they  had  been  assuied  over  and  over 
again  by  the  late  Governn^ent  that  the 


number  was  being  decreased,  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  see  what  reason  there 
was  for  increasing  the  expenditure.  The 
instance  of  Galway  had  been  mentioned. 
He  understood  that  that  was  a  decaying 
town — at  any  rate,  it  had  not  been  a 
flourishing  town  for  some  time  past,  and 
he  believed  that  premises  quite  suitable 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  Constabu- 
lary were  to  be  had  in  the  town  for  a 
very  moderate  rent.  It  was  notorious 
that  in  most  of  the  places  where  it  was 
proposed  to  incur  this  expenditure  very 
decent  accommodation  was  to  be  had  at 
much  more  reasonable  rates.  The  pro- 
posal to  expend  £4,500  in  Galway  was 
altogether  extravagant  and  monstrous. 
There  could  be  no  justification  for  such 
an  outlay  in  a  town  of  the  size  of  Gal- 
way, nor,  indeed,  in  any  other  Irish  town 
except  Dublin.  He  strongly  objected 
to  the  spending  of  a  lot  of  money  in 
extravagant  police  barracks,  especially 
when  the  Government  must  be  fully 
aware  that  they  were  able  to  get  the 
necessary  accommodation  at  a  much 
more  reasonable  rate. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that 
last  year  they  had  had  a  discussion  upon 
this  subject;  and  on  that  occasion  the 
items  asked  for  under  this  particular 
head  wore  shown  to  have  been  already 
obtained  for  the  same  purposes  for  which 
they  were  again  asked  for ;  but  it  was 
admitted,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion, 
that  they  had  not  been  expended  for 
those  purposes,  but  applied  to  others. 
It  was  proved  that  sums  of  money  had 
been  obtained  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing sites  for  police  barracks ;  and  it 
was  further  shown  that  the  money  so 
obtained  had  never  been  expended  at 
all.  In  more  than  one  case  it  appeared 
that  money  for  a  site  had  been  voted 
two  or  three  times  over ;  and  yet  when 
a  distinct  question  was  put  to  the  Go- 
vernment it  appeared  that  no  site  had 
in  reality  been  purchased  at  all.  He 
asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  now 
in  charge  pf  these  Estimates  to  see  that 
the  money  drawn  for  police  barracks 
was  really  expended  for  that  purpose, 
and  not,  as  was  the  case  last  year,  taken 
for  one  purpose  and  expended  upon  an- 
other. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  that, 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  police  bar- 
racks, there  was  one  point  to  which  he 
desired  to  call  attention.    Xt  must  be 
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borne  in  mind  that  these  Estimates  were 
not  drawn  by  the  present,  but  by  the 
late  Government ;  and  he  was  very  much 
surprised  to  find  that  there  was  no 
Member  of  the  late  Government  present 
who  was  able  to  get  up  and  give  an  ex- 
planation. With  regard  to  police  bar- 
racks, it  was  within  his  knowledge  that 
the  number  of  the  Force  had  been 
largely  diminished,  and  the  buildings 
themselves  had  been  allowed  to  fall  into 
decay,  so  that  the  Government  had  now 
to  build  fresh  houses.  It  was  utterly 
impossible  to  obtain  premises  already  in 
existence  that  were  suitable.  It  had, 
therefore,  become  absolutely  essential 
that  the  Government  should  build  fresh 
houses,  in  order  to  replace  those  which 
had  been  allowed  to  fall  into  wreck  and 
ruin. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  wish  to  criticize  adversely  the 
Estimates  now  under  discussion  as  the 
Estimates  of  the  present  Government, 
because,  as  had  already  been  remarked, 
the  present  Government  had  had  no 
hand  in  preparing  them.  At  the  same 
time,  no  one  who  had  studied  the  ques- 
tion of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  could 
fail  to  see  that  there  was  a  great  want 
of  that  supervision  in  connection  with 
this  expenditure  which  was  undertaken 
in  connection  with  every  other  Depart- 
ment of  the  Public  Service.  There  was. 
apparently,  an  ambition  on  the  part  of 
the  Department  charged  with  this  expen- 
diture to  submit  inflated  Estimates  every 
year  by  putting  in  a  number  of  services 
which  never  could  be  completed  within 
the  year.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  King's  County  (Mr.  Molloy)  had  re- 
ferred to  one  such  case,  and  precisely 
the  same  thing  would  be  found  in  the 
Estimates  of  the  present  year.  He  had 
before  him  the  last  volume  of  the  Ap- 
propriation Accounts,  and  he  found  that 
in  die  case  of  the  Constabulary  barracks 
at  Galway  a  sum  of  £3,000  was  voted 
in  that  financial  year,  but  not  spent.  So 
also  in  the  case  of  Limerick,  and  in 
other  instances ;  and  it  would  be  found 
that  the  sums  voted  had  never  been 
drawn  from  the  Exchequer  at  all,  for 
the  reason  that  no  site  had  been  avail- 
able. Could  anything  be  more  ridicu- 
lous than  to  ask  for  large  sums — thou- 
sands and  thousands  of  pounds  year 
after  year  for  building  structures  for 
which  they  had  not  the  ground  upon 
which  to  erect  them?    The  inevitable 

Colonel  King-Harman 


result  was  that  the  Estimate  was  in- 
flated to  a  very  considerable  extent,  and 
the  officials  of  Dublin  found  that  they 
were  in  a  position  to  draw  a  large 
amount  of  money  under  the  nominal 
scope  of  this  Vote.  What  was  it  they 
did  last  year?  Instead  of  using  the 
money  for  the  services  for  which  it  was 
asked  in  Parliament,  they  went  in  for 
building  things  which  had  never  been 
mentioned  at  all,  such  as  an  expendi- 
ture of  £1,000  in  connection  with  the 
Land  Commission  in  Cork;  £1,100  for 
Royal  Constabulary  huts,  which  had 
never  been  voted  by  Parliament ;  £1,200 
at  Ennis  for  Constabulary  barracks; 
while  the  Botanic  Gardens  at  Dublin 
were  provided  with  new  buildings  at  an 
expenditure  of  £1,800.  In  this  latter 
case  there  was  a  marginal  note  stating 
that  the  expenditure  had  been  sanctioned 
by  a  Treasury  Letter  of  the  29th  of  No- 
vember, 1883,  a  very  long  time  after  the 
Estimates  had  been  passed  by  the  House. 
On  referring  to  the  year  1884,  he  found 
that  the  Treasury  was  asked  to  consent  to 
the  appropriation  of  money  for  services 
entirely  diflFerent  from  that  for  which 
Parliament  had  sanctioned  the  Vote. 
In  other  cases  he  found  that  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury  was  given  to  the  expen- 
diture after  the  financial  year  had  al- 
together closed.  He  thought  that  was  a 
piece  of  administrative  irregularity  which 
ought  to  require  a  very  searching  in- 
vestigation on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  matter.  He 
only  referred  to  these  points  in  the 
history  of  this  Department  in  order  to 
show  the  laxity  with  which  the  Depart- 
ment was  administered — a  laxity  which 
was  greater  than  that  which  was  per- 
mitted in  any  other  Department  either 
in  Ireland  or  in  this  country.  When  he 
came  to  consider  the  character  of  the 
Votes  submitted  by  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  he  could  not  help  being  struck 
by  the  fact  that  almost  all  the  money 
asked  for  was  to  be  spent  on  works  thi^ 
were  of  no  permanent  advantage  to  the 
country.  It  would  be  seen  that  the 
money  was  expended  upon  Constabu- 
lary barracks  to  any  extent.  Large 
sums  of  money  were  sJso  voted  in  con- 
nection with  the  navigation  levels  of  the 
difi^erent  river  valleys,  everyone  of  which 
had  already  resulted  in  disaster  to  the 
farming  population  of  the  locality  in 
which  they  existed.  The  consequence 
of  the  existence  of  these  levels  was  that 
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below  Athlon e,  and  below  a  very  wide 
stretch  of  the  Shannon,  the  whole  of  the 
agricultural  produce  of  the  low-lying 
lands  was  annually  swept  away,  and  the 
grazing  was  so  deteriorated  by  the 
summer  floods  that  the  farmer  was 
scarcely  able  to  get  anything  out  of  the 
lands  he  cultivated.  So  it  was,  also,  in 
the  case  of  the  Barrow,  and  one  conse- 
quence was  that  the  lands  above  were 
not  drained  at  all.  A  Commission  had 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
drainage  of  the  Barrow  Valley,  and  it 
was  found  that  as  a  consequence  of  the 
existence  of  these  works  it  was  necessary 
to  maintain  a  high  summer  level.  The 
result  was  that  the  agricultural  occu- 
pations of  the  people,  which  were 
affected  by  this  level,  were  rendered 
perfectly  hopeless.  And  yet  he  found 
in  this  Vote  that  there  was  a  sum  of 
£12,000  for  works  proposed  to  be  car- 
ried out  by  the  Lagan  Navigation  in 
connection  with  the  Ulster  Oanal.  He 
was  informed  that  the  Ulster  Navi- 
gation Bill  would  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  the  Vote  would  not  be  wanted. 
Nevertheless,  there  was  an  annual  charge 
of  some  £1,000  or  £1,200  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Ulster  Canal — a  canal  in 
regard  to  which  there  was  no  reasonable 
prospect  of  its  ever  being  made  avail- 
able for  commerce.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
in  its  present  position,  it  was  never 
likely  to  pay  the  wages  of  those  who 
were  employed  upon  it,  and  there  was  a 
strong  recommendation  that  it  should  be 
drained,  and  its  site  converted  into  agri- 
cultural purposes.  He  failed  to  see 
why  the  Government,  year  by  year, 
should  ask  for  this  grant  of  £1,000  or 
£1,200  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up 
this  canal,  when  it  was  most  desirable, 
for  the  interests  of  all  concerned,  that  it 
should  be  closed  altogether.  There 
were  a  number  of  other  items  in  the 
Vote  to  which,  if  the  occasion  were 
favourable,  he  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee ;  but,  as  he 
had  said  before,  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  opposite  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  them,  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to  press 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  in  regard 
to  them. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  was 
not  responsible  for  the  drawing  up  of 
this  Vote ;  but  he  might,  therefore,  be 
in  a  position  to  express  a  more  impar- 


tial opinion  upon  the  various  items  of 
which  it  consisted.  He  shared  to  the 
fullest  extent  the  views  which  bad  been 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  Vote  had  been 
drawn  up,  and  he  thought  that  no  criti- 
cism upon  it  could  be  too  strong  or  too 
severe.  Had  the  hon.  Baronet  noticed 
the  fact  that  the  Board  of  Works  asked 
for  these  purposes  last  year  a  sum  of 
£250,000,  and  that  this  year  they  were 
asking  for  a  further  sum  of  £221,000  ? 
Two  years  ago  £210,000  was  asked  for, 
and  only  £204,000  expended.  He, 
therefore,  failed  to  comprehend  the 
audacity  with  which  the  Board  of 
Works  now  came  forward  and  asked 
for  this  enormous  sum  of  money,  amount- 
ing to  £  17,000  more  than  was  expended 
seven  years  ago.  Was  there  any  pre- 
tence of  increased  crime  to  jugtify  the 
demand?  As  a  rule,  the  Board  of 
Works  had  been  in  the  habit  of  assert- 
ing that  disturbed  times  in  Ireland  were 
the  reason  why  it  was  necessary  to  ex- 
pend large  sums  of  money  on  military 
barracks  and  Constabulary  buildings. 
But  there  were  no  disturbed  times  in 
Ireland  now.  On  the  contrary,  the 
political  sky  was  almost  obscured  with 
showers  of  white  gloves ;  and  the  Judges 
and  Sheriffs  were  congratulating  each 
other  all  over  Ireland  upon  the  absence 
of  crime.  Nevertheless,  having  only 
expended  £204,000  upon  public  works 
in  1884,  the  Board  of  Works  now  asked 
for  £221,000.  In  what  items  were  the 
increase  to  be  found  ?  The  Board  were 
actually  asking  for  £16,311  more  than 
they  did  last  year  for  new  works.  Not 
one  word  of  explanation  was  offered ; 
but,  on  looking  more  closely  into  the 
subject,  he  found  that  the  increase  was 
to  be  found  in  these  items.  £6,000  more 
was  asked  for  Coastguard  stations.  What 
were  they  wanted  for?  What  duties 
had  the  Coastguardsmen  to  perform? 
Was  there  an  increased  amount  of 
smuggling  going  on?  He  had  not 
heard  of  anything  of  the  kind ;  and  he 
could  not  find  that  the  Coastguard  did 
anything  except  worry  the  poor  fisher- 
men who  were  trying  to  earn  a  liveli- 
hood. He  certainly  did  not  feel  dis- 
posed to  vote  more  money  for  Coast- 
guard stations  unless  some  satisfactory 
reason  could  be  assigned  for  it.  There 
was  also  the  large  item  of  £5,000  for 
sanitary  improvements  in  Dublin  Castle 
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and  the  Lodge  in  the  Phoonix  Park.  A 
great  many  eminent  persoDS  had  been 
able  to  get  on  very  comfortably  in  Dublin 
Castle  and  the  Viceregal  Lodge  in  the 
Phoenix  Park  since  1800,  and  he  did  not 
understand  why  a  large  increase  of  ex- 
penditure should  have  been  rendered 
necessary  now.  Then,  again,  there  was 
an  item  of  £4,000  more  for  county  police 
barracks.  What  was  the  meaning  of 
that?  The  Estimate  for  the  pay  of 
the  police  was  not  diminished,  although 
there  were  1,000  fewer  policemen  than 
there  were  last  year ;  and,  in  addition, 
they  were  asked  to  expend  £4,000  more 
for  police  barracks.  He  felt  bound  to  ask 
that  the  Qovemment  should  give  some 
attention  to  these  Estimates,  and  offer 
some  explanation  to  the  House  of  these 
extraordinary  items.  £4,000  more  for 
police  barracks,  while  the  number  of  the 
Constabulary  had  been  largely  decreased ! 
He  should  have  thought  that  fewer  bar- 
racks would  have  been  sufficient.  Then 
there  was  an  item  for  the  conversion  of 
military  barracks  into  police  buildings. 
They  were  always  converting  something 
or  other  in  Lreland.  The  Government 
were  never  satisfied  to  allow  anything 
to  remain  long  for  its  original  use.  If 
they  built  a  house  for  soldiers,  they 
wanted  it  for  policemen,  and  they  would 
at  once  find  it  necessary  to  undertake 
alterations  at  a  cost  of  several  thousand 
pounds.  Surely  barrack  accommodation 
that  was  good  enough  for  a  soldier  was 
good  enough  for  a  police  constable ; 
and  he  protested  against  this  large  in- 
crease of  expenditure  for  Coastguard 
stations,  sanitary  improvements  in  Dub- 
lin Castle  and  the  Viceregal  Lodge, 
police  barracks,  and  one  thing  and  an- 
other that  were  not  of  the  slightest  in- 
terest or  advantage  to  the  Irish  people. 
It  was  in  this  way  the  Estimates  were 
increased  by  £4,000  in  one  direction, 
and  £6,000  in  another,  while  the  sum 
asked  for  Science  and  Art  buildings  was 
£2,700  less.  There  was  plenty  of  sani- 
tary accommodation  in  Dublin  Castle 
and  in  the  Phoenix  Park  Lodge,  and 
very  scanty  arrangements  in  connection 
with  the  promotion  of  Science  and  Art. 
Yet  the  principle  upon  which  the  Vote 
was  framed  was  to  increase  the  expendi- 
ture upon  unnecessary  purposes,  and  to 
diminish  it  wherever  an  increase  was 
really  demanded.  The  Vote  was  one  for 
PubHo  Buildings ;  but  the  item  for  the 
Post  Office  was  £3,000  less,  for  inland 
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navigation  £3,000  less,  and  for  fishery 
piers  £2,650  less,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  harbours  around  the  coast 
were  falling  [into  decay,  and  the  poor 
fishermen  were  year  after  year  sent  into 
the  deep  waters  at  the  risk  of  their  lives. 
£4,000  more  was  asked  for  police  bar- 
racks for  a  diminished  Constabulary 
Force;  and  although  the  Board  of 
Works  had  been  constantly  warned  that 
the  harbours  were  falling  into  deoay,  they 
put  down  £2, 660  less  for  fishery  piers  and 
harbours,  and,  at  the  same  moment,  in- 
flated the  Estimates  for  Coastguard  sta- 
tions, and  provided  £700  for  additional 
furniture  for  the  Public  Departments. 
Even  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  Board 
of  Works  itself  was  £800  more  this 
year  than  last.  Last  year  it  cost  £700, 
and  this  year  the  Office  which  drew  up 
the  Estimate  was  brazen  enough  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  £1,676.  Why 
had  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  Office  of 
Works  jumped  up  in  one  year  from  £700 
to  £1,576?  The  Estimate  certainly 
appeared  to  him  to  partake  somewhat 
of  the  nature  of  fraud.  Was  money  to 
be  spent  in  this  way  simply  because  it 
was  public  money?  Would  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
if  he  was  connected  with  a  E  ail  way 
Company,  or  owned  a  mill,  or  even  a 
shop  in  a  small  village,  allow  his  money 
to  be  spent  in  this  manner  ?  Of  course 
he  would  not.  If  any  private  Member 
of  the  House  found  that  his  money  was 
expended  in  such  a  way  he  would  not 
only  discountenance  the  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  his  employes,  but  he  would 
take  care  that  it  met  with  the  punish- 
ment due  to  the  offence.  He  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) did  not  think  the  money  of  the 
country  ought  to  be  expended  with  less 
care,  consideration,  and  responsibility 
than  that  of  a  private  individual.  Then, 
again,  there  was  an  item  of  £246  to 
provide  a  depot  in  Dublin  for  Crown 
witnesses.  Had  the  informer,  whose 
principal  business  was  to  swear  away 
the  lives  of  innocent  men,  become  a  per- 
manent official  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  ? 
He  had  entertained  the  hope  that  with 
the  disappearance  of  disturbed  times 
they  might  have  heard  the  last  of  the 
informer.  He  should  not  have  thought 
that  he  ought  to  exist  and  carry  on  a 
lucrative  traffic  in  an  atmosphere  of 
white  gloves  and  congratulations  be- 
tween the  Judges  of  Aasize  and  the 
county  authorities  as  to  the  absence  of 
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crime.  Instead  of  fitting  up  a  depot  to 
make  these  men  comfortable,  the  sooner 
they  were  removed  to  Mountjojorto  some 
other  convict  prison  the  better  for  the 
country.  Turning  to  the  English  Votes, 
he  was  able  to  compliment  the  English 
Board  of  Works  upon  having  no  such 
increase  of  their  Vote.  He  knew  that  it 
would  be  out  of  Order  to  discuss  that 
Vote,  and  he  only  referred  to  it  by  way 
of  illustration. 

Thb  SEORETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Sir  Henby  Holland)  said,  that 
it  would,  perhaps,  best  consult  the  con- 
venience of  the  Committee  if  the  discus- 
sion upon  Public  Works  was  taken  upon 
the  Vote  which  would  come  on  later  in 
the  next  Class.  When  it  was  reached 
he  intended  to  make  a  statement  upon  it. 
He  understood  that  it  was  simply  by  way 
of  comparison  that  the  hon.  Member 
drew  attention  to  the  expenditure  on 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  and  England. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  bad  only  been 
paying  a  compliment  to  the  English  De- 
partment ;  and  if  the  hon.  Baronet  ob- 
jected, of  course  he  would  not  pursue 
the  matter  further.  He  was  simply  en- 
deavouring to  show  that  in  the  Irish 
Vote  certain  charges  were  made  which- 
ought  not  to  be  made ;  and  he  now  pro- 
posed to  point  out  how  the  Vote  was 
managed  in  the  Appropriation  Accounts. 
If  the  hon.  Baronet  would  follow  him 
he  would  see  that  a  most  objectionable 
course  had  been  pursued.  The  Board 
of  Works  obtained  a  Vote  of  £210,000  ; 
but  of  that  sum  only  £204,000  was  ex- 

? ended,  leaving  a  net  surplus  of  £6,000. 
n  addition  to  this  inflated  Estimate,  out 
of  a  further  sum  voted  of  £82,000  they 
only  expended  £66,000,  leaving  a  fur- 
ther surplus  of  £16,000.  And  how  was 
that  money  spent?  It  was  spent  for 
purposes  which  had  not  been  authorized 
by  Parliament  at  all — Sites  for  police 
barracks,  £2,700;  police  employed  in 
emergency  work,  £1,242;  erection  of 
Constabulary  huts,  £1,140;  travelling 
expenses  of  carpenters  employed  in 
erecting  Constabulary  huts,  £463 ;  fur- 
niture for  themselves  and  their  friends 
of  the  official  class  in  Dublin,  £3,900 ; 
accommodation  for  Marines,  £1,228; 
gas,  &c.,  owing  to  the  disturbed  state  of 
the  country,  £670  ;  and  in  other  items 
amounting  altogether  to  more  than 
£11,000  out  of  the  £16,000  by  which 
the  Vote  had  been  orer  -  estimated. 
Having  over-estimated  the  wants  of  the 


Department  by  £16,000,  they  expended 
£11,000  of  the  excess  upon  purposes 
wholly  unauthorized  by  Parliament. 
They  made  an  inflated  Estimate  for 
Coastguard  stations  and  police  barracks, 
and,  taking  the  money  from  one  pocket, 
put  it  into  another,  expending  it  upon 
purposes  which  the  House  had  had  no 
opportunity  of  discussing,  and  of  which 
they  might  strongly  have  disapproved. 
He  maintained  that  there  had  been 
gross  maladministration  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  an  evasion  of 
the  control  of  Parliament  which  ought 
not  to  be  lightly  passed  over.  Within 
the  last  few  years  the  Board  of  Works 
had  under-expended  by  £36,000  the 
money  voted  by  Parliament.  The 
whole  Vote  for  Public  Works  was 
£82,000  ;  but  they  bad  under-expended 
on  Coastguard  stations,  barracks,  and 
fishery  harbours  and  piers,  £16,000, 
altogether,  which  they  had  transferred 
to  another  heeui  and  expended  upon 
purposes  not  authorized  by  Parliament. 
They  had  expended  £2,300  on  the 
Oeneral  Post  Office,  £1,000  on  the  Par- 
cels Post,  £2,400  on  barracks,  and  so  on ; 
and  in  some  instances  they  had  estab- 
lished new  items  of  expenditure  which  had 
never  been  voted  or  considered  by  Parlia- 
ment at  all,  such  as  the  Land  Commission 
at  Cork,  the  erection  of  Constabulary 
huts  and  houses  in  the  Botanic  Gardens, 
and  a  gas  engine  at  the  General  Post 
Office.  He  maintained  that  this  was  a 
system  of  jugglery  and  misappropriation 
of  public  money,  which  was  most  dis- 
creditable ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  it  was 
a  question  whether  it  did  not  amount  to 
a  criminal  offence.  When  it  was  found 
year  after  year  that  an  important  Public 
Department  wilfully  over-estimated  the 
amount  it  required  to  spend  upon  cer- 
tain items  by  tens  of  thousands  of 
pounds,  and  then  expended  it  upon 
matters  that  were  not  authorized  by 
Parliament,  that  Department  must  not 
feel  shocked  if  their  conduct,  when 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  country, 
excited  not  only  harsh  criticism,  but  a 
feeling  of  indignation. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said, 
that  as  an  Irish  Bepresentative  he  pro- 
tested against  the  expenditure  of  £12,400 
for  the  erection  of  Constabulary  bar- 
racks in  Ireland.  No  person  could 
travel  for  any  distance  in  Ireland  with- 
out seeing  villages  in  decay,  houses  fall- 
ing down,  and  everything  in  a  state  of 
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ruin  and  dilapidation ;  and  yet  the  Im- 
perial Treasury  was  asked  to  erect 
splendid  barracks  for  police  constables, 
who  lived  in  absolute  idleness  and  luxury, 
and  who  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  in 
the  wide  world.  The  new  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  not  as  yet  had  much  practical 
experience  of  Ireland ;  but  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
would  recruit  his  health  as  well  as  his 
political  experience  when  the  House 
ceased  to  sit  by  visiting  Ireland.  If  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  did  so,  he  was 
sure  he  would  be  struck  very  much  in- 
deed by  this  fact — that  all  through  Ice- 
land, even  in  the  poorest  districts,  police- 
men were  to  be  met  with  in  large 
numbers  living  in  splendid  houses  and 
having  absolutely  nothing  to  do.  Some 
time  ago  there  might  have  been  some 
excuse  for  increasing  the  accommodation 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary ;  but,  as  had 
been  clearly  pointed  out  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton), at  this  period,  of  all  others,  it  was 
extraordinary  that  the  Grovemment 
should  desire  to  spend  such  a  large  and 
unusual  amount  of  money  in  the  erec- 
tion of  police  barracks.  He  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  that  the  present 
Government  were  apprehensive  of  the 
results  of  their  proceedings  or  not ;  but 
it  was  certainly  regarded  in  Ireland  as  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  that  this  par- 
ticular period,  when  a  certain  amount  of 
calm  prevailed  all  over  the  country, 
should  be  chosen  by  the  Q-overnment  for 
the  expenditure  of  £12,400  on  police 
barracks.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  in  drawing 
attention  to  the  matter,  had  compared 
the  expenditure  for  public  buildings  in 
Ireland  with  the  expenditure  proposed 
to  be  made  upon  the  residences  of  the 
National  School  teachers.  Now,  he  did 
not  think  that  any  people  except  Go- 
vernment officials  in  Ireland  would  have 
the  supreme  audacity  to  go  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  any  assembly  in 
any  part  of  the  world,  and  ask  for  a 
grant  of  £12,400  for  building  police 
barracks,  for  a  force  which  did  nothing 
but  excite  evil  passions  in  the  country, 
when  they  were  only  proposing  to  expend 
£1,000  upon  the  residences  of  the  school 
teachers — people  who  were  supposed  to 
educate  and  train  the  children  of  the 
country  in  the  way  in  which  they  should 
live.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
proposing  this  Vote  could  prove  to  the 
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Committee  that  there  was  more  necessity 
for  spending  money  on  police  barracks 
than  in  building  decent  houses  for  the 
National  School  teachers,  he  might,  per- 
haps, induce  some  of  the  Irish  Members 
to  look  with  greater  favour  upon  the 
Vote  ;  but  they  knew  very  well,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed  the  Vote 
knew,  or  ought  to  know  very  well,  or  if 
the  Government  did  not  know  it,  by 
reason  of  their  inferior  information  about 
Ireland,  they  would  soon  know  it,  that 
there  were  no  people  in  the  United 
Kingdom  or  in  the  whole  world  who 
were  more  in  need  of  decent  habitations 
to  live  in  than  the  National  School 
teachers.  And  yet,  although  many  of 
these  good  men,  and  well-educated  men, 
were  performing  a  work  of  incompara- 
ble service  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  they 
were  compelled  to  live  in  hovels  with 
miserable  rooms,  which  in  many  cases 
were  not  water-tight.  Notwithstanding 
the  admittedly  miserable  condition  of 
these  persons  only  £1,000  was  asked 
from  Parliament  to  improve  their  con- 
dition, while  £12,400  were  asked  for 
police  barracks.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  his  hon. 
Friends  and  Colleagues  from  Ireland  to 
oppose  this  Vote  or  not ;  but  be  certainly 
thought  it  deserved  to  be  opposed,  because 
it  was  a  most  monstrous  thing  to  spend 
£12,400  in  building  splendid  houses  for 
men  who  did  nothing,  while  they  only 
spent  £1,000  for  the  most  useful  dass  of 
persons  in  the  country.  That  was  a  state 
of  affairs  which  deserved  to  bo  exposed 
in  every  possible  way.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
drawn  attention  to  the  increased  charge 
for  Coastguard  stations  for  Ireland.  He 
would  say  this  for  the  Coastguard,  that 
they  were  a  somewhat  less  offensive 
force  than  the  pohce,  but  they  were  quite 
as  useless,  and,  if  anything,  still  more 
useless.  It  was  seldom  that  the  public 
heard  of  anything  they  did.  They  ab- 
solutely did  nothing ;  and  unless  the  Go- 
vernment were  scared  in  regard  to  the 
prospect  of  an  invasion  by  Bussia,  he 
did  not  know  what  in  the  wide  world,  in 
a  peaceful  country  like  Ireland,  they 
could  want  with  expending  £6,000  in 
building  extra  Coastguard  stations.  He 
could  perfectly  understand  the  necessity 
of  keeping  up  an  Army,  and  even  of 
housing  the  police  in  good  dwellings, 
because  if  they  did  not  do  so  the  men 
composing  those  Forces  would    throw 
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them  overboard;  but  he  could  not 
uoderstand  why  they  wanted  to  spend 
£6,000  more  this  year  upon  Coastguard 
stations  when  there  was  nothing  more 
to  be  done  by  the  Coastguard  than  to 
bum  blue  lights  when  an  Evolutionary 
Squadron  went  over  to  Bantry  Bay  to 
overawe  the  peasantry  of  Ireland,  and 
show  them  what  the  power  of  Great 
Britain  was.  So  far  as  the  police  were 
concerned,  although  they  had  very  light 
duties  to  perform,  it  was  natural  enough 
that  the  Qovernment  should  desire  to 
put  them  in  good  houses,  because  if  that 
were  not  done  the  Constabulary  would 
not  consent  to  do  their  work,  and  in  that 
case  the  Government  would  find  it  very 
difficult  to  get  other  men  to  perform  the 
very  unpleasant  duties  which  the  Con- 
stabulary were  required  to  perform  in 
Ireland.  Therefore,  there  might  be 
some  sense  in  housing  them  in  good 
buildings ;  but  there  could  be  no  sense 
whatever  in  spending  £  6 ,  000  on  the  Coast- 
guard in  Ireland,  while  the  people  were 
starving  and  Irish  industries  were  going 
more  and  more  to  ruin,  and  when,  from 
the  want  of  the  judicious  expenditure  of 
£6,000  here  and  there,  the  people  were 
emigrating  in  thousands.  There  were 
many  public  works  in  Ireland  upon 
which  the  public  money  might  be  ex- 
pended with  advantage.  It  was  as  much 
as  the  Irish  Members  could  do  to  squeeze 
a  few  thousand  pounds  from  Parliament 
for  building  piers  for  the  fishermen  or 
anything  of  that  sort.  It  had  been  found 
very  dif&cult  indeed  to  get  advances  of 
that  nature  in  the  county  of  Wexford. 
He  knew  that  in  that  coimty  applications 
had  been  made  over  and  over  again  for 
the  erection  of  piers  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people,  which  would  only  cost  a  few 
thousand  pounds ;  but  it  was  found  im- 
possible to  obtain  the  money.  Never- 
theless, for  no  object  in  the  world,  they 
were  lavishly  expending  £6,000  in  the 
establishment  of  Coastguard  stations 
which  were  absolutely  not  wanted. 
There  could  be  nothing  more  irritating 
to  a  starving  and  industrious  people 
than  to  see  the  way  in  which  the  public 
money  was  squandered  on  a  force  of 
mMi,  who  did  nothing  all  day  long,  from 
the  time  they  got  up  in  the  morning 
until  they  went  to  bed  at  night,  but  look 
at  the  surrounding  sea,  and  shoot  sea- 
gulls. No  more  disreputable  item  than 
the  sum  of  £6,000  it  was  now  proposed 
to  spend  upon  the  Coastguard  stations 
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had  ever  appeared  in  the  "Votes,  imless 
it  were  the  item  of  £250  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  depot  in  connection  with 
Crown  witnesses.  If  it  was  recognized 
as  a  necessity  in  Ireland  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  Constabulary  and  Coast- 
guard, why  on  earth  should  it  be  neces- 
sary to  provide  a  depot  for  Crown  wit- 
nesses, and  to  supply  them  with  fuel  and 
water,  rent,  insurance,  furniture,  and  so 
on?  The  Crown  witnesses  in  Ireland 
were  notoriously  the  greatest  blsick- 
guards  and  ruffians  the  world  had  ever 
produced.  In  point  of  fact,  it  was  a 
mutual  co-operative  business — ^the  Go- 
vernment had  to  keep  up  the  police,  and 
the  police  kept  up  the  Crown  witnesses, 
and  so  the  whole  of  this  infamous  system 
in  Ireland  was  converted  into  a  public 
institution.  He  should  certainly  vote 
against  these  monstrous  items  in  the 
Estimates  of  £1 2,400  for  police  barracks, 
£6,000  for  Coastguard  stations,  and 
£245  for  a  depot  for  Crown  witnesses, 
especially  when  he  remembered  that 
they  were  allowing  all  kinds  of  worthy 
objects  in  Ireland  to  go  to  the  wall  for 
the  want  of  a  judicious  expenditure  of  a 
little  money.  He  trusted  that  his  hon. 
Friends,  if  they  did  not  get  some  sort  of 
satisfactory  explanation  from  the  Go- 
vernment, would  divide  against  these 
Votes.  He  was  afraid  that  these  Esti- 
mates were  never  regarded  in  a  suffi- 
ciently serious  light.  The  Government 
came  down  to  propose  them  for  the 
acceptance  of  the  Committee,  and  two 
or  three  Gentlemen  who  had  nothing 
else  to  do  came  into  the  House  to  loll 
about  the  Benches,  and  hear  the  Esti- 
mates discussed.  The  Votes  were  then 
passed  in  the  coolest  and  calmest  manner, 
and  if  it  were  not  for  a  few  of  the  Irish 
Members  they  would  be  passed  without 
comment,  no  matter  how  absurd,  or  for 
what  useless  object  they  were  proposed. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  now  in  charge,  of 
the  Financial  Department  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  held 
an  official  connection  in  that  House  with 
Ireland  were  desirous  of  strengthening 
their  position,  and  of  claiming  a  fair  and 
impartial  hearing  in  Ireland,  it  would 
be  well  if  they  commenced  their  career 
now  by  explaining  to  the  Committee 
what  in  the  name  of  goodness  was  meant 
by  spending  these  extravagant  sums 
upon  useless  purposes  in  Ireland,  while, 
at  the  same  time,  the  Irish  fishermen 
were   left  to  pursue  their    dangerous 
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avocations  without  harbours  to  run  to  or 
any  means  of  protection. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  would  sug- 
gest to  the  Government  that,  instead  of 
erecting  new  police  buildings,  means 
should  be  taken  to  discover  and  rent 
suitable  buildings  already  in  existence. 
He  had  in  his  mind  two  or  three  cases  in 
which  new  buildings  had  been  erected 
that  were  wholly  unnecessary,  and  re- 
presentations had  been  made  to  him  by 
the  proprietors  of  house  property  that 
they  had  houses  quite  fitted  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  police  barracks  were 
required,  which  would  have  been  avail- 
able at  one-fourth  of  the  expenditure. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  should  make  it  a 
rule  to  ascertain  before  submitting  such 
Votes  whether  other  accommodation 
might  not  be  obtained,  and  whether 
there  were  not  suitable  premises,  or 
premises  which  might  not  be  made  suit- 
able, in  existence  already.  It  was  most 
desirable  that  that  fact  should  be  ascer- 
tained before  a  large  sum  of  money  was 
expended  in  the  erection  of  new  build- 
ings. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, for  a  moment,  to  another  question — 
namely,  an  item  of  £966  in  connection 
with  the  Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum.  One  of  the  items  in  the  Vote 
was  £446  for  raising  the  boundary  wall. 
He  understood  that  the  raising  of  this 
boundary  wall  was  rendered  necessary 
by  the  fact  that  there  had  been  numerous 
attempts  to  escape  from  the  asylum.  A 
most  extraordinary  course  of  proceeding 
had  been  adopted  in  placing  a  body  of 
12  policemen,  with  a  sergeant,  in  the 
hospital  of  this  criminal  lunatic  asylum 
to  guard  against  escapes,  and  distri- 
buting the  hospital  patients  throughout 
the  wards,  a  most  objectionable  arrange- 
ment, and  one  for  which  no  precedent 
could  be  found.  Formerly,  when  the 
grounds  were  only  partially  inclosed, 
and  the  attendants  fewer  in  proportion 
to  the  number  of  patients,  there  was  no 
necessity  for  extra  precautions,  and  an 
escape  rarely  occurred.  He  knew  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  could  not  by  any  pos- 
sibility have  a  personal  knowledge  of  the 
matter  owing  to  the  brief  time  he  had 
been  in  Office ;  and,  therefore,  he  did  not 
propose  to  do  more  than  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  inquire  into  it.  There 
was    a    Commission    appointed    some 
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time  ago.  Groat  complaint  had  been 
made  in  regard  to  the  management  of 
the  asylum,  and  three  of  the  officials 
connected  with  the  Govranment  were 
sent  down  to  inquire  into  the  com- 
plaints. When,  however,  he  (Mr.  Cor- 
bet) asked  the  then  Chief  Secretary, 
or  his  Predecessor — he  did  not  at  the 
moment  remember  which— to  place  the 
Beport  of  that  Commission  upon  the 
Table  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
clined to  do  so,  on  the  ground  that  it 
was,  in  a  certain  sense,  a  private  docu- 
ment. How  the  Heport  of  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  such  matters  as 
grave  charges  preferred  against  the 
officials  of  a  criminal  lunatic  asylum 
could  be  regarded  as  a  private  Eeport 
he  failed  to  imderstand.  He  would  only 
now  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  to  look  into 
the  matter,  and  see  whether  he  could 
not  lay  the  Beport  of  the  Commission 
upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  in  connec- 
tion with  the  subject  which  had  just  been 
raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wicklow  (Mr.  Corbet) — namely,  the 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  while  in  1863 
there  were  130  patients  there  and  only 
one  death,  or  about  i  per  cent,  in  1883 
there  were  172  patients  and  16  deaths, 
or  nearly  2^  per  cent.  This  change  had 
taken  place  during  the  tenure  of  office 
of  the  present  Governor,  or  whatever 
his  title  might  be. 

^^R.  W.  J.  CORBET :  He  is  the  resi- 
dent physician  and  Governor. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  proposed  to 
deal  with  that  officer  in  a  few  moments. 
Taking  the  same  two  periods,  for  the 
purpose  of  a  comparison,  he  found  in 
1863  the  cost  was  £3,679,  whereas  in 
1883  the  amount  was  very  nearly  double, 
although  the  number  of  patients  had 
not  largely  increased,  having  reached 
£6,623.  Previous  to  the  appointment 
of  the  new  Governor  any  attempt  to 
escape  from  the  prison  had  been  almoet. 
unknown  ;  but  now  these  attempts  bad 
become  so  frequent  that  the  authorities 
had  been  obliged  to  place  police  con- 
stables within  the  asylum,  and  the  pa- 
tients in  the  asylum  had  been  huddled 
together  in  order  that  the  police  might 
have  proper  accommodation.  He  did 
not  object  to  that,  because,  of  course,  if 
they  placed  policemen  there  they  must 
provide  them  with  adequate  accommo- 
dation ;  but  he  did  object  to  the  great 
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increase  in  the  cost  of  the  establishment. 
They  were  now  building  up  a  big  brick 
wall  around  the  asylum ;  and  he  was 
afraid  that  there  could  be  nothing  more 
calculated  to  injure  the  patients  and  de- 
prive them  of  all  bope  of  cure  than  to 
surround  them  with  a  high  and  gloomy 
stone  wall.  In  fact,  the  asylum  would 
be  made  worse  than  a  prison,  and  the 
effect,  mentally,  upon  the  patients 
would  be  exceedingly  grave  and  serious. 
Wherever  it  could  be  done,  it  was  de- 
sirable to  provide  lunatic  patients  with 
cheerful  garden  scenery,  plenty  of  light 
and  colour,  and  everything  that  was  at- 
tractive ;  but  here,  owing  to  the  mis- 
management of  the  asylum,  they  were 
now  compelled  to  build  up  a  wall,  and 
treat  the  persons,  not  as  persons  suffer- 
ing mental  disease,  but  really  as  if  they 
were  all  of  them  prisoners  in  an  ordi- 
nary prison.  The  number  of  cures  that 
were  effected  in  the  first  period  to  which 
he  had  alluded  was  largo,  and  very 
large  in  comparison  with  the  numBer 
of  cures  that  were  effected  now.  The 
inquiry  of  the  Commission  to  which  his 
hon.  Friend  alluded  was  made  in  conse- 
quence of  strong  complaints  from  various 
quarters,  both  inside  and  outside  this 
criminal  lunatic  asylum.  Among  other 
things  disclosed  in  the  Report  was  the 
fact  that  the  resident  physician  and  Go- 
vernor received,  in  addition  to  his  pay, 
a  considerable  number  of  perquisites; 
and  yet  he  was  in  the  habit  of  skimming 
the  milk  supplied  to  the  patients  in 
order  to  supply  it  to  his  own  children. 
He  could  quite  understand  why  the  Be- 
port  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wicklow  (Mr.  Corbet)  had  never  been 
produced.  The  reason  was  that  it  was 
so  highly  condemnatory  in  its  character 
that  it  justified  ail  the  complaints  which 
had  been  made,  and  showed  how  lax 
the  supervision  had  been  which  was 
exercised  over  this  asylum.  A  certain 
quantity  of  milk  was  supplied  by  the 
contractor  both  to  the  Governor  and  his 
children,  and  also  to  the  patients  in  the 
asylum,  under  a  medical  order.  So 
serious  had  been  the  practices  resorted 
to  on  the  part  of  the  Governor  and  resi- 
dent physician,  that  this  question  of 
skimming  the  milk  of  the  unfortunate 
patients  and  taking  the  cream  away 
from  them  had  rendered  it  necessary  for 
the  authorities  to  pass  a  Eule,  which 
would  almost  seem  incredible — namely, 
that  none  of  the  milk  intended  for  the 


use  of  the  patients  should  be  skimmed, 
and  that  the  officers  of  the  institution 
should  only  receive  the  allowance  fixed 
for  them  on  the  5th  of  May.  What 
would  be  said  in  this  country  if  such  a 
Hule  were  found  necessary  in  an  im- 
portant public  institution  ?  Neverthe- 
less, it  would  appear  that  in  the  Dun- 
drum  Asylum  the  Governor  and  resident 
physician  had  acted  towards  the  unfor- 
tunate people  placed  under  his  charge 
in  such  a  way  that  a  special  Rule  of  this 
kind  had  to  be  passed.  He  had  been 
quoting  from  official  documents,  which 
any  hon.  Member  could  see  for  himself ; 
and  the  Eule  he  had  referred  to  was 
Rule  No.  8,  which  would  be  found  in 
the  Appendix  to  the  d7th  Report  to  the 
Visitors  of  the  Criminal  and  Private 
Lunatic  Asylums  of  Ireland. 

The  chairman  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  in  discuss- 
ing the  Vote  it  would  not  be  in  Order  to 
go  into  all  these  details.  It  was  certainly 
not  desirable,  when  the  only  question  was 
the  erection  of  a  boundary  wall,  to  enter 
into  such  elaborate  questions. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  was  probably 
trespassing  upon  another  Vote  which 
would  have  to  be  taken  presently.  He 
had  done  so  because  he  thought  that  as 
the  erection  of  the  wall  for  this  asylum 
came  xmder  the  present  Vote  it  was  de- 
sirable to  include  the  whole  matter. 

TiiE  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  deprived  of  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  details 
into  which  he  was  desirous  of  entering. 
The  only  question  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  whether  a  sum  of  £446  was 
a  proper  sum  to  be  voted  for  the  purpose 
of  erecting  a  boundary  wall. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  would  not 
trespass  any  further  upon  the  time  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  this  question ;  but 
he  would  proceed  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  page  59  of  the 
Vote,  where  he  would  find  one  item  con- 
nected with  the  expenses  of  Dublin 
Castle  and  the  Viceregal  Lodge  in  the 
Phoenix  Park.  If  he  would  look  at  the 
second  column  for  maintenance  and  re- 
pairs, he  would  find  that  a  very  large 
sum  was  paid  for  regular  maintenance 
and  repairs.  That  appeared  in  the  first 
column;  but  when  they  came  to  the 
second  column  it  would  be  found  that 
there  was  a  charge  for  incidental  re- 
pairs— when  slates  come  off,  or  it  was 
necessary  to  make  an  alteration  in  the 
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brick-work  and  so  forth  ;  and  ia  one  item 
there  was  a  sum  of  £  1 ,080  for  labourers' 
pay.  Of  course,  the  labourers'  pay  did 
not  include  bricks  and  other  materials ; 
and,  turning  to  the  item  of  cost  in  that 
respect,  he  found  that  the  amount  asked 
for  materials  was  only  £39,  so  that  in 
order  to  use  £39  worth  of  bricks  and 
mortar,  and  wood,  and  so  forth,  it  was 
necessary  to  expend  £1,080  in  labourers' 
pay.  Then,  again,  for  bricks  and  ma- 
sonry, there  was  an  item  of  £30  in  con- 
nection with  the  Viceregal  Lodge  and 
Q-ardens,  while  the  labourers'  pay  came 
to  £  1 ,  200.  He  asked  for  an  explanation 
of  these  items.  He  presumed  that  the 
work  was  carried  out  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  officers  of  Public  Works  in 
Ireland;  and  it  would  appear,  taking 
all  the  items  together,  that  although 
only  £100  worth  of  materials  had  been 
used  the  sum  of  £3,075  had  been  paid 
for  labour.  He  would  ask  any  hon. 
Member  of  that  House,  who  knew  what 
work  was  in  connection  with  buildings, 
whether,  on  the  face  of  it,  this  was  not  a 
palpable  fraud  ?  £3,075  spent  in  using 
up  £100  worth  of  materials!  He  de- 
sired to  point  out  how  grossly  these 
figures  were  exaggerated  in  the  Esti- 
mates. The  total  amount  for  the  main- 
tenance and  repairs  of  these  two  offi- 
cial residences  in  Dublin  amounted  to 
£15,000.  If  hon.  Members  would  take 
the  trouble  to  look  at  the  amount  ex- 
pended in  the  repairs  of  the  Royal 
Palaces  in  this  country,  which,  of  course, 
were  very  much  larger  than  Dublin 
Castle,  or  the  Viceregal  Lodge,  it  would 
be  at  once  admitted  that  he  was  fully 
entitled  to  ask  for  an  explanation  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  would  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  charge  of  the  Estimates  if 
he  could  inform  the  Committee  in  what 
Office  the  Government  insurances  were 
effected  ?  The  Irish  people  thought  they 
had  reason  to  complain,  in  many  respects, 
of  the  Government  expenditure.  It  was 
expended  with  the  least  advantage  to 
the  ratepayers  of  Dublin  and  the  people 
of  Ireland  generally  that  was  possible. 
There  were  two  or  three  Insurance 
Offices  in  Dublin  of  acknowledged  sol- 
vency ;  and  in  this  matter,  as  in  other 
respects,  the  ratepayers  of  Ireland  ought 
to  have  some  advantage  out  of  the  Go- 
vernment expenditure.  He  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  acceded 
to  Office  would  in  this  particular,  as  in 
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others,  turn  over  a  new  leaf;  and  he 
(Mr.  P.  J.  Power)  would  be  obliged  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  the  in- 
formation now  asked  for. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  was  anxious  to  say  one 
or  two  words,  and  in  doing  so  he  wished 
to  guard  himself  against  being  supposed 
to  make  any  attack  upon  the  present 
Government  for  bringing  in  these  Esti- 
mates. He  knew  very  well  that  they 
were  not  responsible  for  preparing  them ; 
but  at  least  they  would  be  jusdfied  in 
not  expending  all  the  money  asked  for 
if  they  held  it  to  be  required  for  objec- 
tionable objects.  A  very  important  point 
had  been  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) — namely, 
the  immoral  system  of  getting  money 
voted  for  one  purpose  and  devoting  it  to 
another.  That  was  a  practice  which,  in 
his  opinion,  was  altogether  indefensible, 
and  he  hoped  that  it  would  receive  no 
countenance  from  the  present  Govern- 
ment. The  Committee  would  be  justified 
in  not  sanctioning  a  particular  Vote ; 
but  when  money  was  voted  they  had  a 
right  to  expect  that  it  would  be  spent 
for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  asked, 
and  not  devoted  to  objects  that  were  en- 
tirely different.  He  hoped  the  new  Go- 
vernment would  turn  over  a  new  leaf, 
and  refuse  to  allow  the  public  money  to 
be  expended  upon  purposes  which  had 
never  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 
The  Irish  Members  represented  the  views 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  he  wished  to 
impress  upon  the  Government  the  desira- 
bility of  allowing  themselves  to  be  iu- 
fiuenced,  as  far  as  possible,  in  Irish 
matters  by  the  Irish  Representatives. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  Connty 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  had  drawn  attention 
to  the  amount  of  money  which  was  ex- 
pended upon  canals  in  Ireland.  He 
knew  something  about  that  question,  and 
he  was  prepared  to  say  that,  in  regard 
to  the  Ulster  Canal,  the  money  ex- 
pended had  been  absolutely  thrown 
away.  Before  railway  communication 
was  developed  in  England,  large  sums 
of  money  were  expended  by  this  country 
in  inland  navigation ;  but  since  the  es- 
tablishment of  railway  communication 
this  expenditure  had  been  an  entire 
failure,  because  it  cost  more  to  keep  the 
canals  in  repair  than  the  profit  derived 
from  the  traffic  upon  them.  He  ques- 
tioned very  much  whether  the  totel 
amount  of  money  derived  from  the 
freight  for  the  carriage  of  goods  upon 
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the  canals  would  pay  the  expense  of 
keeping  the  canals  themselves  in  order. 
That,  however,  was  only  a  secondary 
and  minor  portion  of  the  mischief  which 
these  canals  did  in  Ireland.  The  prin- 
cipal mischief  was  in  the  drainage  of  the 
country  and  the  injury  inflicted  upon 
farming  operations  by  the  floods  which 
took  place  from  the  overflowing  of  the 
summer  levels.  They  were  maintained 
at  an  artificial  level,  and  when  the  arti- 
ficial obstructions  were  removed  the 
water  would  flow  in  its  natural  course, 
and  agricultural  operations  would  be 
carried  on  without  the  injurious  results 
which  now  followed  from  the  flooding 
of  the  low-lying  lands.  Much  mischief 
was  done  by  keeping  up  Lough  Neagh 
at  a  summer  level,  because,  when  the 
wet  weather  came,  the  water  invariably 
overflowed  the  valleys.  The  same  in- 
jury was  inflicted  by  the  artificial  ob- 
structions on  the  Shannon,  the  Bann, 
the  Barrow,  and  many  other  Irish  rivers ; 
and  if  they  were  removed  he  believed 
the  result  would  be  highly  beneficial  to 
the  farmers  who  lived  on  the  banks  of 
these  rivers,  and  in  addition  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  public  money  would 
be  saved.  There  would  be  two  decided 
advantages — first,  the  saving  to  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer ;  and,  next,  the  benefit 
derived  by  the  farmers  who  lived  on  the 
banks  of  the  rivers  and  loughs. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  intimated  that 
he  intended  to  call  attention  to  the  con- 
dition of  Arklow  Harbour  either  upon 
this  Vote  or  the  Vote  for  Public  "Works. 
If  the  hon.  Baronet  wished  him  to  post- 
pone his  remarks  until  the  next  Vote  he 
would  be  glad  to  do  so. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  he 
was  afraid  it  would  be  somewhat  dif- 
ficult for  him  to  answer  all  the  dif- 
ferent questions  which  had  been  put  to 
him  ;  but  if  he  omitted  any  one  of  them 
he  hoped  hon.  Members  would  ask 
it  again.  He  felt  bound  to  admit  the 
justice  of  one  observation  which  had 
fallen  from  hon.  Members  opposite,  that 
he  was  not  responsible  for  these  Esti- 
mates, and  had  not  had  sufficient  time 
to  make  himself  acquainted  with  all 
their  details.  He  also  felt  bound  to  ex- 
press his  regret  that  neither  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  nor  the  late  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  was  present  to  defend 
the  Estimates,  or  to  explain  what,  no 
doubt,  they  would  have  been  able  to  ex- 


plain. Generally  speaking,  there  had 
been  complaint  as  to  the  increase  of  the 
Vote.  He  would  point  out,  without  re- 
ferring specially  to  the  complaints  which 
had  been  made  of  the  expenditure  on 
Constabulary  buildings,  that  the  increase 
was  more  than  accounted  for  by  the  in- 
crease upon  education,  which  amounted 
to  £1  #3,000;  upon  sanitary  improvements, 
£4,000  ;  and  the  improvement  of  Kings- 
town Harbour,  £2,900,  making  alto- 
gether £19,900.  One  hon.  Member 
complained  that  no  more  than  £1,000 
was  proposed  to  be  spent  on  residences 
for  the  National  School  teachers;  but, 
although  that  was  true,  yet  upon  the 
schools  and  for  educational  purposes  the 
sum  of  £18,000  had  been  altogether  ex- 
pended. With  regard  to  the  Coastguard, 
although  the  Treasury  were  primarily 
responsible  for  the  Vote  for  the  Coast- 
guard, the  Admiralty,  whose  opinion  in 
a  case  like  that  they  were  bound  to  fol- 
low, were  of  opinion  that  for  some  years 
a  considerable  expenditure  would  be  re- 
quired. It  was  said  that  while  a  large 
sum  of  money  was  proposed  to  be  ex- 
pended upon  Coastguard  stations,  no- 
thing was  asked  for  such  useful  works 
as  the  construction  of  fishery  harbours 
and  piers. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  he 
had  not  stated  that  no  money  was  asked 
for. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  was  speaking  generally, 
and  not  alluding  specially  to  the  hon. 
Member.  He  was  sorry  that  he  was  un- 
able to  distinguish  between  the  Members 
who  had  put  the  different  questions  which 
had  been  addressed  to  him.  Certainly  one 
remark  which  had  been  made  was  that 
only  £1,000  was  to  be  spent  on  educa- 
tion ;  whereas  he  had  shown  that  the 
sum  asked  for  that  purpose  was  £13,000, 
and  not  £1,000.  Another  observation 
made  by  some  hon.  Member  was  that, 
while  large  sums  of  money  were  to  be 
expended  on  the  Constabulary  and 
Coastguard,  nothing  was  spent  upon 
useful  works  in  the  shape  of  piers  and 
harbours.  He  did  not  think  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Qalway  (Colonel 
Nolan),  who  had  done  such  good  work 
on  the  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  Com- 
mission, would  endorse  that  statement, 
that  no  money  had  been  advanced  for  any 
useful  purpose.  As  to  the  Constabulary 
buildings,  he  was  afraid  he  could  add 
nothing  to  what  he  had  already  said. 
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It  was  true,  he  believed,  that  the  num- 
ber of  extra  police  was  being  dimi- 
nished ;  but  these  buildings  were  re- 
quired for  the  regular  body  of  Consta- 
bulary. In  former  years  it  was  said 
that  the  Estimates  submitted  and  passed 
in  connection  with  providing  Consta- 
bulary buildings  had  not  been  expended 
upon  those  objects,  but  had  been  de- 
voted to  others.  That  brought  him  to 
the  very  important  point  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  and  other  Members,  as  to 
the  employment,  on  works  not  voted  for 
by  Parliament,  of  savings  effected  on 
works  which  had  been  voted.  He  could 
only  say  that  he  entertained  a  very  strong 
opinion  upon  the  impropriety  of  that 
proceeding,  and  he  had  always  fought 
strongly  against  it.  He  was  quite  con- 
vinced that,  except  in  cases  of  very  great 
emergency,  or  on  very  special  occasions 
which  might  arise  from  time  to  time, 
there  could  be  no  necessity,  in  a  Service 
like  the  Civil  Service  of  this  country,  for 
employing  money  voted  for  one  pur- 
pose upon  another.  Of  course,  he  must 
point  out  that  in  oases  of  this  kind  it 
was  not  the  Department  alone  that 
was  responsible,  because  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury  had  to  be  obtained  ;  and 
it  was  necessary,  therefore,  that  the 
matter  should  be  submitted  to  them.  So 
far  as  the  estimated  expenditure  upon 
Constabulary  buildings  in  the  diflPerent 
localities  was  concerned,  as  he  had  said 
before,  the  items  appeared  in  the  Esti- 
mates in  round  numbers ;  but  he  would 
undertake  to  say  that,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  actual  expenditure  should  be  care- 
fully watched.  He  imagined  that  it  was 
of  advantage  to  have  these  buildings 
erected  rather  than  to  continue  in  rented 
buildings.  One  hon.  Member  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  better  to  rent 
them ;  but  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was 
informed  that  no  buildings  suitable  for 
the  purpose  could  be  obtained,  and  it 
was  considered  much  better  to  have 
their  own  buildings  rather  than  to  rent 
them,  as,  amongst  other  reasons,  rents 
were  apt  to  be  raised  at  the  end  of  a 
lease,  if  it  was  known  that  it  was  prac- 
tically necessary  for  the  Government  to 
continue  the  occupation.  As  to  the  sani- 
tary improvements  in  Dublin  Castle  and 
the  Viceregal  Lodge,  it  might  be  true 
that  there  had  been  no  necessity  for  sani- 
tary improvements  before ;  but  it  was 
considered  that  the  time  had  now  arrived 
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when  something  should  be  done  in  this 
direction.  It  was  admitted  that  no  work 
of  this  kind  had  been  done  for  a  long 
time,  and  therefore  the  present  necessity 
became  more  apparent.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Bigger)  complained 
that  while  money  was  expended  on  Coast- 
guard stations  and  Constabulary  build- 
ings, works  of  great  value  to  the  country 
were  not  undertaken.  He  did  not  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman  to  object  to 
the  expenditure  on  canals,  but  only  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  money  was 
expended.  Without  assenting  to  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member — for  he  was 
not  in  a  position  either  to  assent  to,  or 
dissent  from,  it  with  his  present  im- 
perfect knowledge — ^he  was  inclined  to 
agree  that  in  the  last  30  years  it  might 
be  found  that  a  considerable  amount  of 
money  had  very  likely  been  wasted  in  the 
direction  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
pointed  out.  Of  course,  the  Govern- 
ment were  only  too  anxious  to  get  rid  of 
the  expenditure  upon  the  Ulster  Canal, 
which  had  really  proved  to  be  a  white 
elephant ;  and  he  thought  he  had  heard 
a  suggestion  that  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self was  prepared  to  take  that  under- 
taking out  of  their  hands ;  but  it  would 
appear  that  the  negotiations  had  fallen 
through.  So  far  as  the  Ulster  Bill  was 
concerned,  the  Government  had  hoped 
to  get  it  through  before  this.  He  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  about  taking  care  that 
the  levels  of  the  water  were  not  inter- 
fered with,  not  only  in  this  particidar 
case,  but  in  other  instances  where  it 
would  be  necessary  to  deal  with  canals. 
The  whole  subject  would  have  to  be 
carefully  considered.  As  regarded  the 
Dundrum  Asylum,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet) 
would  allow  the  discussion  upon  the  sub- 
ject to  be  postponed  until  they  reached 
the  special  Vote  upon  this  asylum.  He 
was  afraid  he  could  give  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man no  information  as  to  the  raising  of 
the  boundary  wall ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  communicate  with  him  he 
would  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made.  He 
thought  he  had  now  gone  generally 
through  the  questions  which  had  been 
put  to  him.  Of  course,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  whether  the  Irish  Consta- 
bulary was  too  large  or  not ;  but  it  was 
not  a  question  which  could  arise  upon 
the  present  Vote.  All  he  had  to  eon- 
tend  for  on  the  present  Vote  was  that 
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the  buildings  proposed  were  not  in  ex- 
cess of  the  number  of  the  Force. 

The  chairman  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  Committee  that  the  discussion 
of  some  of  the  questions  which  had  been 
raised  was  somewhat  irregular  upon  the 
present  Vote,  No  Member  would  be 
deprived  of  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
any  question  ;  but  they  would  be  raised 
more  regularly  on  succeeding  Votes.  A 
question  had  been  put  to  thehon.  Baronet 
about  harbours;  and  if  that  question 
was  to  be  discussed  it  must  be  discussed 
now.  It  would  not  be  competent  for 
hon.  Members  to  discuss  it  on  any  other 
Vote. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had 
omitted  to  reply  to  the  question  which 
had  been  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  (Mr.  P.  J.  Power)  in 
regard  to  the  insurance  of  Government 
buildings.  The  hon.  Member  had  sug- 
gested that  the  insurances  in  future 
should  be  effected  in  the  two  Irish 
Offices — the  National  or  the  Patriotic. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would  reply 
to  that  question. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  was  not  at  present  in  the 
possession  of  information  which  would 
enable  him  to  answer  the  question. 

Mk.  MOLLOY,  upon  the  point  of 
Order,  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Board  of  Works  were  not  responsible 
for  the  matters  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  Committee  ? 

The  chairman  said,  the  Com- 
mittee could  only  discuss  the  items 
which  appeared  in  this  Vote  which  was 
for  Public  Buildings.  The  Vote  for 
Harbours  came  under  this  Estimate. 

Mr.  gray  presumed  that,  as  a  point 
of  Order,  any  question  in  connection 
with  Arklow  Harbour  or  prison  mis- 
management would  come  under  this 
Vote,  and  it  would  be  competent  for 
hon.  Members  to  discuis  it. 

The  chairman  said,  the  proper 
time  to  discuss  all  these  questions  was 
when  the  Vote  to  which  they  related 
was  reached. 

Colonel  NOLAN,  upon  the  point  of 
Order,  wished  to  know  if  it  would  be 
regular  to  discuss  the  proceedings  of 
the  Board  of  Works  upon  a  proposal  to 
reduce  the  salary  of  the  CDglneer  of  that 
Board  ?  If  so,  he  would  be  prepared  to 
move  a  reduction  of  the  salary  on  that 
ground. 


The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  was  a 
hypothetical  question  which  he  would 
be  prepared  to  answer  when  it  arose. 
In  the  meantime,  he  would  say  that, 
according  to  his  view,  it  would  not  be 
competent  to  discuss  the  proceediDgs  of 
the  Board  of  Works  generally  on  this 
Vote. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  proposed,  in 
Class  II.,  upon  the  Vote  for  Public 
Works,  to  call  attention  to  the  Drainage 
and  Improvement  Acts  relating  to  Ire- 
land. He  should  be  glad  to  know  if  that 
was  the  proper  opportunity,  or  whether 
it  ought  to  bo  brought  on  now  ?  Per- 
sonally, he  did  not  caro  what  Vote  he 
raised  the  discussion  upon,  so  long  as 
he  was  not  ruled  out  of  Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  there  was 
no  item  for  drainage  uuder  the  present 
Vote ;  and,  therefore,  of  course  it  would 
be  irregular  to  raise  the  discussion  now. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  said,  he  be- 
lieved he  would  be  in  Order  in  calling 
attention  to  the  condition  of  Arklow 
Harbour  under  this  Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Yes. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  said,  the  neces- 
sity  of  calling  attention  to  the  subject 
arose  from  the  fact  that  the  Arklow 
breakwater,  for  which  £6,000  on  ac- 
count was  asked,  had  almost  crumbled 
away.  He  would  state  as  briefly  as  he 
could  what  ihe  circumstances  connected 
with  this  matter  were.  There  never 
had  been  anything  like  adequate  har- 
bour accommodation  at  Arklow,  al^ 
though  there  was  a  large  population 
there  who  mainly  depended  upon  the 
fishing  industry.  Until  quite  lately 
the  Government  had  never  done  any- 
thing to  encourage  the  place ;  and  the 
local  lords  of  the  soil  had  been  too  care- 
ful of  their  own  interests,  and  the  in- 
terests of  their  own  immediate  sympa- 
thizere,  to  do  anything  whatever  to  pro- 
mote the  welfare  of  the  poor  fishermen. 
But  the  Mining  Company  of  Ireland — a 
Company  which  for  a  long  time  had 
carried  on  extensive  works  at  Arklow — 
had  expended  a  good  deal  of  money  in 
improving  the  place,  and  especially  the 
quay  at  the  mouth  of  the  river.  Owing 
to  the  depression  of  the  times,  they  had 
been  unable  to  keep  the  works  in  repair, 
or  to  extend  the  harbour  accommodation 
in  the  way  that  was  desired.  Accord- 
ingly, the  present  Government,  in  1876, 
entered  into  negotiation  with  the  Mining 
Company,  and  the  Company  agreed  to 
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give  up  all  their  rights  and  interests 
without  compensation  on  the  under- 
standing that  a  good  harbour  was  con- 
structed. Thereupon  a  Bill  was  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
theLeaderof  the  House  of  Commons,  who 
was  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
The  Mining  Company,  thinking  that 
they  were  making  a  soft  bargain,  de- 
clined to  carry  out  the  arrangement,  and 
the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  So  matters 
remained  until  1881,  when  further  ne- 
gotiations were  entered  into  with  the 
Mining  Company,  principally  through 
the  exertions  of  Father  Dunphy,  the  re- 
spected parish  priest  of  Arklow.  The 
Mining  Company  agreed  to  take  the 
sum  of  £5,000,  reserving  to  themselves 
certain  rights  and  privileges  for  the  pur- 
pose of  their  own  trade,  and  a  Bill  was 
introduced  into  the  House,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  had  charge.  That  Bill  pro- 
vided that  the  sum  of  £15,000  should 
be  given  as  a  free  grant  by  the  Treasury 
towards  the  work,  and  a  loan  of  £20,000 
in  addition,  the  loan  being  gfuaranteed 
by  the  barony  of  Arklow,  and  the  baro- 
nies adjacent  which  were  interested  in 
the  works.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  Treasury  had  acted  in  a  fair  spirit 
in  this  matter,  and  he  wished  to  express 
his  acknowledgments  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  for  the  trouble  he  took  in 
passing  the  Bill  in  question  through  the 
House  in  the  face  of  some  obstruction 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  others.  The  Bill  be- 
came an  Act,  and  everything  was  as  it 
should  be.  But  when  the  Board  of 
Works  came  to  formulate  their  plans, 
and  when  the  plans  came  under  the  no- 
tice of  the  seafaring  and  fishing  popu- 
lation of  Arklow j  they  to  a  man  con- 
demned them  in  toto.  They  pointed  out 
the  breakwater  was  being  put  in  the 
wrong  direction;  they  took  the  matter 
up  very  earnestly,  and  sent  a  deputation 
to  the  Board  of  Works,  who  pointed  out 
the  defects  in  the  plans.  But  the  Board 
of  Works  would  not  listen  to  them. 
They  then  made  a  direct  representation 
to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  submitting 
to  them  the  objections  which  they  had 
laid  before  the  Board  of  Works;  but 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  of  course, 
stood  by  the  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
latter  proceeded  upon  these  defective  de- 
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signs.  The  plan  was  also  carried  out 
on  the  block  system,  although  the  Board 
of  Works  had  before  them  the  example 
of  what  had  been  done  at  Wicklow, 
where  works  of  considerable  magnitude 
had  been  completed  on  the  plans  and 
under  the  supervision  of  the  able  local 
engineer,  Mr.  C.  Strype,  who  was  also 
director  of  the  important  and  flourish- 
ing chemical  works  in  the  town  of 
Wicklow.  The  works  having  been 
carried  out  on  these  defective  designs, 
and  on  this  wrong  method,  a  storm 
came  on  on  the  15th  of  February  last. 
It  was  not  a  very  severe  one ;  but 
when  it  came  the  breakwater  went. 
About  a  week  afterwards,  he  believed 
on  the  21st  of  February,  another  storm 
followed.  The  effect  of  the  latter  was 
to  sweep  away  the  sand  completely  from 
under  the  breakwater,  and  the  structure 
cracked  throughout  almost  its  entire 
length,  the  whole  becoming  practically 
a  heap  of  ruins.  He  had  drawn  at- 
tention to  the  matter  in  that  House  at 
the  time ;  but  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert),  whose  personal 
courtesy  he  could  not  too  strongly  ex- 
press himself  about,  said,  in  reply  to 
his  question,  that  a  recent  severe  storm 
had  caused  some  subsidence  of  the  con- 
crete blocks,  which  was  not,  however, 
a  serious  matter,  and  had  been  re- 
medied at  a  trifling  cost.  How  such  an 
answer  could  be  given  through  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  by  the  Board  of 
Works  he  could  not  for  one  moment 
conceive.  He  should  presently  refer  to 
the  Eeport  of  the  Engineer  of  the  Board 
of  Works,  which,  after  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  and  pressure  in  that  House,  they 
had  succeeded  in  getting  laid  on  the  Table 
as  a  Parliamentary  Paper.  At  this  time 
the  sum  of  £17,000  had  been  expended 
upon  the  works,  the  full  amount  of  the 
contract  being  £27,000.  Adding  to  that 
£27,000  the  £5,000  which  had  already 
gone  to  the  Mining  Company,  there  was 
a  balance  left  of  £3,000  available  for 
other  purposes.  He  had  asked  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  how  the 
damage  was  to  be  repaired,  and  he  re- 
plied that  £3,000  would  be  enough  for 
the  purpose.  But  the  Engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works  had  stated  in  his  Ee- 
port that  a  sum  of  £1,500  in  addition 
would  be  required — that  was  to  say 
£4,600 — to  make  good  the  blunders  of 
the  Board  of  Works.  He  (Mr.  Corbet) 
objected  to  the  payment  of  a  single  U. 


iJigiiizea  by 


Google 


1249 


Supply — Civil 


{July  20,  1885}  Service  JEatimatea.         1260 


in  excess  of  the  eontraot.  He  thought 
it  would  be  a  monstrous  thing  to  call 
upon  the  oesspayers  of  the  baronies  to 
make  good  the  outlay  that  was  caused 
by  the  defective  plans  of  construction 
being  carried  out,  especially  the  defec- 
tive plan  against  which  they  themselves 
had  so  strongly  protested.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  copy  of  the  protest  which 
they  made ;  the  document  was  with  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury,  and  it  showed 
how  accurately  the  people  of  the  dis- 
trict had  forecast  what  would  occur.  It 
was  stated  in  the  protest  that  the  direc- 
tion of  the  pier  was  a  direct  inducement 
to  the  shifting  sand  to  follow  it  out  to 
its  extremity,  and  then  to  silt  up  at 
the  mouth  of  the  harbour.  Now,  that 
was  exactly  what  had  occurred;  and 
owing  to  the  wrong  direction  of  the  pier 
a  current  was  induced  which  swept  the 
sand  completely  away  from  under  its 
foundations,  and  caused  it  to  collapse  in 
the  way  he  had  described.  He  had  be- 
fore hun  the  Eeport  of  the  engineer  of 
the  Board  of  Works.  Bearing  in  mind 
that  the  damage  was  at  first  stated  to 
be  trifling,  and  that  it  could  be  re- 
medied at  a  very  small  cost,  he  said  that 
such  a  reply  could  not  have  been  put 
into  the  mouth  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  without  knowledge.  The  en- 
gineer reported  to  the  effect  that  over 
a  considerable  length  the  face  blocks  had 
moved  out  from  2  to  20  inches ;  that 
the  sand  had  been  scoured  away  from 
the  face  of  the  pier,  and  that  orders 
had  been  given  to  have  heavy  blocks 
laid  down  along  its  base.  He  (Mr. 
Corbet)  had  visited  the  harbour,  and 
rowed  round  it  in  a  boat;  and  he 
found  that,  instead  of  the  heavy  blocks 
referred  to,  a  lot  of  rubbish — the  en- 
gineer called  it  •* rubble** — had  been 
pitched  into  the  Channel  along  the 
sea  face  of  the  pier.  The  !Report 
went  on  to  say  that  for  130  feet  the 
breakwater  had  been  more  or  less 
damaged,  that  the  foundations  had  been 
scoured  out  from  underneath,  and  a 
trench  formed  40  or  50  feet  wide,  and 
of  an  average  depth  of  six  feet  under 
the  previous  level  of  the  bed  of  the  sea. 
It  would  be  seen  by  this  that  the  en- 
gineer distinctly  showed  by  his  Eeport 
that  the  forecast  of  the  people  of  Arklo  w, 
whose  objections  and  protests  he  was 
too  high  and  mighty  an  individual  to 
pay  attention  to  when  they  were  made, 
was  perfectly  accurate.     He  should  not 
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detain  the  Committee  longer  than  to 
say  that  he  expected  an  assurance  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  a  good,  substantial,  and 
permanent  harbour  should  beconstructed 
at  Arklow  for  the  amount  of  the  con- 
tract which  was  entered  into  in  Novem- 
ber, 1882,  and  which  contract  was  to 
have  been  completed  by  the  1st  of  June 
last.  He  understood  that  not  over  half 
the  work  had  been  done ;  and  he  thought 
it  right,  speaking  for  the  baronies  which 
had  to  repay  the  loan,  that  they  at  least 
should  not  have  to  pay  for  the  blunders 
and  mistakes  which  the  Board  of  Works 
made  in  the  teeth  of  their  representa- 
tions. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  put  forward  two  or  three 
arguments  in  support  of  the  claim  made 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wicklow  (Mr.  Corbet).  He  was  anxious 
to  do  so  for  two  reasons — because  he 
represented  a  number  of  people  con- 
cerned in  this  matter,  and  because  he 
was  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
locality  and  its  wants.  Another  reason 
why  he  was  desirous  of  supporting  his 
hon.  Friend  was  that,  quite  apart  from 
the  case  itself,  it  was  another  instance 
of  the  fearful  mismanagement  of  these 
matters  by  the  Board  of  Works.  It 
was,  of  course,  only  competent  to  him, 
then,  to  refer  to  this  particular  instance; 
but,  when  an  opportunity  occurred,  he 
should  certainly  avail  himself  of  that 
opportunity  for  discussing  the  mis- 
management of  this  Department  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  more  especially  on  the 
coast  of  Dundalk,  where,  according  to 
the  Surveyor's  Eeport,  their  conduct  had 
been  of  the  most  disreputable  character. 
Here  was  a  Vote  granted  by  Parliament 
to  carry  out  very  necessary  harbour 
works,  and  on  ac30unt  of  which  a  large 
sum  of  money  had  been  raised  on  loan 
upon  the  security  of  the  people  of  the 
neighbourhood ;  they  had  had  a  Qovem- 
ment  official  making  certain  plans,  and 
the  Grovemment  insisting  upon  those 
plans  being  carried  out  in  the  face  of 
tbe  representations  of  people  living  in 
the  locality,  which  were  that  the  plans 
were  altogether  wrong.  The  Govern- 
ment plans  had  been  carefully  consi- 
dered by  a  seafaring  people,  who  had 
pointed  out  the  defects  in  those  plans, 
and  the  very  predictions  they  made  in 
this  instance  had  been  verified  by  the 
event.    The  faults  which  they  pointed 
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out  had  been  proved  to  be  faults,  and 
the  first  storm  that  came  had  absolutely 
destroyed  the  pier.  The  Board  of  Works 
now  proposed  to  violate  the  undertaking 
given  to  these  unfortunate  people  of  the 
locality  by  asking  them  to  guarantee  a 
further  sum  of  money.  They  proposed 
to  do  that  because,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  remember,  a  contract  had  been 
entered  into,  under  the  terms  of  which 
the  contractors  were  bound  to  build  a 
sound  and  useful  harbour  for  £27,000. 
The  extra  sum,  therefore,  ought  not  to 
fall  upon  the  people.  That  sum  was 
only  necessitated  by  the  failure  of  the 
plans  of  the  Government.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  said  that  the  people 
should  not  have  to  pay  for  the  failure 
of  the  plans  of  the  Board  of  Works ; 
and  he  thought  this  argument  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  strengthened  by  the 
fact  that  the  plans  were  objected  to  by 
the  people  themselves.  He  supported 
his  hon.  Friend  in  protesting  against 
their  having  to  pay  another  6d.  for  this 
purpose.  He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Baro- 
net would  say  that  the  people  should 
not  be  called  on  to  make  any  further 
advance  in  this  matter,  and  that  for  this 
large  sum  of  money  obtained  by  loan  on 
their  security  a  safe  harbour  would  be 
constructed  in  the  locality,  where  there 
was  great  need  of  it,  and  where  the 
people  derived  their  entire  subsistence 
from  the  labour  of  fishing. 

Ms.  BIGGAE  said,  in  oases  of  this 
kind,  he  believed  that  one  of  the  first 
things  to  be  done  was  to  endeavour  to 
find  out  whether  there  was  any  parti- 
cular opinion  in  the  locality  with  re- 
gard to  the  work  to  be  carried  out.  He 
remembered  a  case  in  his  own  district 
where  an  engineer  drew  £8,000  on 
account  of  Water  Works  which  were 
supposed  to  supply  the  town  with  the 
water  of  a  particular  stream ;  the  stream 
was  in  connection  with  some  mills  which 
had  not  been  working  for  many  years, 
and  as  soon  as  the  Water  Works  com- 
menced their  operations  the  bottom  of 
the  stream  was  left  for  weeks  without 
water.  There  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
parallel  between  these  cases.  The  en- 
gineer had  gone  to  the  harbour,  but  did 
not  take  the  trouble  to  inquire  what  had 
been  the  condition  of  things  there  for  a 
number  of  years,  and,  in  point  of  fact, 
made  a  complete  mess  of  the  whole 
business.  The  engineer  never  ascer- 
tained whether  the  bottom  of  the  har- 
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hour  was  secure  as  a  foundation — ^he 
built,  so  to  speak,  his  house  upon  sand, 
and  that  they  were  told  on  very  old 
authority  was  a  very  injudicious  thing 
to  do.  That  was  the  whole  explanation 
of  the  matter.  The  engineer,  instead  of 
using  granite,  which  could  be  had  in  the 
neighbourhood,  on  the  outside  of  the 
breakwater  as  a  protection,  he  simply 
put  down  a  lot  of  rubbish  from  a  local 
quarry,  and  the  result  was  that  it  was 
all  washed  away  in  a  short  time.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow 
(Mr.  Corbet)  had  made  out  an  extremely 
strong  case.  Seeing  that  the  Govern- 
ment asked  for  a  guarantee,  and  that 
the  work  was  done  entirely  under  the 
control  of  their  own  eng^eer  and  the 
Department  which  was  in  possession  of 
the  protest  of  the  people  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, he  thought  it  a  hard  things 
that  they  should  be  asked  to  pay  any 
more  money.  His  opinion  was  that  the 
system  under  which  these  works  were 
generally  carried  out  was  a  defective 
one.  He  suggested  that  these  opera- 
tions should  be  carried  out  by  the  engi- 
neers in  the  locality  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  Board  of  Works.  But  the  Board 
of  Works  had  simply  a  consulting  engi- 
neer, whereas  they  ought  to  have  one 
responsible  for  the  work  to  be  done — 
that  was  to  say,  they  should  not  ad- 
vance any  money  until  they  were  aatiB- 
fied  that  the  work  had  been  done  pro- 
perly. 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  necessary 
for  him  to  go  into  the  details  of  this 
matter  after  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr. 
Corbet).  The  question  had  been,  as 
was  well  known,  brought  before  the 
Treasury.  There  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  Local  Authorities 
and  the  Board  of  Public  Works,  Ire- 
land. It  was  very  right  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  thoroughly  examined, 
and  the  Treasury  had  agreed  that  an 
examination  of  the  works  should  be 
made  and  a  Report  sent  in  by  Mr. 
Stevenson  on  the  difference  of  opinion 
which  existed  with  regard  to  the  state 
of  the  works  between  the  Local  Au- 
thorities and  the  engineer  of  the 
Board,  and  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done. 
Until  that  examination  was  made  and 
the  Report  presented,  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  him  to  give  any  assurance 
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as  to  what  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  do  in  this  matter.  Much  would 
depend  on  the  nature  of  the  Report— 
whether  it  was  favourable  to  the  view 
taken  by  the  Local  Authorities,  or  whe- 
ther it  was  favourable  to  the  view  taken 
by  the  Commissioners.  He  believed 
that  a  great  part,  at  any  rate,  of  the  de- 
tails given  by  the  hon.  Member  were 
correct ;  but  whether  the  storm  might 
have  destroyed  the  pier  altogether,  if  it 
had  been  improperly  made,  or  whether 
the  damage  was  increased  by  the  de- 
fective character  of  the  pier,  were  ques- 
tions to  be  considered.  He  would  only 
make  this  remark  on  the  subject — that 
if  the  Board  of  Public  Works  was  re* 
sponsible  for  the  details  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  pier,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  they  were  not  responsible 
for  the  site ;  that  responsibility  rested 
with  the  Local  Authorities.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  site  was  or  was  not 
considered  by  the  Board  of  Works  in 
this  case.  [Mr.  Parnell:  They  were 
responsible  for  the  direction.]  How- 
ever, the  matter  would,  as  he  had 
already  said,  be  fully  considered. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  was  disappointed  to  hear  such 
bad  accounts  of  the  harbour  works; 
but  he  hoped  that  when  the  Report 
was  published  it  would  be  found  that 
the  state  of  the  harbour  works  was  more 
satisfactory  than  was  supposed.  Per- 
sonally, he  had  great  confidence  in  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland,  as  well  as  in  the  chief  engineer. 
The  chief  engineer  had  been  three  or 
four  times  under  examination  by  Select 
•Committees,  on  which  he  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  had  sat,  and  proved  himself 
to  be  a  very  able  officer.  With  regard 
to  the  expenditure  on  the  Arklow  Har- 
bour, he  (Sir  George  Balfour)  hoped 
there  would  be  no  mistake  as  to  the 
responsibility  for  that  expenditure.  He 
held  that  whatever  extra  expense  was 
to  be  incurred  by  reason  of  defects  in 
the  designs  or  mode  of  construction,  it 
ought  not  to  be  borne  by  the  locality. 
The  Government  were  bound  to  con- 
struct the  work  in  an  efficient  manner, 
without  expecting  anything  additional 
from  the  ratepayers.  The  people  did 
their  duty  when  they  gave  the  guarantee 
for  £20,000. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that  in  the  con- 
struction of  Arklow  Harbour  he  had 
taken  a  ^ood  deal  of  interest,  as  it  was 


a  work  with  which  he  was  practically 
acquainted,  and  which  he  had  had  the 
opportunity  of  inspecting  from  time  to 
time.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Heniry  Hol- 
land) had  said  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  send  Mr.  Stevenson, 
a  Scotch  engineer  of  some  eminence,  to 
inspect  the  work  and  report  upon  it. 
Surely  it  would  have  been  preferable 
if  a  gentleman  who  was  acquainted  with 
the  peculiarities  of  the  coast  had  been 
sent.  It  was  well  known  that  general 
principles  with  regard  to  harbour  con- 
struction were  not  sufficient  to  apply  in 
every  case.  When  an  engineer  was 
about  to  construct  a  harbour  it  was  ne- 
cessary he  should  go  through  a  long 
course  of  study  on  the  spot  in  order  that 
he  might  become  acquainted  with  all 
the  local  peculiarities,  with  the  nature 
of  the  currents,  with  the  action  of  the 
tide,  with  the  effect  of  the  wind  in 
moving  about  the  beds  of  sands  which 
formed  such  an  important  factor  in  the 
construction  of  harbours  on  such  a  coast 
as  the  East  Coast  of  Ireland,  where 
there  were  very  large  masses  of  fine 
sands  in  a  constant  state  of  movement. 
He  certainly  did  not  consider  that  the 
knowledge  an  engineer  such  as  Mr. 
Stevenson  might  have  acquired  in  the 
designing  and  construction  of  harbours 
on  a  particular  part  of  the  coast  of  Scot- 
land was  necessarily  such  as  to  enable 
him  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  a  case 
which  presented  such  peculiar  local  diffi- 
culties as  that  at  Arklow.  It  was  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  the  Government 
should  associate  with  Mr.  Stevenson  an 
engineer  of  local  knowledge.  The  coast 
about  Arklow  was  exceedingly  difficult 
and  intricate.  It  was  very  doubtful 
whether  a  more  difficult  place  to 
build  a  harbour  than  Arklow  could 
have  been  found  on  any  of  the 
coasts  of  the  Three  Kingdoms.  The 
problems— mechanical,  engineering,  and 
natural  —  connected  with  the  construc- 
tion of  a  harbour  at  Arklow  were  of  the 
most  complex  character  ;  and  therefore 
he  did  not  think  it  was  possible  for- a 
Scotch  engineer,  accustomed  to  other 
conditions,  to  go  to  Arklow  and  say,  off- 
hand, what  was  right  and  what  was 
wrong.  He  feared  they  would  only  have 
a  repetition  of  the  undoubted  blunder 
which  had  been  made.  It  would  be 
gathered  from  what  he  had  already  said 
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difficulty  of  the  Arklow  coast ;  but  lie 
felt  bound  to  say  that  in  the  designing 
and  construction  of  the  Arklow  Harbour 
all  the  elementary  and  initial  precau- 
tions which  should  have  been  observed, 
and  would  have  been  observed  in  any 
other  case  except  that  of  a  harbour  con- 
structed by  and  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works,  were  omitted 
by  Mr.  Manning.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  had  carefully  avoided 
going  into  the  merits  of  the  case.    As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  case  had  no  merits 
so  far  as  the  Board  of  Works  was  con- 
cerned— if  the  hon.  Baronet  would  in- 
spect the  harbour  he  would  agree  with 
him   (Mr.    Pamell)    that,    so    far    as 
the  Board  of  Works  was  concerned  in 
the  construction  of  the  Arklow  Harbour, 
the  case  had  absolutely  no  merits.  What 
did  the  Board  of  Works  do,  or  rather 
what  did  they  not  do  ?  In  the  first  place, 
they  omitted  to  make  any  borings  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  depth  of  the  fine 
sand— sand  which  could  be  blown  off 
the  hand  by  a  puff  of  breath.    It  was 
only  by  means    of   borings    that    the 
amount  of  excavation  required  in  order 
tb  obtain  a  foundation  upon  solid  ground 
could  be  ascertained.    He  was  told  by 
an  eminent  engineer,  who  had  been  very 
successful  in  harbour  works  on  the  East 
Ooast  of  Ireland,  that  it  would  not  have 
been  necessary   to   remove   any   very 
large  amount  of  sand ;  but  the  Board  of 
Works  did  not  make  the  slightest  at- 
tempt to  ascertain  the  depth  of  sand. 
They  set  to  work  to  lay  large  concrete 
blocksof  from  five  to  ten  tons  weight  upon 
the  sand  without  anything  but  the  most 
superficial   scooping.     The  result  was 
that  when  the  usual  scooping  action  of 
the  winter  currents  and  storms  set  in — 
there  were  no  very  excessive  storms — 
the  sand  was  scooped  from  under  the 
outside  blocks,  those  blocks  tumbled  in, 
and  the  whole  work    was    practically 
ruined.     He  feared  that  very  little  good 
could  be  done  without  the  removal  of 
the  whole  of  the  damaged  portion  of  the 
pier.    If  the  attempts  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Board  of  Works  to  repair  the 
damage  by  the  deposit  of  outside  blocks 
were  persisted  in  it  would  be  simply 
a  case  of  throwing  good  money  after 
bad ;  the  money  of  the  ratepayers  and 
of  the  Imperial  Treasury  would  be  fur- 
ther squandered  because  the  elementary 
conditions  of  a  good  job  were  absent. 
Unless  the  damaged  portion  of  the  pier 

Mr,  Famell 


was  removed  and  the  sand  was  dredged 
away  it  would  be  impossible  to  make  a 
work  which  would  stand  the  force  of  the 
winter  gales  and  storms.     Then,  again, 
the  direction  of  the  pier  was  at  fault, 
and  for  that  the  Board  of  Works  was 
also  responsible.    The  direction  of  the 
pier  was  decided  upon  in  opposition  to 
the   advice  and  remonstrances  of    the 
local  ship  and  boat  owners,  who  had 
studied  the  set  of  the  currents  and  the 
action  of  the  shifting  sands    on  that 
coast  for  a  great  number  of  years.    Mr, 
Manning,    however,  ran    the  harbour 
several  points  of  the  compass  away  from 
the   direction  suggested   by  the    local 
people.     Now  the  direction  of  the  har- 
bour was  a  question   which  would  re- 
quire consideration,  and   consideration 
not  only  by  an  engineer  of  Mr.  Steven- 
son's capabilities,  inspecting  the  place 
in  a  hasty  visit  of  three,  four,  five,  six 
or  seven  days;   but  by  men  who  had 
been  educated  as  engineers  in  the  best 
School  of  Engineering,  and  who  had 
also  had  experience  of  the  construction 
of  harbour  works  in  the  locality.    And 
after  all  this  had  been  done — after  they 
had  decided  upon  the  steps  to  be  taken 
for  the  restoration  of  the  damaged  work, 
and  after  they  had  agreed    upon  the 
direction  in  which  the  harbour  was  to 
be  made  to  nm  in  future— came  the  far- 
ther consideration  as  to  the  source  from 
which  the  extra  expenditure  was  to  be 
taken.     The  hon.  Baronet  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  had  held  out  to  them  the  hope 
that  if  Mr.    Stevenson's    Beport   was 
against  the  Board  of  Works  the  Go- 
vernment   would  consider   the    matter 
with  a  view  to  preventing  the  cost  of 
the  blimder  falling  upon  the  local  rate- 
payers.   That  of  course  was  only  just, 
as  the  local  ratepayers  had  practically 
no  voice  in  the  matter  except  to  give  the 
guarantee,  which    they    did    with    the 
greatest    cheerfulness.      The    harbour 
might  have  been  made  at  a  cost  con- 
siderably under  the  amoimt  guaranteed 
by  the  ratepayers  and  granted  by  Par- 
liament ;  but  in  no  case  would  it  be  pos- 
sible now  to  make  the  harbour  without 
trenching  on  the  reserve  fund  of  £4,000 
or  £5,000,  which  was  left  over  and  above 
the  Estimate,  and  which  might  other- 
wise have  been  employed  in  setting  up 
useful  works  after  the  rough  works,  al- 
ways necessary  in  harbour  construction, 
were  completed.     That  sum  would  be 
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lost,  and  he  feared  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  make  the  harbour  a  complete 
work  without  the  expenditure  of  a  con- 
siderably further  sum.  It  was  mani- 
festly impossible  for  the  local  ratepayers 
to  give  any  larger  guarantee.  After 
their  experience  in  this  matter  they  had 
no  confidence  that  the  money  would  be 
properly  applied,  and  that  further  mis- 
takes would  not  be  made.  It  wae,  there- 
fore, necessary  that  the  Goyemment 
shotdd  face  the  matter  boldly,  and 
pay  for  the  mistake  their  Depart- 
ment had  imdoubtedly  made.  Now, 
as  regarded  the  whole  matter.  Of 
course,  he  supposed  that  Mr.  Steven- 
son was  an  engineer  of  considerable  ex- 
perience, and  was  doubtless  very  well 
qualified  to  report  on  harbour  works  in 
Scotland  under  the  peculiar  local  con- 
ditions belonging  to  the  coast  with  which 
he  might  be  acquainted  ;  but  he  ^Mr. 
Pamell)  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  that  he 
should  constdt  an  Irish  engineer,  alto- 
gether independent  of  any  Government 
Department  in  Ireland,  in  addition  to 
Mr.  Stevenson.  He  would  suggest,  for 
instance,  Mr.  Strype,  who  was  a  prac- 
tical engineer  as  well  as  a  theoretical 
engineer,  of  great  distinction  and  ability. 
Mr.  Strype  designed  and  constructed 
the  harbour  works  at  Wicklow,  which 
were  on  a  more  extensive  scale  than 
those  at  Arklow.  Those  works  had 
been  most  successful.  Mr.  Strype 
adopted  a  system  of  concrete  construc- 
tion which  had  never  been  tried  before, 
but  which  had  proved  in  this  case  to  be 
practically  successful.  The  Wicklow 
works  were  within  eight  or  10  miles  of 
Arklow,  though  he  did  not  think  the 
conditions  were  similar.  Indeed,  he 
knew  they  were  not.  Yet  Mr.  Strype 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  studying  the 
currents  and  the  other  peculiarities  of 
the  East  Coast  of  Ireland,  and  he  had 
shown  that  in  the  case  of  the  harbour 
at  Wicklow  that  his  study  had  been  suc- 
cessful. It  would  be  but  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  public  opinion  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  add  Mr.  Strype's  name  to 
that  of  Mr.  Stevenson  in  the  approach- 
ing Government  inspection  of  Arklow 
Harbour. 

Mr.  MOLLOT  pointed  out  that  Mr. 
Manning,  in  the  Eeport  which  he 
made  on  his  own  work  at  Arklow,  pooh- 
poohed  the  suggestion  that  any  portion 
of  the  method  which  was  used  so  suc- 


cessfully at  Wicklow  should  be  used  at 
Arklow.     Mr.  Manning's  words  were — 

'^  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  more,  than 
whatever  the  merits  of  this  construction  may 
he— and  I  do  not  desire  to  discuss  them— they 
cannot  he  used  here." 

Now,  Mr.  Stevenson,  who  had  been 
called  upon  by  the  (Government  to  re- 
port on  the  works  of  Mr.  Manning,  was 
a  gentleman  who  had  made  harbours, 
some  of  which  had  been  most  successful, 
and  some  of  which  had  failed  in  the 
same  way  as  the  harbour  at  Arklow  had 
failed.  It  seemed  ridiculous,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  go  to  Scotland  to  find 
somebody  to  report  on  the  proper  site 
of  a  harboiir  on  the  coast  of  Lreland ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  that  they  should 
pick  out  a  man  from  amongst  the  num- 
ber of  men  who  had  occasionally,  at 
least,  failed  in  the  harbours  they  had 
constructed.  If  the  work  at  Arklow 
was  carried  out  on  the  original  plan  of 
Mr.  Manning,  what  guarantee  was  there 
that  it  would  not  be  swept  away  in  the 
course  of  12  months?  He  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  that  as  they  had 
in  Mr.  Strype  a  most  capable  man,  a 
man  who  had  most  successfully  con- 
structed a  harbour  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, who  had  a  thorough  knowledge  of 
engineering,  and  who  was  perfectly  ac- 
quainted with  the  coast,  with  its  cur- 
rents and  difficulties  and  dangers,  it 
would  be  most  unwise  in  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  associate  him  with  Mr. 
Stevenson  in  the  inspection  of  the  Ark- 
low works. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would 
see  his  way,  before  this  discussion  closed, 
to  give  some  assurance  with  regard  to 
the  very  practical  and  moderate  pro- 

Eosal  which  had  been  laid  before  him 
y  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  did  not  know  precisely 
what  was  the  reputation  of  Mr.  Steven- 
son ;  but  he  supposed  he  was  a  man  of 
eminence.  The  Committee  were  not  in- 
formed whether  Mr.  Stevenson  was  a 
gentleman  officially  connected  with  the 
Government.     Was  he  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Sir  Henrt  Holland)  said,  that 
all  his  information  was  the  other  way  ; 
but  he  did  not  wish  to  pledge  himself 
on  the  subject. 
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Mb.  sexton  remarked,  that  if  Mr. 
Stevenson  were  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment little  or  no  confidence  would 
be  reposed  in  himbj  the  people;  indeed, 
it  would  be  very  unwise  to  set  him  up 
as  a  judge  of  Mr.  Manning's  series  of 
blunders.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  regarded 
the  engineer  of  the  Board  of  Works  as 
the  champion  blunderer  of  all  Ireland — 
there  was  nobody  like  him  to  be  found 
in  the  country.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  civilized  world  like  the  record  of  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works  with  regard  to 
the  construction  of  piers  and  harbours. 
What  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell) 
asked  was  that  a  local  engineer  of 
capacity  should  be  associated  with  Mr. 
Stevenson  in  making  the  inspection  of 
the  Arklow  works.  His  hon.  Friend 
was  well  entitled,  personally  as  well  as 
publicly,  to  ask  the  Government  to  give 
attention  to  the  matter.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman paid  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
in  wages — something  like  £  1 50  a- week 
— to  men  for  preparing  the  stone  for  the 
harbour  at  Arklow ;  and  so  long  as  the 
work  remained  in  its  present  condition 
the  enterprize  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  had  given  employment  to  a  large 
number  of  persons,  would  be  frustrated. 
It  was  to  the  interest  of  the  population 
of  Arklow,  and  of  the  enterprize  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  engaged,  that 
the  construction  of  the  harbour  should 
be  proceeded  with  as  speedily  as  possible. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
had  been  most  polite  and  courteous  in 
his  statement;  but  unless  they  were 
told  that  Mr.  Strype  would  be  associated 
with  Mr.  Stevenson  in  the  inspection  they 
would  have  little  confidence  in  the  re- 
sult. He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  the  pleasure 
to  know  Mr.  Strype.  He  was  not  com- 
petent to  judge  of  Mr.  Strype's  engi- 
neering capabilities,  being  himself  un- 
instructed  in  that  science ;  but  he  knew 
Mr.  Strype  was  a  man  of  high  intel- 
lectual capacity,  a  man  who  was  well 
acquainted  with  the  difficulties  of  the 
East  Coast  of  Ireland ;  and,  therefore, 
if  such  a  man  were  associated  with  Mr. 
Stevenson  in  this  matter,  the  people 
could  look  forward  with  a  rational  hope 
to  some  steps  being  taken  to  remedy  the 
grievous  errors  which  had  been  made. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  convinced  that  if 
the  Government  were  to  send  an  intelli- 
gent apprentice  round  the  coast  of  Ire- 
land to  examine  the  monstrosities  put 


up  by  the  Board  of  Works,  he  would 
make  a  Beport  which  would  astonish 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland). 
The  Board  of  Works  pursued  a  most 
objectionable  plan  with  regard  to  de- 
signs. When  a  design  was  made  they 
did  not  submit  it  to  scrutiny,  but  endea- 
voured to  keep  it  as  sacred  as  possible. 
They  positively  refused  to  show  the 
plans  of  the  fishery  piers  to  the  Fishery 
Piers  and  Harbours  Commission,  lest,  he 
supposed,  their  defects  should  be  found 
out.  Before  they  got  very  far,  however, 
with  the  stone  work,  the  defects  dis- 
covered themselves,  and  became  ap- 
parent to  every  eye.  Another  principle 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Board  was  to  in- 
flate the  Estimates.  They  put  down 
about  twice  the  cost.  The  result  was, 
apparently,  to  exhaust  the  Parliamentary 
fund,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  dis- 
courage local  contributions.  Then,  when 
the  money  had  been  granted  by  the 
Treasury,  and  the  Treasury,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  knew, 
never  displayed  anything  but  great 
inertness  in  making  these  gpiants — 
when  the  Treasury,  slowly,  and  with 
dignity  and  precaution,  made  these 
grants  available  for  the  Public  Service, 
the  Board  of  Works  delayed  execution 
for  months,  and  in  some  cases  for  years. 
And  when  all  was  over,  when  the  piera 
were  erected,  what  happened?  The 
coast  of  Donegal  was  strewn  with  re- 
cords of  the  blunders  of  the  Board  of 
Works.  Some  of  the  piers  and  har- 
bours there  were  nothing  but  traps  for 
the  fishermen.  The  wildest  storms  of 
the  Atlantic  were  not  so  dangerous  as 
some  of  the  places  of  refuge  put  up  by 
the  Board  of  AVorks.  At  Enniscrone,  in 
County  Sligo,  a  pier  was  built  two  years 
ago.  It  turned  out  perfectly  useless, 
and  now  another  was  being  built  at  a 
cost  of  £6,000.  A  pier  was  also  built  at 
another  place,  and.  then  the  fishermen 
thought  they  would  be  able  to  conduct 
their  operations  with  all  safety.  Before 
the  pier  was  built  they  were  able  to  fish 
some  way  or  other ;  but  now  they  were 
not  able  to  fish  at  ail,  because  where  the 
pier  was  there  used  to  be  a  jetty,  at 
which  they  could  laild,  but  now,  when 
the  pier  was  made,  no  fisherman  dare 
bring  his  boat  into  harbour.  Such  was 
the  record  of  the  Irish  Board  of  Works ; 
and  if  the  new  Gt>vemment  really  meant 
to  devote  themselves  to  Irish  resooroes, 
they  could  not  do  better  than  send  some 
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intelligent  apprentice  from  England  or 
Scotland  to  examine  and  report  upon 
the  present  state  of  things.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  intended  to  remain 
in  Office  long,  even  if  circumstances  were 
such  as  to  enable  him  to  do  so ;  but  if 
he  remained  in  Office  until  the  end  of 
this  year  he  would  be  able,  by  intelli- 
gent inquiries,  to  obtain  proof  of  errors, 
blunders,  mismanagement,  ignorance, 
and  waste  of  public  money  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  as  would 
be  sufficient  to  condemn  any  Public  De- 
partment. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  should  give  them  some  assur- 
ance that  a  local  engineer  would  bo  ap- 
pointed with  Mr.  Stevenson  to  inquire 
into  the  failure  in  the  construction  of  the 
Arklow  Harbour.  To  those  who  were 
acquainted  with  the  history  of  the  har- 
bour it  was  plain  that  the  chief  blunder 
which  the  Government  made  was  in  not 
giving  any  power  in  the  construction  of 
the  work  to  any  Local  Authority.  From 
the  beginning  to  the  disastrous  end  of 
the  construction  of  the  harbour  local 
opinion  had  been  deliberately  set  at 
naught.  Over  and  over  again  very  com- 
petent authorities  in  Arklow  and  the 
surrounding  districts  had  given  to  the 
Board  of  Works  their  opinions  upon 
the  construction  of  the  works  ;  but  their 
opinions  had  always  been  set  aside.  The 
consequence  was  to  be  found  in  the  utter 
failure  of  the  work.  Some  time  ago  an 
inquiry  was  made  into  the  matter  by  Mr. 
Manning  ;  but  he,  of  course,  was  in- 
terested io  giving  as  good  an  account  of 
the  affair  as  possible,  because  he  himself 
was  responsible  for  the  blunder.  There 
was  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  Mr. 
Stevenson  would  go  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  with  a  mind  somewhat  preju- 
diced in  favour  of  the  Board  of  Works 
and  of  their  engineer.  The  inquiry, 
therefore,  would  not  command  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people ;  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  harbour  would  not  con- 
sider that  the  Government  were  tho- 
roughly sincere  in  the  inquiry  unless 
they  consented  to  appoint,  either  solely 
or  in  conjunction  with  another  engineer, 
an  engineer  who  had  the  confidence  of 
the  Local  Authorities.  Would  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  say  what 
objection  there  could  be  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  some  engineer  who  would  have 


the  confidence  of  the  people  ?  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that,  after  all,  the 
people  of  Arklow  were  more  interested 
in  the  successful  completion  of  this  work 
than  even  the  Board  of  Works  or  any- 
body else;  and,  therefore,  it  was  only 
reasonable  to  imagine  that  they  would 
find  it  directly  to  their  interest  to 
have  appointed  a  man  who  would  go  to 
the  bottom  of  the  affair,  and  say,  once 
and  for  all,  where  the  blunders  had 
been,  and  what  it  was  necessary  to  do. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland'i 
ought  to  say  that,  at  least,  he  would 
consider  the  advisability  of  appointing 
some  engineer  who  might  fairly  be  re- 
garded as  the  representative  of  the 
people.  He  was  not  at  all  surprised  that 
the  late  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Hibbert)  was  not  in  his  place. 
He  fully  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr. 
Corbet)  when  he  said  that  the  late 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was 
extremely  courteous  in  his  dealings  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Hibbert)  was  courteous  to 
every  person  who  approached  him  upon 
matters  connected  with  his  Department ; 
but  it  was  evident  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man realized,  just  as  well  as  any  Mem- 
ber coming  from  Ireland,  that  the  Board 
of  Works  had  behaved  in  a  thoroughly 
disgraceful  manner  in  respect  to.  the 
Arklow  Harbour.  Now,  there  would  not 
be  any  satisfaction  here,  and  he  was  sure 
there  would  not  be  any  in  the  locality 
interested,  unless  the  Government  gave 
the  assurance  that  they  would  cause  the 
inquiry  to  be  made,  by  Mr.  Stevenson  if 
they  liked,  but  also  by  some  authority 
connected  with  the  district.  The  hon. 
Baronet  would,  perhaps,  find  it  to  his 
convenience,  as  well  as  to  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  Government  generally,  to 
consider  what  the  Irish  Members  were 
now  saying.  They  required  two  engi- 
neers to  be  employed  in  this  matter — 
one  to  represent  the  people,  and  the 
other  the  Government.  That  was  a 
perfectly  fair  proposal,  and  unless  the 
Government  assented  to  it  they  would 
not  inspire  the  people  of  Arklow  with 
any  confidence  in  their  good  intentions 
in  making  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD,  as  one 
who  had  sat  for  two  Sessions  on  the 
Harbour  Committee,  reminded  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  that  the 
Committee    reported    unanimously    iu 
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favour  of  the  monolithic  system  of  build- 
ing harbours.  It  was  only  due  to  say 
that  in  the  last  paragraph  of  their  Be- 
port  they  mentioned,  with  approval,  the 
work  of  Mr.  Strype  at  Wicklow. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  detract  from  the  value 
of  Mr.  Strype's  work  at  Wicklow ; 
but,  as  had  been  pointed  out,  the  con- 
ditions there  were  very  different  to 
those  at  Arklow.  The  question  of  add- 
ing another  engineer  in  the  inspec- 
tion was  quite  a  new  one,  and  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  him  to  give  an 
answer  on  the  spur  of  the  moment.  He 
felt  the  force  of  what  hon.  Members  had 
said  as  to  studying  the  wishes  of  the 
Local  Authorities,  and  he  would  con- 
sider what  they  had  suggested.  Of 
course,  he  could  not  now  pledge  himself 
as  to  any  particular  course  of  conduct. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  mode  in  which  loans  were 
granted  for  the  erection  of  teachers' 
residences.  The  terms  on  which  the 
loans  were  now  granted  were  5  per 
cent  per  annum  interest,  and  the  whole 
sum  repayable  in  35  years.  There  had 
been  a  very  general  wish  expressed  by 
those  concerned,  the  managers  of  schools 
— expressed  in  a  Memorandum  drawn 
up  by  the  Catholic  Bishops  of  Ireland — 
that  the  loans  should  be  granted  at 
£3  15«.  per  cent  per  annum  interest, 
and  that  the  period  of  repayment  should 
be  extended  to  50  years.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would 
be  able  to  say  he  would  consider  any 
representation  that  he  (Colonel  Col- 
thurst)  or  others  might  make  to  him  on 
the  subject. 

The  SECRETARY  to  tiie  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  would  certainly  give  his 
most  careful  consideration  to  any  repre- 
sentation which  was  laid  before  him  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  if  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  thought  he  would  be  able,  by 
Report,  to  make  a  statement  with  re- 
gard to  the  suggestion  that  a  second 
engineer  should  be  employed  in  the  in- 
spection of  Arklow  Harbour  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  would  make  the  neces- 
sary inquiries  at  once;  but  he  was 
afraid  he  could  hardly  make  a  state- 
ment by  Report. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
CrviL  Departments. 

(2.^  £119,978,  to  complete  the  Bum 
for  the  Local  Government  Board,  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  SEXTCN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  (Sir  "William  Hart 
Dyke)  was,  by  virtue  of  his  Office,  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Lreland ;  and,  therefore,  it  might  be 
well  if  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  called  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention,  upon  his 
entry  into  Office,  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Department  of  which  he  was  the 
head  conducted  its  Business.  The  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  was  composed 
of  three  gentlemen,  and  they  adminis- 
tered, as  was  seen  from  this  Vote,  a  sum 
amounting  to  considerably  over  £100,000 
a-year.  The  course  pursued  by  the  De- 
partment in  several  matters  had  excited 
great  disapprobation  in  Ireland;  in- 
deed, there  was  a  general  feeling  that 
it  was  a  Department  which  was  very 
ready  to  interfere  where  its  interference 
was  not  needed  ;  and  that,  on  the  other 
hand,  in  a  case  in  which  the  public 
interest  demanded  its  interference,  a 
steam  crane  would  not  move  it.  A 
few  evenings  ago  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  who 
he  was  sorry  was  not  in  his  place, 
agreed  to  postpone  the  stage  of  a 
Bill  which  proposed  to  give  Boards 
of  Guardians  power  to  give  pensions 
to  certain  officers  upon  the  abolition  of 
office.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  believed  the 
Bill  had  been  introduced  with  a  view  to 
certain  amalgamations  of  Unions  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  One  of  those  amalga- 
mations was  that  of  the  Union  of  New- 
port, in  County  Mayo,  with  the  Union 
of  Westport  in  the  same  county.  Up  to 
the  year  1848  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  have  had  to  consult  the 
Guardians  and  the  ratepayers,  and  would 
have  had  to  obtain  the  consent  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  ratepayers  before  they 
could  effect  such  an  amalgamation.  But 
a  great  many  shady  laws  were  passed  in 
1848;  and  by  one  of  them  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  empowered  to 
carry  out  amalgamations  of  Unions 
without  asking  the  opinion,  or  adyice, 
or  consent  of  the  ratepayers  or  Guar- 
dians. That,  he  thought,  was  a  most 
objectionable  law.    He  admitted  that 
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the  Union  workhouses  were  too  numer- 
ous in  Ireland.  Many  of  them  were 
built  at  a  time  of  enormous  depression ; 
and  he  wets  of  opinion  that  now  the 
number  might,  with  great  advantage  to 
the  community,  be  decreased,  because  an 
undue  proportion  of  the  Poor  Law  fund 
in  Ireland  was  expended  in  the  salaries 
of  officials  and  the  expenses  of  these 
establishments.  But  what  he  contended 
was  that  if  the  Government  wanted  to 
amalgamate  Unions  they  ought  to  do  it 
upon  a  national  scheme  and  upon  a  con- 
siderable scale.  They  ought  to  take  the 
country  as  a  whole,  and  consider  what 
Union  workhouses  could  properly  be 
dispensed  with,  and  how  the  amalgama- 
tions should  be  eflfected,  having  regard 
to  the  purses  of  the  ratepayers  and  to 
the  necessities  of  the  poor.  Both  poli- 
tical Parties  were  vieing  with  each 
other  in  their  declarations  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Local  Government  in  Ireland ;  he 
supposed  that  whatever  Party  was  in 
power  next  year  a  measure  for  Local 
Government  would  be  introduced  on  a 
very  early  day.  If  that  was  so,  what 
was  the  use  of  proceeding  now  in  a 
piecemeal  and  beggarly  fashion  with  the 
amalgamations  of  Unions?  Let  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  apply  himself  to  the 
question  as  a  whole.  Let  His  Excellency 
take  the  163  Unions  in  Ireland  and  con- 
sider what  part  of  them  could  be  dis- 
pensed with,  and  lot  there  be  a  large, 
well-considered,  and  impartial  scheme 
of  amalgamation.  What  did  the  Local 
Government  Board  do?  They  found 
that  in  the  Union  of  Newport  in  Mayo 
the  poor  rates  had  for  the  last  three  or 
four  years  averaged  from  6«.  to  Is,  in  the 
pound  ;  and  that  in  the  adjoining  Union 
of  Westport  the  poor  rates  had  averaged 
only  Is,  Sd,  in  the  pound,  and  the  pro- 
posal of  Mr.  Eobinson,  Mr.  George 
Morris,  and  the  third  Commissioner, 
whose  name  he  forgot  for  the  moment, 
sitting  at  their  ease  in  the  Custom  House 
in  Dublin,  was  that  the  ratepayers  of 
Westport,  with  a  poor  rate  of  Is.  Sd., 
should  take  on  their  shoulders  the  6s, 
and  7s.  rate  of  the  Newport  Union. 
Was  that  a  reasonable  proposal  ?  Let 
anyone  imagine  what  their  feelings 
would  be  if  they  were  ratepayers  in 
Westport  paying  Is.  Sd.  in  the  pound 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  poor,  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  came  down 
and  said — '*You  must  take  into  your 
Union  the  Union  of  Newport  with  its 


7s.  in  the  pound  rate."  Besides,  this 
high  rate  had  not  been  sufficient  in  New- 
port, because  the  Government  had  given 
large  grants  of  public  money  for  several 
years  towards  the  aid  of  the  local  rates  in 
Newport.  The  Westport  Guardians  were 
naturally  very  indignant  at  the  proposal. 
They  wrote  him  on  the  16th  of  April 
last  a  letter,  in  which  they  said  that  they 
were  opposed  to  the  scheme  on  the 
ground  that  the  same  would  be  most 
cruel  to  the  poor  people  of  Newport  to 
have  to  come  long  distances  in  all  wea- 
thers, in  some  cases  42  miles,  to  obtain 
relief,  and  also  on  the  ground  of  the 
injustice  of  adding  an  insolvent  Union 
to  the  Westport  Union,  which  had,  up 
to  the  present,  been  satisfactorily  con- 
ducted in  every  way.  Did  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  contend 
that  it  was  reasonable  to  single  out  the 
Westport  Union  to  be  victimized  in 
this  way  ?  The  Guardians  of  Westport 
pointed  out  that  if  this  amalgamation 
was  carried  into  effect  the  poor  rate 
which  they  had  been  paying  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  poor  would  be 
doubled.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  certainly 
of  opinion  that  such  an  amalgamation 
ought  to  be  devised,  that  while  it  had 
due  regard  to  the  necessities  of  the  poor 
of  tho  one  Union,  it  also  had  due  regard 
to  the  condition  of  the  poor  in  the  other 
Union,  and  that  in  a  time  like  this  of 
great  difficulty  in  Ireland,  when  rate- 
payers found  it  very  hard  to  live  and 
make  ends  meet,  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  be  careful  in  suddenly 
placing  an  intolerable  burden  upon  their 
shoulders.  A  resolution  was  passed  in 
the  Westport  Union  to  the  effect  that  if 
the  Local  Government  Board  carried  out 
their  scheme  the  rate  collectors  would 
fail  to  collect  the  rates,  and  that  the 
ratepayers  were  so  much  incensed 
against  amalgamation  with  the  New- 
port Union  that  they  would  have  re- 
course to  every  legal  means  to  defeat  it. 
He  thought  that  if  the  puny  despots  in 
the  Custom  House  in  Dublin  persisted 
in  imposing  their  will  the  people  were 
morally  entitled  to  put  the  residents  of 
the  Custom  House  to  all  the  trouble 
that  the  full  execution  of  the  law  would 
permit.  The  last  letter  he  had  received 
from  the  Westport  Guardians  was  dated 
the  2nd  of  this  month,  and  in  it  they  stated 
they  had  passed  a  resolution  requesting 
the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
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Ireland  to  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
amalgamation  was  opposed  bj  every 
Guardian  of  the  Union  except  one,  who 
was  neutral,  and  was  against  the  univer- 
sal feeling  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  Union. 
It  would  be  impossible,  they  said,  for 
them  to  administer  the  law  efficiently. 
Did  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Grentle- 
man  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  mean  to  say  that  an 
arrangement  which  would  oblige  the 
poor  people  of  Newport  to  travel  50  Irish 
miles  in  order  to  reach  the  workhouse 
was  one  which  was  in  general  accord 
with  the  necessities  of  their  condition  ? 
The  Guardians  further  said  that  the  pro- 
posal, if  carried  out,  would  make  the 
Westport  Union  pay  the  expenses  of  a 
poor  district  which  hitherto  had  been 
unable  to  support  itself ;  and  the  rate- 
payers in  their  protest  objected  in  the 
strongest  manner  to  the  proposed  amal- 
gamation, and  requested  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  stop  this  most  unjust  and 
high-handed  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  Westport  people 
had  been  very  harshly  treated  in  this 
matter ;  and  unless  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  took  some  steps  to  devise  a 
more  workable  scheme,  and  one  which 
would  inflict  less  hardship  upon  any 
particular  body  of  ratepayers  in  Ireland, 
he  could  promise  them  they  would  not 
hear  the  last  of  it  for  some  time  to  come. 
He  had  said  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  very  ready  to  interfere  when 
it  was  not  wanted,  and  slow  to  interfere 
when  it  was  wanted.  He  might  refer  to 
a  case  occurring  three  or  four  years  ago, 
in  which  they  issued  an  order  for  the 
dismissal  of  a  medical  officer.  Dr. 
Joseph  Kenny  had  the  misfortune  to  be 
arrested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Eorster).  Some  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  the 
fact,  because  in  prison  they  found  him  a 
most  agreeable  friend,  as  well  as  a  most 
capable  professional  man;  but  public 
opinion  was  disgusted  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  issuing  an  order  for  his 
dismissal  from  the  office  he  held.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  had  heard  that  a 
Board  of  Guardians  had  sent  complaint 
after  complaint  against  a  medical  officer, 
and  yet  the  Local  Government  Board 
treated  the  matter  with  the  greatest  in- 
difference. Months  had  passed  and  no 
notice  had  been  taken  of  the  representa- 
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tions.     He  also  knew  of  a  case  in  the 
West  oi  Ireland,  where  a  dispensary 
officer  had  no  great  zeal  for  duty,  and 
during  his  frequent  absence  his  porter 
took  his  place,  and  was  in  the  habit  of 
dispensing  medicine,  drawing  teeth,  and 
vaccinating  children.     In  this  cdse,  too, 
the  representations  of  the  Guardians  had 
been  treated  with  complete  indifference. 
Now,  as  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
being  ready  to  interfere  in  cases  where 
their  interference  was  unnecessary.     He 
would  like  the  Government  to  make  some 
statement  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  reference 
to  the  Treasurership  of  the  North  Dublin 
Union.     Early  in  the  present  year  the 
Guardians  of  the  North  Dublin  Union 
wanted  a  large  loan  for  permanent  im- 
provements which  could  not  properly  be 
put  on  the  rates  of  the  year.     They  made 
a  proposal  to  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  but 
they  refused  to  grant  the  loans.     The 
Guardians  then  applied  to  the  Hibernian 
Bank,  and  they  agreed  to  give  the  loan 
on  the  condition  that  the  account  of  the 
Guardians  should  be  placed  with  them. 
The  Hibernian  Bank  further  offered  to 
give  the  overdraft  which  the  Guardians 
required  at  3  per  cent,  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land charging  them  5  per  cent.     The 
Guardians  agreed  unanimously  to  change 
the  account  from  the  Bank  of  Ireland  to 
the  Hibernian  Bank,  and  they  did  so, 
because  not  only  would  they   get  the 
loan  which  they  required,  and  which  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  refused  them,  but  they 
would  also  gain  £300  a-year  in  the  shape 
of  interest.     Was  it  not  extraordinary 
that  the  Local   Government  Board  re- 
fused to  allow  the  North  Dublin  Board 
of  Guardians  to  change  their  account 
from  the  Bank  of  Ireland  ?     Was  it  not 
enough  that  the  Bank  of  Ireland  had 
extraordinary  facilities  and  advantages 
over  every  other   bank?     Was  it  not 
enough  that  all  Government  money  in 
Ireland,  and  all.  the  funds  of  the  Courts 
of  Law — the  Chancery  and  Bankruptcy 
Courts — passed  through  the  hands  of  the 
Governors  of  the  Bank  of  Ireland  ?   Was 
it  not  too  bad  that  all  public  Boards  like 
the  North  Dublin  Board  of  Guardians 
must  be  obliged  to  keep  their  account 
with  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  even  at  a  loss 
of  £300  a-year  in  interest  ?    He  called 
on   Her  Majesty's  Government  to  say 
that  the  Guardians  of  the  North  Dublin 
Union  should  be  allowed  to  keep  their 
banking  account  whore  they  liked;  not 
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to  treat  them  as  children,  and  not  to 
impose  upon  the  ratepayers  a  fine  of  £300 
a-year  for  the  purpose  of  having  their 
account  kept  at  a  bank  which  was  more 
fayourable  to  the  Government  than  the 
one  they  had  chosen.  He  characterized 
what  had  taken  place  in  this  matter  as 
an  unwarrantable  interference  with  the 
rights  of  the  Guardians  and  with  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers;  and  he  trusted 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
say  that  the  course  that  had  been  taken 
should  not  receive  their  sanction.  He 
had  also  to  complain  of  the  action  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  connection 
with  the  Sligo  Union,  where,  owing  to 
the  Hetuming  Officer  allowing  six  votes 
to  be  improperly  recorded,  the  nominee 
of  the  landlords  was  elected  by  a  majo- 
rity of  three.  The  Returning  Officer  of 
the  Sligo  Union  improperly  and  illegally 
received  the  voting  papers;  the  Local 
Government  Board  admitted  the  ille- 
gality ;  but  they  declined  to  give  the  seat 
to  the  candidate  who,  as  they  admitted, 
had  a  right  to  it.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  said  that  they  had  no  power 
to  declare  the  Poor  Law  candidate 
elected,  unless  he  was  declared  to  be 
elected  by  the  Returning  Officer.  The 
Returning  Officer  declined  to  declare  the 
candidate  elected.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  having  found  on  inquiry 
that  the  votes  had  been  •  illegally  given, 
should  have  declared  the  other  candidate 
elected  by  a  certain  number  of  votes ; 
but  instead  of  doing  that  they  put  the 
people  to  the  trouble  of  going  over  the 
ground  again.  If  that  was  the  law,  he 
said  that  the  sooner  it  was  amended  the 
better ;  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  take  care  that  in  future  the  can- 
didates who  were  proved  to  have  a  legal 
majority  should  have  the  seats.  Again, 
in  the  Donegal  Union  the  Catholic  chil- 
dren were  in  a  state  of  spiritual  destitu- 
tion. The  Guardians  there,  who  were 
a  band  of  narrow-minded  and  bigoted 
people,  had  refused  to  appoint  a  single 
Catholic  officer — even  a  schoolmaster. 
The  priest  found  it  impossible  to  con- 
tend with  the  opposition  he  met  with, 
and  he  was  obliged  to  resign  the  office 
of  chaplain,  because  he  felt  he  could 
not  retain  his  position  in  the  absence  of 
some  Catholic  official  to  instruct  the 
children  in  the  doctrines  of  religion. 
The  result  was  that  the  children  had 
been  left  without  religious  instruction 
for  two  years,  without  Divine  service 


on  Saints'  days  and  holidays,  and  with- 
out the  ministrations  of  their  Church. 
Ho  asked  whether  that  was  not  a  case 
in  which  the  Local  Government  Board 
ought  to  interfere?  The  Predecessor 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  had  endeavoured  to  induce  the 
Guardians  to  appoint  a  Catholic  school- 
mistress, but  they  refused;  and  when 
the  place  had  to  be  filled  up  they  put 
aside  a  Catholic  who  applied,  although 
the  children  were  Catholics,  and  they 
appointed  a  Protestant  young  lady,  who 
had  no  qualifications  at  all,  and  who, 
the  moment  she  was  put  to  the  test  of 
examination,  was  obliged  to  resign.  The 
Local  Government  Board,  three  years 
ago,  were  ready  enough  to  supersede 
the  Guardians  at  Carrick-on-Suir.  There 
the  Chairman  refused  to  allow  the 
Guardians  to  present  resolutions  in  con- 
nection with  the  poor  rates;  and,  the 
struggle  having  gone  on  for  some  time, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  sent  down  an  order  and  dismissed 
the  Board.  He  thought  the  same  thing 
might  be  done  in  this  case.  A  still 
stronger  case  occurred  in  the  parish  of 
Dunfanaghy.  This  had  been  an  un- 
fortunate parish  for  many  years,  owing 
to  the  number  and  cruelty  of  the  evic- 
tions which  had  taken  place  there.  A 
gentleman  who  had  with  the  greatest 
zeal  and  energy  thrown  himself  into  the 
cause  of  the  people,  and  had  stood  be- 
tween them  and  their  cruel  oppressors, 
had  been  selected  for  special  annoyance 
by  the  local  Guardians.  He  presented 
himself  for  election  last  March  ;  but, 
for  the  reasons  referred  to,  he  was  ex- 
cluded from  the  room,  while  others  were 
allowed  to  remain ;  he  wrote  a  letter  of 
complaint  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  last  March;  the  Board  had  re- 
ceived the  complaint,  but  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  they  had  made  no  reply.  He 
regarded  the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  "Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke),  who  was  Chairman 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  as  too 
frank  a  man,  and  as  too  straightfor- 
ward a  Parliamentarian,  to  give  coun- 
tenance to  action  of  this  kind ;  and  he 
believed  he  would  now  be  as  frank  in  his 
answer  upon  these  points  as  he  would 
have  been  before  the  assumption  of  his 
present  Office.  He  knew,  himself,  of  a 
case  in  which  two  young  women  died 
for  want  of  medical  assistance,  and 
whose  deaths   lay  at  the  door   of  the 
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Board  of  Guardians  and  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  And  there  was  the 
cruel  and  cowardly  attack  made  upon 
Father  M*Fadden,  whom  the  Guardians 
dismissed  from  the  office  of  warden. 
This  reverend  gentleman  had  stood  be- 
tween the  unfortunate  people  of  the 
district,  who  were  endeavouring  to  earn 
a  miserable  living  from  a  sterile  soil, 
and  who  had  to  pay  rent  to  landlords  as 
cruel  and  grasping  as  any  to  be  found 
in  Ireland.  At  a  meeting  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians,  composed  of  seven  land- 
lords, three  agents,  and  one  or  two 
hangers-on,  Father  M*Fadden  had  the 
insult  sprung  upon  him  of  being  dis- 
missed from  the  office  of  warden— the 
duty  of  warden  being  to  issue  tickets 
for  relief.  Since  then  the  poor  people 
of  the  district  had  continued  to  go  to 
his  house,  and  he  had  been  unable  to  re- 
lieve them.  He  said  that  this  state  of 
things  was  a  scandal  and  an  outrage. 
In  a  district  containing  5,000  Catholics, 
the  office  of  warden  was  now  held  by  a 
Protestant  clergyman ;  and  they  all  knew 
how  unwilling  the  Catholic  people  of 
Ireland  were  to  approach  a  person  of  a 
different  creed  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining relief.  It  was  a  scandal  that  an 
eminent  ecclesiastic,  a  man  of  apostolic 
energy  and  charity,  should  be  cast  out 
of  the   honorary   office  of  warden   to 

E lease  the  local  landlords,  and  that  the 
lOcal  Government  Board  should  stand 
by  and  allow  that  insult  to  be  inflicted 
upon  him — and  that,  too,  in  the  midst 
of  a  wretched,  poor,  and  suffering  popu- 
lation. He  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  have 
wrongly  estimated  the  character  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  found  here- 
after that  his  influence  had  not  been 
used  to  prevent  the  continuance  of  this 
state  of  things;  and  he  ventured  to 
think  he  would  make  some  strong  repre- 
sentations to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
in  the  matter  of  Father  MTadden  and 
with  regard  to  the  Catholic  children  in 
Donegal  Union,  who  were,  as  he  had 
said,  in  a  state  of  spiritual  destitution. 

Me.  0*SHEA  said,  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  district  which  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  spoken  of;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  concurred  in  think- 
ing that  Newport  Union  should  be 
spread,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  over  a 
larger  area  than  was  proposed,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  he  hoped  that  a  measure 
would  be  passed  next  year  which  would 
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render  absurd  arrangements  of  the  kind 
they  were  now  speaking  impossible.  It 
seemed  to  him,  however,  very  unfair 
that  the  inhabitants  of  Newport  should 
have  to  pay  rates  in  connection  with 
such  a  large  district,  while  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Westport  district  had  hitherto 
escaped  scot  free.  So  that,  although  in 
principle  he  was  absolutely  in  accord 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo,  he  thought,  if  they  could  not  get 
any  better  arrangement,  it  was  not  a 
very  great  injustice  to  Westport  that 
the  Newport  Union  should  be  amal- 
gamated with  it.  In  connection  with 
this  matter  a  ease  of  great  hardship 
might  arise,  and  to  that  subject  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  his  attention.  He  knew  that  a 
Bill  had  been  introduced  to  the  House 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  Union 
officers.  Unless  that  Bill  were  passed, 
or  some  measures  taken  for  giving  re- 
tiring pensions  to  the  officers  of  New- 
port Union,  with  whom  he  happened  to 
be  personally  acquainted,  he  said  it 
would  be  a  hard  case  indeed.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  understood  that  he  was 
in  accord  with  him  in  principle. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  the  ques- 
tion  of  the  amalgamation  of  Unions  was 
gone  into  carefully  by  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  at  the  time  he 
was  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  A  Commission  was 
appointed  consisting  of  very  able  men, 
who  took  a  great  deal  of  trouble  in 
carrying  out  their  investigation,  and 
who  reported  most  strongly  against  the 
amalgamation  of  Unions.  They  said 
that  no  Union  in  Ireland  could  be  closed 
without  inflicting  great  hardship  on  the 
poor  in  the  district.  Therefore,  he 
thought  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  acted  wrongly  in  closing  the  New- 
port Union.  If  the  boundaries  of  the 
Union  were  not  right  they  ought  to  have 
been  rectified.  Ho  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  give  his  sanction 
to  the  closing  of  any  Union  in  Ireland, 
because  he  was  satisfied  that  by  so 
doing  he  would  cause  grievous  hardship 
on  many  of  the  poor.  With  respect  to 
Donegal  Union,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  alluded, 
he  had  himself  taken  some  pains  to 
bring  the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  and  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  he  was 
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not  authorized  to  exercise  the  power  of 
appointing  Vice  Guardians.  Injustice 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  he 
must  say  with  regard  to  many  of  the 
complaints  made  against  them  they  had 
not  power  to  act.  Whereas  in  England 
the  Board  had  very  extensive  powers, 
the  powers  of  the  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  extremely  limited  by 
statute.  Of  course,  it  required  an  ex- 
treme case  to  be  shown  before  they 
could  exercise  their  power  of  dismissal 
and  appointment  of  Vice  Guardians; 
but  he  maintained  that  the  persistent 
refusal  to  appoint  a  Eoman  Catholic 
teacher  under  the  circumstances  that 
had  been  described  was  a  case  of  such 
urgency  as  would  justify  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  interfering.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  the  Guardians  were  to  re- 
ceive a  letter  to  the  effect  that  if  they 
did  not  appoint  a  Boman  Oatholic 
teacher  Vice  Guardians  would  be  ap- 
pointed, they  would  at  once  do  what 
was  required  of  them.  He  believed  he 
should  be  in  Order  in  referring  upon 
this  Vote,  which  involved  a  large  in- 
crease for  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Dublin,  and 
various  other  Unions,  to  the  question  of 
Union  ratinjc  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  House.  He  would  not  go 
into  the  subject  in  detail,  but  would 
point  out  that  Union  rating  had  existed 
for  the  last  20  years  in  England,  and 
that  no  dissatisfaction  had  been  caused 
by  it.  When  the  Poor  Law  was  first 
introduced  into  Ireland,  it  was  intended 
to  make  the  Union  the  area  of  rating  ; 
but  parochial  rating  prevailed  then  in 
England  and  the  area  was  altered  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  A  Committee  sat 
to  inquire  into  the  subject  in  1871  ;  it 
took  an  enormous  amount  of  evidence, 
and  unanimously  reported  in  favour  of 
Union  rating.  He  did  not  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  express  any  opinion 
on  the  subject  that  evening ;  but  he 
asked  him  to  take  it  into  consideration 
during  the  Beoess,  in  order  to  see  if 
effect  oould  not  be  given  to  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  of 
187i. 

Mb.  MAHUM  said,  there  was  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland  a  great  disin- 
clination for  anything  in  the  nature  of 
a  Union  Rating  Bill.  The  Union  of 
Kilkenny  had  protested  against  it.  The 
question  might  be  described  as  a  ques- 


tion of  town  against  country.  There 
was  nothing  like  unanimity  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  assured  the  Committee  that 
the  whole  of  the  South  of  Ireland  was 
opposed  to  Union  rating. 

Mb.  small  said,  his  experience  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Ireland, 
was  that  if  they  were  asked  to  do  any- 
thing to  aid  the  population  in  the  matter 
of  rates  they  always  said  they  had  no 
power  to  do  so.  The  truth  was  that 
the  powers  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  were  so  general  and  so  vaguely 
defined  that  they  could  do  what  they 
liked.  With  regard  to  the  case  of  the 
Catholic  clergyman  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  referred,  he  ventured  to 
say  that  many  Members  of  that  House 
did  not  know  exactly  where  Dunfanaghy 
was,  or  what  constituted  the  office  of 
warden.  He  would,  therefore,  inform 
the  Committee  that  the  office  from 
which  Father  M'Fadden  had  been  dis- 
missed by  the  Board  of  Guardians 
was  one  which,  although  it  involved  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  and  hard  work, 
carried  with  it  no  pay.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  warden  to  distribute  tickets  for 
relief  to  the  poor  people  in  the  locality, 
and  it  had  been  an  almost  invariable 
rule  in  nearly  all  the  Unions  in  Ireland 
that  a  clergyman  of  every  denomination 
should  bo  appointed  to  the  office,  so 
that  relief  might  be  provided  for  all. 
He  was  aware  that  in  most  of  the 
Catholic  parts  of  Ireland  Protestant 
clergymen  had  always  been  appointed ; 
and,  that  being  so,  it  seemed  to  him  ex- 
traordinary that  in  the  district  of  Done- 
gal, to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
ferred, the  only  person  to  whom  the 
poor  people  could  go  for  relief  was  the 
man  whom  the  Guardians  had  thought 
proper  to  deprive  of  the  office  of  warden. 
He  wished  to  address  a  few  words  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  im- 
provement which  he  might  effect  in  the 
procedure  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  reference  to  the  election  of 
Guardians.  He  had  taken  part  in 
several  elections  of  Guardians,  both  as 
Guardian  and  candidate;  and  he  was 
obliged  to  say  that  the  course  pursued 
by  the  officials  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  very  unsatisfactory.  They 
could  not  expect  Guardians  to  be  placed 
in  as  good  a  position  with  regard  to 
elections  as  persons  were  placed  in  in 
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respect  of  Parliamentary  and  municipal 
elections,  because  in  the  latter  cases 
clear  rules  of  procedure  had  been  laid 
down.  That,  however,  he  always  con- 
sidered to  be  a  great  misfortune,  be- 
cause, in  his  opinion,  the  election  of 
Guardians  was  of  more  importance  to 
the  poor  than  the  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament  or  of  municipalities. 
However,  when  questions  arose  with 
regard  to  Boards  of  Guardians,  they 
were  referred  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Dublin ;  and  the  question  he 
had  to  ask  was — by  what  persons  were 
they  received,  and  by  whom  were  they 
adjudicated  upon  ?  Within  his  know- 
ledge, letters  had  been  sent  to  the 
Board  setting  out  at  great  length  causes 
of  complaint ;  and  it  was  his  invariable 
experience  that  the  answers  returned  to 
them  were  of  the  most  unsatisfactory 
kind.  It  always  seemed  that  the  per- 
son who  received  and  answered  the 
letters  of  complaint  must  be  entirely 
unfitted  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
them.  The  questions  which  arose  were 
always  of  a  legal  and  technical  character; 
and,  that  being  so,  he  thought  they 
should  be  submitted  to  a  person  of  legal 
authority  for  consideration.  He  knew 
there  was  an  officer  connected  with  the 
Dublin  Local  Government  Board  who 
acted  as  Legal  Adviser ;  but  he  did  not 
believe  that  a  hundredth  part  of  the 
questions  laid  before  the  Board  were 
ever  submitted  to  him.  It  seemed  to 
him  likely  that,  instead  of  the  questions 
being  submitted  to  this  gentleman,  who 
had  been  very  attentive  in  some  cases 
that  he  was  acquainted  with,  they  went 
before  some  clerks  or  underlings  in  the 
Office  in  Dublin,  who  took  upon  them- 
selves to  answer  them.  If  that  were  so, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  agree  that  it  was  a  very  improper 
course,  and  one  which  ought  to  be  at 
once  abandoned.  He  thought  it  would 
be  well  that  every  case  of  complaint  re- 
lating to  the  election  of  Guardians  should 
be  submitted  to  the  gentleman  acting  as 
Law  Adviser  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  before  any  reply  was  given.  He 
could  give  many  instances  of  complaints 
which  had  been  sent  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  to  which  the  most 
unsatisfactory  answers  had  been  re- 
turned. In  his  own  Union  he  had  known 
several  controverted  elections,  and  in 
connection  with  them  many  fine  points 
had  been  raised ;  but  the  most  unsatis- 

Mr.  Small 


factory  replies  had  been  sent  from  the 
Local  Government  Board.  In  the  case 
of  the  Donegal  election,  to  which  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  referred, 
they  said  that  they  had  no  power  to 
interfere.  It  was  very  necessary,  too, 
that  attention  should  be  drawn  to  the 
system  of  appointing  Returning  Officers 
in  Ireland.  The  conduct  of  a  very  noto- 
rious partizan — Mr.  Bell — in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  was  the  subject  of  a  debate 
in  the  House  last  year,  and  very  pro- 
perly so.  It  was  absurd  that  the  very 
gentleman  above  all  others  who  had  the 
strongest  interest  in  the  personnel  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  should  be  appointed 
Returning  Officer.  The  Clerk  of  a  Union 
was  the  very  last  person  who  ought  to 
be  Returning  Officer;  and  yet,  under 
the  general  law,  Clerks  of  Unions,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  the  Dublin  Unions, 
were  the  Returning  Officers.  Mr.  Bell 
had  shown  himself  in  the  highest  de* 
gree  partial  and  prejudiced.  His  con- 
duct for  several  years  past  had  been  of 
such  a  character  as  to  render  him  com- 
pletely unworthy  of  the  confidence  of 
any  portion  of  the  public ;  and  yet  the 
complaints  which  had  been  forwarded 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
been  treated  with  the  greatest  indiffer- 
ence. Mr.  Bell  received  votes  for  con- 
victs and  for  officers  on  military  service, 
and  counted  them,  because  he  discovered 
that  by  doing  so  he  could  keep  the 
Nationalist  candidate  out  of  office.  He 
(Mr.  Small)  only  desired,  in  conclusion, 
to  put  two  questions  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke) — namely,  who  was 
it  in  the  Office  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Dublin  who  supplied  the  an- 
swers to  complaints — was  it  any  compe- 
tent person,  or  an  under  clerk  ?  And, 
secondly,  would  he  direct  an  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Bell,  and  ap- 
point someone  else  to  act  as  Returning^ 
Officer,  in  case  it  was  found  Mr.  Bell 
had  acted  improperly  ? 

Mr.  DEASY  fully  recognized  the  fact 
that  the  present  Government  were  not 
in  a  position  to  make  anything  like 
radical  reforms  in  the  Poor  Law  during 
the  present  Session.  Last  year  several 
que'btions  were  entered  into  in  great  detail 
by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  pledges  were  given  by  the 
Government,  and  particularly  by  the 
then  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant ;  but  they  had  not  been  fulfilled. 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


1277 


Supply^ Chil  {July  20,  1 885 }         Service  Estimates, 


1278 


He  had,  however,  somewhat  more  faith 
in  the  present  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  than  he  had  in  their  Predecessors. 
Be  that  as  it  might,  there  were  one  or 
two  points  of  comparatively  small  im- 
portance to  which  he  desired  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke).  The  first  of  them  was  the 
ill-treatment  of  pauper  lunatics.  It  was 
a  question  which  had  been  debated 
already  that  Session  ;  but  nothing  had 
been  done  towards  remedying  the  de- 
plorable condition  in  which  those  un- 
fortunate persons  were  placed  in  the 
Irish  workhouses.  By  a  Return  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  this  year  he  found 
that  the  total  number  of  pauper  lunatics 
in  workhouses  in  Ireland  was  1,873, 
and  that  the  total  number  of  idiots  was 
1,826.  He  did  not  propose  to  say  any- 
thing about  the  idiots,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  if  proper  provision  were 
made  in  suitable  buildings  for  pauper 
lunatics  there  would  be  plenty  of  accom- 
modation in  the  workhouses  for  the 
idiots.  Those  imfortunate  people  were 
huddled  together  in  some  out-of-the- 
way  comer  of  the  workhouses.  They 
were  under  the  control  of  nurses,  who 
were  utterly  unskilled,  and  who,  for  the 
most  part,  were  paupers  themselves. 
There  were  very  few  paid  nurses  in 
charge  of  the  lunatics,  and  the  medical 
men,  under  whose  care  they  were, 
had  to  attend  to  500  or  600  other 
patients,  and  rarely  were  in  a  position  to 
inquire  into  the  condition  of  the  luna- 
tics. It  was  quite  impossible  for  men, 
most  of  whose  time  was  devoted  to  the 
treatment  of  various  diseases,  to  pre- 
scribe for  the  people  who  were  suffering 
mentally.  In  a  Beport  which  was  made 
by  a  Boyal  Commission,  appointed  by 
the  last  Conservative  Government,  and 
presented  to  the  House  in  1879,  it  was 
recommended  that  certain  workhouses 
in  different  localities  of  the  country,  and 
in  which  there  were  very  few  paupers, 
should  be  set  apart  for  the  treatment  of 
pauper  lunatics.  There  were  several 
workhouses  in  County  Cork  which  were 
not  filled  -to  a  third  or  a  quarter  of  their 
capacity ;  and  there  was  no  reason  why 
the  Local  Government  Board  should  not 
make  an  Order  compelling  the  Guar- 
dians to  set  one  of  the  buildings  apart 
for  pauper  lunatics,  sending  the  paupers 
there  into  the  workhouses  in  the  sur- 
rounding districts.    At  the  present  time 


there  was  some  room  in  the  district 
lunatic  asylums;  but  the  Governors  of 
those  institutions  objected  to  receiving 
the  pauper  lunatics  on  the  ground  that 
the  asylums  would  become  over-crowded, 
and  they  would  be  unable  to  treat  pro- 
perly the  patients  who  were  committed 
by  the  magistrates'  orders.  He  admitted 
that,  in  some  cases,  that  was  a  reason- 
able excuse;  but  in  the  case  of  the 
Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum,  and  one 
or  two  other  district  asylums  he  could 
name,  there  was  room  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  a  considerably  larger  number 
of  lunatics.  He  was  glad  to  see  that, 
as  far  as  the  Cork  District  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum was  concerned,  a  good  example  in 
this  respect  had  been  set.  The  Cork 
Asylum  was  the  only  asylum  in  Ireland 
to  which  pauper  lunatics  from  work- 
houses were  transferred ;  and  the  Go- 
vernors of  that  establishment  had,  he 
admitted,  done  all  in  their  power,  since 
the  matter  was  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment, to  meet  the  views  of  the  Guar- 
dians, and  to  lessen  the  over-crowding  of 
pauper  lunatics  in  the  workhouse.  But 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  same  state 
of  things  should  not  prevail  all  over  the 
country.  No  change  in  the  law  was 
required ;  all  that  was  wanted  was  the 
approval  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
and  of  the  Governors.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  something  be  done 
before  long  for  these  people.  They  had 
nothing  but  the  dullest  surroundings  as 
a  general  rule.  They  had  no  play- 
ground ;  they  had  no  proper  treatment, 
and  it  was  impossible,  as  statistics 
proved,  that  any  large  progress  in  the 
recovery  of  their  mental  faculties  could 
be  made.  He  hoped  the  present  Go- 
vernment, as  the  previous  Tory  Ad- 
ministration did,  would  take  a  deep 
interest  in  this  question,  and  would 
apply  themselves  to  it  during  the  next 
couple  of  months.  They  had  only  to 
act  upon  the  Report  presented  in  1879, 
and  then  they  would  have  very  little 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  this  much 
needed  reform.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  industrial  training  of  boys  in  work- 
houses. This  was  another  matter  which 
should  be  dealt  with  immediately.  Most 
of  the  boys  who  were  brought  up  by  the 
Unions  spent  most  of  their  lives  within 
the  walls  of  the  workhouses,  owing  to 
the  idleness  in  which  they  were  reared, 
and  owing  to  the  impossibility  of  train- 
ing them  in  industrial  pursuits.    They 
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might  go  out  for  a  week  or  two ;  but 
they  had  been  so  accustomed  to  idleness 
within  the  workhouse  that  they  did  not 
care  to  remain  in  a  situation  in  which 
they  might  have  been  placed.  They 
invariably  returned  to  the  places  where 
they  had  been  reared.  He  might  be 
told  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  remedy  this  unhappy 
state  of  things.  Several  attempts  had 
been  made  by  Boards  of  Guardians ;  but 
they  had  never  succeeded,  simply  be- 
cause, under  the  present  system,  young 
people  in  the  workhouses  must  neces- 
sarily mix  with  the  older  people.  The 
result  was  that  they  contracted  the  vices 
of  the  older  inmates.  If  the  15,000 
children  under  15  years  of  age,  who  were 
in  the  Irish  workhouses  at  the  present 
time,  were  to  be  brought  up  so  as  to 
become  useful  members  of  society,  and 
earn  their  own  bread,  the  Government 
must  make  up  their  mind  that  they 
should  be  trained  outside  the  work- 
houses; that  they  should  be  sent  to 
industrial  schools,  and  taken  away  al- 
together from  their  present  associations. 
It  was  really  very  hard  that  if  a  child 
was  to  obtain  a  real  industrial  training  he 
must  first  of  all  pass  through  a  prison, 
or  be  committed  before  two  magistrates 
in  a  Court  of  Law.  He  was  quite  sure 
that  if  such  schools  as  he  had  indi- 
cated were  established  throughout  the 
country  the  ratepayers  would  not  make 
any  extravagant  demands  on  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  shape  of  capitation 
grants,  even  if  they  asked  for  them 
at  all.  The  people  would  be  willing 
to  pay  additional  rates  if  they  thought 
that  in  a  short  time  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  class  of  persons  who  now 
drifted  into  the  workhouses  would  be 
brought  up  in  such  a  way  as  to  enable 
them  to  earn  their  own  living,  and  not 
to  eventually  become  a  burden  upon  the 
country.  There  was  a  fine  establishment 
in  Youghal  untenanted.  There  was  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  bought  for 
the  accommodation  of  pauper  lunatics, 
or  for  the  training  of  children.  It  was 
a  building  which  could  be  had  for  a 
trifle,  the  Youghal  Board  of  Guardians 
having  offered  it  to  any  public  body  for 
a  mere  nominal  sum.  There  were 
throughout  the  country  a  large  number 
of  such  establishments ;  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  set  themselves  in  earnest 
to  the  settlement  of  the  question  of  re- 
lieving the  condition  of  the  pauper  chil- 
is. Deaay 


dren  and  pauper  lunatics  they  would 
experience  very  little  diflB.culty.  The 
only  other  point  to  which  he  desired  to 
direct  attention  was  one  which  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  promised  12  months 
ago  to  redress.  It  was  pointed  out  during 
the  discussion  last  year  on  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  Estimates  that  the  ma- 
gistrates at  Petty  Sessions  had  the  power 
of  appointing  Inspectors  under  the  Ex- 
plosives Act.  Those  Inspectors  did  not 
receive  very  large  salaries — from  £20  to 
£40  a-year  each.  They  had  very  little  to 
do ;  but  whatever  they  had  to  do  they 
did  not  do,  though  they  took  good  care 
to  draw  their  salaries.  The  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  several  parts  of  the  coun- 
try made  up  their  minds  that  the  sala- 
ries should  not  be  paid ;  because  they 
felt  that  if  they  had  to  appoint  the  In- 
spectors, and  yet  have  no  control  over 
them,  it  was  unjust  to  ask  the  ratepayers 
to  pay  any  portion  of  their  salaries.  It 
transpired  that  the  Inspectors  had  the 
first  claim  on  the  rates;  that  if  the 
Board  of  Guardians  refused  to  honour 
the  cheque  of  the  magistrates  in  Petty 
Sessions  the  Inspectors  had  only  to  pre- 
sent the  cheques  at  the  bcmkers  of  the 
Guardians  and  they  must  be  cashed  out 
of  the  first  money  lodged  by  the  Board  ; 
the  salaries  must  be  paid  even  if  the 
paupers  starved.  He  considered  that  a 
great  hardship.  When  the  question 
was  raised  last  year  the  Chief  Secretary 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  promised  that  he  would 
give  the  magistrates  the  option  of  ap- 
pointing as  Inspectors  under  the  Explo- 
sives Act  members  of  the  Eoyal  Irish 
Constabulary  instead  of  the  clerks  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  and  others  who  up  to  that 
time  had  been  appointed.  The  magis- 
trates at  Petty  Sessions,  however,  almost 
invariably  refused  to  dismiss  the  men 
who  occupied  the  position  of  Inspectors, 
and  to  appoint  policemen  in  their  stead. 
Of  course,  it  was  unnecessary  to  say  that 
the  Government  did  not  pay  the  salaries, 
but  that  that  burden  was  still  placed  on 
the  ratepayers.  Now,  what  he  aaked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  to  do 
was  to  compel  the  magistrates  to  dismiss 
their  own  friends  and  appoint  policemen 
as  Inspectors,  who,  on  account  of  their 
training,  and  for  several  other  reasons, 
were  better  able  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  than  the  present  Inspec- 
tors.   It  was  generally  conceded  by  the 
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magistrates  that  polioemen  would  make 
the  best  Inspectors,  but  that  they  did 
Bot  like  to  dismiss  the  present  holders  of 
the  oflfices.  He  did  not  think  that  a 
consideration  of  that  kind  should  weigh 
at  all,  particularly  when  it  was  acknow- 
ledged that  the  present  Inspectors  could 
not  do  the  duties  cast  upon  them  with  the 
same  efficiency  as  members  of  the  Con- 
stabulary Force  could.  This  was  a  griev- 
ance which  had  given  a  great  deal  of  an- 
noyance in  Ireland,  and  yet  it  was  one 
which  could  be  redressed  by  a  stroke  of 
the  pen.  The  Local  Government  Board 
had  only  to  issue  an  Order  compelling 
the  magistrates  to  dismiss  the  present 
Inspectors  and  to  appoint  policemen  in 
their  places.  He  trusted  that  the  dif- 
ferent matters  to  which  he  had  drawn 
attention  would  receive  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  Government. 

The  chief  SECRET AEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  said, 
he  was  sure  hon.  Members  would  not 
expect  him  to  go  at  any  length  into  the 
various  matters  which  had  been  referred 
to  in  the  course  of  this  discussion.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  amalgamation  of  the  West- 
port  and  Newport  Unions.  As  far  as 
he  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  could 
understand,  the  question  was  practically 
settled  before  he  took  Office.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  0*Shea)  had  re- 
ferred to  a  Bill  now  before  Parliament 
to  provide  for  the  compensation  of  the 
men  whose  offices  were  abolished.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
was  nothing  but  just  that  men  in  such 
a  position  should  receive  some  compen- 
sation. The  Bill  was  not  introduced  to 
meet  any  one  special  case,  but  to  meet 
any  cases  which  might  arise  in  the 
future.  He  was  not  prepared,  however, 
to  admit  that  the  facts  with  regard  to  the 
amalgamation  of  the  Westport  and  New- 
port Unions  were  quite  as  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  The  hon. 
Member  referred  to  two  or  three 
other  matters  connected  with  Ireland 
—  to  the  Treasurersbip  of  the  North 
Dublin  Union  and  to  the  keeping 
of  the  Union's  banking  account.  He 
also  referred  to  the  affairs  of  the  Sligo 
and  Donegal  Unions,  and  another  Union, 
the  name  of  which  ho  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  found  a  difficulty  in  pronouncing. 
Now,  if  there  had  been  any  misdirection 

VOL.  CCXCIX.     [third  series.] 


of  affairs  in  any  of  those  Unions,  and 
he  could  discover  it,  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  remedy  matters.  He  must  say 
at  once  that  the  facts  had  not  come 
under  his  knowledge ;  and,  therefore, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  deal  with  them 
at  any  length  now.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Colonel  Colthurst)  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Union  rating.  He  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  did  not  suppose  there  was 
a  more  difficult  question  that  a  man 
could  undertake  than  that  of  Union  or 
electoral  rating;  but  it  should  receive 
his  earnest  and  early  attention.  As  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said,  a 
Committee  which  sat  in  1871  recom- 
mended most  strongly  that  the  Union 
rating  area  should  be  at  once  adopted. 
That  had  not  been  adopted ;  but  there 
had  been  some  change  in  the  law. 
By  an  Act  passed  in  1876  some  altera- 
tion was  made  with  respect  to  the 
number  of  years'  residence  and  the 
chargeability ;  and  he  believed  that  in 
some  districts  the  alteration  had  afforded 
something  like  relief.  The  hen.  Mem- 
ber for  AVexford  (Mr.  Small)  had  gone 
into  questions  of  great  interest ;  but  he 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  feared  that 
his  answers  to  them  would  not  be  con- 
sidered satisfactory.  The  hon.  Member 
complained  of  the  scant  justice  which 
had  been  done  to  Local  Authorities  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  cases 
where  complaint  had  been  made  in  re- 
gard to  certain  election  proceedings. 
Thehon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  infer  that, 
although  there  were  very  clever  Legal 
Authorities  responsible  for  these  matters, 
certain  improper  election  proceedings 
were  not  brought  before  those  Autho- 
rities and  decided  in  a  proper  manner. 
Of  course,  if  he  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  found  that  such  things  occurred, 
he  would  know  how  to  deal  with  them. 
The  hon.  Member  also  referred  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Bell.  He  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  was  sorry  to  say  that  he 
knew  nothing  about  the  case,  and,  there- 
fore, could  not  give  the  hon.  Gentleman 
any  satisfaction.  The  very  important 
question  of  the  treatment  of  pauper 
lunatics  had  been  brought  up  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Deasy).  It  was  a  question 
which,  perhaps,  might  more  properly 
have  been  raised  under  the  Asylums 
Vote ;  but,  of  course,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  within  his  ri^ht  in  mentioning 
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it  on  this  Vote  as  coming  under  the 
head  of  pauper  lunatics.  As  the  hon. 
Member  was,  no  doubt,  aware,  before 
he  (Sir  William  Hart  Djke)  came  into 
Office,  Dr.  Mitchell,  a  gentleman  of 
authority  on  lunacy,  was  appointed,  at 
the  instigation  of  the .  late  Viceroy,  to 
deal  with  many  of  these  questions.  The 
Oovemment  was  carefully  pursuing  the 
question,  and  they  hoped  to  be  able  to 
deal  with  it  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
He  assured  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  question  of  the  treatment  of  pauper 
lunatics  was  one  in  which  he  took  some 
personal  interest;  and  it  should  have 
every  attention,  so  far  as  he  was  per- 
sonally concerned.  There  was  one  other 
point  the  hon.  Member  raised,  and  that 
had  reference  to  the  industrial  training 
of  pauper  children.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  slightly  in  error  when 
he  said  that  a  boy  had  to  commit  a 
crime  before  he  could  enter  an  industrial 
school.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  boy  who 
was  convicted  of  crime  was  sent  to  a 
reformatory,  and  not  to  an  industrial 
school.  He  could  only  say,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  all  the  questions  which  had 
been  raised  by  hon.  Gentlemen  should 
receive  his  earliest  attention. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
never  asked  a  question  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  without  a  certain 
feeling  of  disrelish.  There  was  such  an 
enormous  number  of  Departments  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
either  directly  or  indirectly  responsible, 
and  many  of  the  Departments  covered 
such  a  large  amount  of  ground,  that  it 
was  perfectly  impossible  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adequately  to  represent 
the  multifarious  interests  which  claimed 
his  official  attention.  But  he  wished  to 
draw  the  Chief  Secretary's  attention  to 
one  matter,  which  was  very  simple  and 
easily  comprehended,  wluch  he  had 
several  times  brought  before  the  notice 
of  the  Committee,  and  with  reg;ard  to 
which  successive  Chief  Secretaries  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  promised  their  at- 
tention should  be  given,  but  with  regard 
to  which,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  nothing 
had  been  done — it  was  the  question  of 
feeding  the  paupers  in  the  workhouses 
in  Ireland.  Three  years  ago  he  brought 
the  matter  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster);  he  brought  it  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Successor 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Hawick 
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Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan) ;    and  before 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman),  and  they  one  and  all  ex- 
pressed their  readiness  to  do  what  they 
could  in  regard  to  it ;  but,  so  far  as  he 
could  see,  nothing  had  been  attempted. 
Some  of  the  paupers  in  Ireland  were 
being  slowly  starved  to  death.     He  was 
firmly  convinced  that  in  the  workhouses 
in  the  Western  part  of  the  country  a 
large  number  uf  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren died  from  insufficient  nourishment. 
Some  time  ago  he  moved  for  a  Ketum 
showing  the  different  scales  of  dietary 
in  force  in  the  two  Western  Provinces— 
Munster  and  Connaught — and  he  was 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  for  the  promptitude  with  which 
he  had  rendered  the  Eetum.     The  Ee- 
tum  was  so  voluminous  that  he  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  hesitated  to  ask 
to  have  it  printed ;  but  he  believed  that 
if  it  were  printed  a  great  deal  of  good 
might  be  done  in  the  way  of  enabling 
different  Boards  of  Guardians  to  com- 
pare the  different  scales  of  dietary  in 
force.     For  the  moment  he  would  direct 
attention  to  one  case  only — it  was  the 
one  in  reference  to  which  he  had  in- 
vited the  attention  of  previous   Chief 
Secretaries.     It  was  the  scale  of  dietary 
in  force  in  the  Dingle  Union,  County 
Kerry.     He  instanced  this,  not  because 
he  believed  it  was  the  worst  case  in 
Ireland — he  did  not  think  it  was  by  any 
means  the  worst — but  because  it  was 
the  one  that  he  had  particular  occasion 
to  examine  when  he  inspected  the  work- 
houses  some  two  or  three  years  ago. 
Well,  the  scale  of  dietary  in  the  Dingle 
Union  was  divided  into  two  portions, 
one  was  for  the  healthy  inmates  and  the 
other  for  the  sick  inmates.   The  inmates 
were  classed  as  able-bodied  men,  able- 
bodied  females,  aged  and  infirm,  boys 
and  girls  of  three  different  classes  or  ages, 
and  infants.    Now,  all  the  food  given 
to  an  able-bodied  inmate  in  this  work- 
house was  eight  ounces  of  Indian  meal 
and  one  half-pint  of  milk  for  breakfast, 
and  1  lb.  of  bread  for  dinner.     He  got 
no  other  meat.      [Colonel  King-Hab- 
man:    Every  dayr]     Every  day;  that 
was  all  he   got.     From  the  marginal 
column  he  noticed  that  pork  was  given 
twice  a- week  in  soup  to  the  classes  re- 
ceiving it — the  aged  and  infirm — ^in  the 
proportion  of   6  lbs.   of  pork  to    100 
rations— that  was  to  say,  the  pork  given 
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twice  a- week  was  equal  to  something 
less  than  one  ounce  of  pork,  which  was 
of  the  fattest  description,  for  a  ration. 
But  the  aged  and  infirm  were  treated  to 
a  luxury  in  the  shape  of  tea.  He 
should  say,  first  of  all,  that  aged  and 
infirm  women  were  allowed  10  ounces 
of  white  bread  for  breakfast,  10  ounces 
of  white  bread  for  dinner,  and  four 
ounces  of  white  bread  for  supper,  and 
they  were  also  allowed  half-a-pint  of 
milk.  Tea  was  served  in  the  proportion 
of  one-eighth  of  an  oimce  to  a  pint. 
Infants  under  two  years  were  allowed — 
that  was  to  say,  the  mothers  were  al- 
lowed, four  ounces  of  white  bread  and 
half-a-pint  of  milk  for  breakfast,  four 
ounces  of  white  bread  and  half-a-pint  of 
milk  for  dinner.  He  supposed  the 
mothers  could  make  some  kind  of  ar- 
rangement by  which  the  milk  was  kept 
for  the  night,  though  nothing  was  al- 
lowed for  supper  for  infants.  The  meal 
in  this  case  took  place  at  12  o'clock,  and 
after  the  issue  of  half-a-pint  of  milk  to 
the  infants  at  noon  there  was  absolutely 
nothing  at  all  served  out  to  them  until 
8  o'clock  the  following  morning.  So 
much  for  the  dietary  of  the  healthy  in- 
mates. With  regard  to  the  dietary  for 
the  sick,  as  to  which  he  did  not  intend 
to  analyze  all  the  details  of  the  classifi- 
cation, he  desired  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  one  item  only — an 
item  which  was  thus  noted  in  the  mar- 
ginal column — **  No.  8  diet,  of  soup,  is 
made  in  the  proportion  of  two  ounces  of 
oatmeal  to  a  pint  of  water."  It  was 
undoubtedly  their  lot  to  hear  at  diffe- 
rent times  of  odd  things  in  the  shape  of 
food  supplies  in  different  countries ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  admitted  that  a 
diet  of  soup,  composed  of  two  ounces  of 
oatmeal  to  a  pint  of  water,  was  very  ex- 
traordinary. This,  however,  was  what 
was  issued  to  the  sick  inmates  of  the 
Dingle  Workhouse,  and  it  was  all  the 
more  remarkable  because,  if  they  merely 
crossed  over  the  border  and  went  into 
the  adjoining  district  of  Killaruey,  they 
found  that  the  dietary  at  the  workhouse 
there  was  of  a  totally  different  charac- 
ter. In  the  KjUarney  Workhouse  they 
got  something  like  an  approximation  to 
the  ordinary  English  dietary,  meat  being 
given  on  Sundays  and  Thursdays  to  cer- 
tain classes  of  the  inmates — namely,  the 
aged  and  infirm  males  and  the  aged  and 
infirm  females,  while  a  meat  soup  was 
also  issued  to  all  classes  on  Sundays  and 


Thursday8,andthe  tea  was  of  a  strength, 
as  gauged  by  the  quantity  of  tea  put 
into  the  water,  which  was  exactly  double 
that  of  the  Dingle  Workhouse.  In  fact, 
throughout  the  entire  scale  the  dietary 
for  the  inmates  of  the  Killarney  Union 
Workhouse  was  fixed  at  a  very  much 
higher  standard  than  that  of  the  Dingle 
Workhouse.  If  the  Chief  Secretary 
could  only  find  the  time  to  pay  a  visit 
to  the  West  of  Ireland,  where  the 
scenery  was  certainly  of  a  character 
that  would  attract  anyone  fond  of  the 
picturesque,  and  if  he  should  then  take 
the  trouble  to  visit  the  Dingle  Work- 
house, he  would  find  the  inmates  so  ema- 
ciated and  poorly  nourished  that  they 
were  hardly  like  human  beings.  There 
was  a  total  want  of  physical  power  about 
them,  and  an  evident  lassitude  and  help- 
lessness and  air  of  depression,  that  were 
unnatural  and  horrible.  As  to  the  chil- 
dren they  had  a  languid  and  lifeless  ap- 
pearance, while  the  class  of  persons 
classified  as  able-bodied  males  were  not 
able-bodied,  because  they  did  not  get  a 
sufficient  amount  of  nourishment  to 
enable  them  to  go  through  the  ordinary 
daily  exertions  incidental  to  workhouse 
life,  or  to  give  them  the  appearance  of 
properly  developed  human  beings.  With 
regard  to  the  women  who  had  children 
to  nourish,  they  presented  an  appear- 
ance of  attenuation  and  exhaustion  that 
was  truly  pitiable.  His  own  experience 
as  a  Guardian  of  the  Poor  in  England 
had  enabled  him  to  observe  the  very 
great  difference  that  existed  between  the 
dietary  scales  adopted  in  the  workhouses 
of  the  two  countries.  He  had  been  led 
some  time  ago  to  institute  a  comparison 
between  the  dietaries  that  were  enforced 
in  the  prisons,  not  only  of  this  country, 
but  also  of  Ireland,  and  the  dietary 
scales  established  in  the  Irish  work- 
houses ;  and  although  he  had  not  the 
figures  with  him  at  the  present  moment, 
he  might  state  generally  that  he  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  if  any 
person  wished  to  be  maintained  and 
nourished  at  the  public  cost  it  was  far 
better  to  commit  a  crime  and  go  to  an 
Irish  gaol  than  remain  a  decent  citizen 
in  the  condition  of  a  pauper.  Anyone 
who  was  guilty  of  crime  in  Ireland  and 
sent  to  gaol  was  comparatively  well-fed 
and  in  a  position  of  luxury,  as  compared 
with  the  condition  of  an  indoor  pauper 
in  the  same  country.  At  the  time  he 
had  the  figures  before  him  he  had  sub- 
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tleman  had  been,  he  believed  he  was 
correct  in  saying,  a  Poor  Law  Guardian 
in  London  for  some  time ;  while  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Dublin  County 
(Colonel  King-Harman),  who  had  also 
taken  part  in  the  debate,  was  Chairman 
of  two  Unions  in  Ireland,  an  honour 
which  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  also  enjoyed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  question 
before  the  Committee ;  and  he  wished, 
in  the  first  place,  to  say  that  he  could 
not  accept  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen's  County  as  applying  to 
the  Poor  Law  Unions  of  Lreland  gene- 
rally, except  on  one  point.  It  might  be 
the  case  that  the  dietary  scale  of  the 
whole  of  the  Unions  throughout  Ire- 
land was  not  sufficient ;  but  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  Unions  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  were  sensibly  below  the  average 
of  the  working  population  in  this  re- 
spect. If  they  were  to  endeavour  to 
raise  the  dietary  scale  for  the  whole  of 
the  class  maintained  in  the  different 
workhouses,  they  would  be  creating  all 
sorts  of  dangers,  especially  if  in  so  doing 
they  made  the  diet  of  the  paupers  better 
than  that  of  the  working  population 
outside.  To  pursue  such  a  course  would 
probably  beget  great  trouble,  and  the 
consequences  might  be  extremely  serious, 
for  a  policy  of  that  kind  might  have  a 
tendency  to  coax  people  away  from  the 
work  by  which  they  maintained  them- 
selves into  the  workhouses,  where  they 
would  be  maintained  by  the  ratepayers. 
It  was,  therefore,  to  the  interests  of  the 
ratepayers  and  society  in  general  that 
they  should  be  very  careful  in  the  way 
in  which  they  dealt  with  this  question 
of  workhouse  dietary,  which  certainly 
ought  not  to  be  above  that  of  the  work- 
ing population ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  they  were  to  reduce  the  ele- 
ments of  carbon  and  hydrogen  below 
what  was  necessary  for  healthy  exist- 
ence, they  would  be  perpetrating  an 
absolute  cruelty.  But,  without  attempt- 
ing to  go  into  the  scientific  part  of  the 
question,  he  was  reaUy  of  opinion  that 
the  workhouse  dietary  scale  could  not 
be  sensibly  below  that  of  the  normal 
population.  With  regard  to  the  way  in 
which  the  poor's  rate  was  expended,  it 
was  well  known  that  only  a  portion  of 
the  money  so  raised  went  in  actual 
relief,  a  very  large  amount  being  ab- 
sorbed in  the  salaries  and  office  expenses 
which  that  House  had  been  the  means 
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of  imposing  upon  the  people.  There 
were,  at  least,  half-a-dozen  different 
charges  that  ought  to  fall  upon  the 
PubSc  Exchequer  which  were  now  borne 
by  the  rates  of  the  Union.  It  would  be 
much  more  satisfactory  if  the  Guardians 
found  that  the  whole  of  the  poor's  rate 
was  spent  in  the  shape  of  relief.  With 
regard  to  the  question  that  had  been 
raised  as  between  the  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians and  the  elected  Guardians,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  there  were  some 
of  the  ex  officio  Guardians  who  wished 
to  see  the  paupers  fed  as  well  as  need 
be  ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
were  elected  Guardians  who  had  very 
laudable  and  proper  ideas  of  economy, 
without  which  he  hardly  knew  where 
they  would  be  carried.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  Chief  Secretary  promise  to  in- 
quire into  the  question  ;  but  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be 
very  careful  in  seeing  that  he  did  not 
do  as  much  mischief  in  one  direction  as 
he  might  do  good  in  another.  If  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  do  anything  to 
show  how  they  could  reduce  the  poor's 
rate  by  getting  rid  of  the  charges  which 
did  not  go  for  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
and  putting  them  on  the  Public  Exche- 
quer, he  would  confer  an  enormous 
amount  of  good  upon  the  Poor  Law 
Unions,  and  materially  save  the  pockets 
of  the  ratepayers.  If  he  (Colonel  Nolan) 
were  to  say  what  he  thought  was  one  of 
the  principal  evils  of  the  present  system, 
he  should  say  it  was  not  the  question  of 
relief  or  medical  attendance,  but  the 
difficulty  of  getting  the  paupers  off  the 
Union  rates  by  teaching  them  trades  or 
otherwise  enabling  them  to  earn  their 
own  livelihood,  so  that  they  might  bring 
up  their  children  without  being  thrown 
on  the  public  rates.  One  point  on  which 
a  remedy  was  needed  was  in  respect  of 
the  English  Poor  Law  system,  under 
which  people  who  became  paupers  after 
long  residence  in  this  country  were  sent 
back  to  the  Irish  Unions.  He  could 
mention  a  case  in  which  a  man  who 
had  not  been  in  Ireland  for  20  years 
had  been  so  sent  back  from  London. 
That  man  had  served  in  the  Army  in 
Egypt,  and,  being  rendered  unservice- 
able, was  sent  home  to  London  and 
thence  back  to  Ireland.  That  sort  of 
thing,  which  was  of  constant  occurrence, 
was  a  great  grievance  in  Ireland.  There 
was  one  matter  on  which  he  desired  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Chief  Secretary. 
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There  was  a  Poor  Law  Union  among  his 
constituency,  the  Union  of  Oughterard, 
which  it  had  been  proposed  to  break 
up,  and  that  proposal  was  carried  at  a 
meeting  held  some  four  or  five  months 
ago,  which  was  called  for  the  purpose 
of  electing  a  Chairman.  Most  of  the 
elected  Guardians  voted  one  way  and 
the  ex  officio  Guardians  the  other.  Now, 
the  popular  opinion  out-of-doors  was 
against  the  breaking  up  of  the  Union ; 
and  he  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  not  to 
allow  that  Union  to  be  broken  up  until 
there  was  at  least  the  opportunity  of  a 
fresh  election  of  Guardians,  so  that  the 
sense  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  whole 
Union  might  be  taken  upon  the  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  think  the  Union 
should  be  broken  up  simply  on  the 
action  of  a  bare  majority,  unless  the 
electors  of  the  Union  were  distinctly 
consulted  upon  the  matter.  There  was 
some  fear  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  might  interpose  and  sanction  the 
breaking  up  of  that  Union.  If  they  did 
so,  their  action  would  have  a  bad  effect. 
As  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  breaking  up  of  the 
Union ;  but  he  thought  the  people  ought 
first  to  be  consulted.  If  it  were  broken 
up,  there  was  no  Union  within  20  or  30 
nules,  and  the  matter  was  consequently 
one  that  required  a  good  deal  of  consi- 
deration. 

Mb.  gray  said,  he  thought  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  well  deserved  the  sympathy  and 
admiration  of  the  Committee  for  the 
gallant  struggle  he  had  made  during 
the  evening  to  deal  with  the  numerous 
matters  that  had  been  discussed  under 
the  head  of  the  Vote  for  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  Ireland,  especially 
as  he  could  not  be  expected  to  have 
made  himself  acquainted,  during  his 
brief  occupancy  of  OflBce,  with  all  the 
details  of  the  Vote,  while  the  Vote  itself 
was  one  for  which  he  was  not  respon- 
sible. It  was  not  quite  creditable  to 
those  who  were  responsible  for  the  Vote, 
and  who  were  acquainted  with  its  details, 
that  they  should  have  absented  them- 
selves from  the  discussion.  Since  he 
(Mr.  Gray)  had  been  a  Member  of  that 
House  he  had  been  present  on  every 
occasion  when  that  Vote  had  been  dis- 
cussed, and  he  sincerely  trusted  that 
this  might  be  the  last  occasion  on  which 
he  should  hear  it  debated — by  which  he 
did  not  mean  to  express  a  hope  that  he 


should  not  be  present  when  the  Esti- 
mates were  discussed,  but  that  a  reform 
would  be  effected  next  year  that  would 
remove  this  Vote  from  the  ken  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  enable  it  and 
other  matters  of  a  similar  kind  to  be 
dealt  with  more  efficiently  by  those  who 
had  a  real  interest  in  them,  and  were 
possessed  of  all  the  requisite  knowledge 
concerning  them.  He  did  not  intend  to 
go  over  all  the  ground  which,  in  the 
course  of  that  debate,  had  been  tra- 
versed by  previous  speakers ;  but  there 
was  one  question — not  a  very  important 
one — which  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  ought 
to  be  able  to  deal  with  without  any 
great  knowledge  of  the  administration 
of  the  Department  of  which  he  was 
the  nominal  head.  He  referred  to  the 
question  to  which  attention  had  already 
been  called  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  who  had  com- 
plained of  the  conduct  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  regard  to  what 
they  probably  considered  the  outrageous 
proposal  that  Boards  of  Guardians  should 
keep  their  banking  accounts  at  such 
banks  as  they  considered  would  be  most 
advantageous  to  those  whom  they  repre- 
sented. Now,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  probably  aware  that  financial  pro- 
posals in  Ireland  were  at  that  moment 
in  a  somewhat  critical  position.  It  was 
a  very  serious  thing  to  find  that  the 
official  Boards  in  the  country,  controlled 
as  they  were  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
in  Parliament  here,  should  coerce  the 
local  representative  bodies  in  Ireland  to 
keep*  their  accounts  in  the  Government 
bank,  boycotting  the  local  banks.  It 
was  a  serious  thing  that  the  local  bodies 
should  be  compelled  to  keep  all  their  ac- 
counts at  the  State  Bank,  seeing  the 
attitude  of  the  State  Bank  towards  the 
other  banks  of"  the  country.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
considered  it  so  important  that  on  two 
or  three  occasions  since  his  accession  to 
Office  he  had  referred  to  the  condition  of 
Irish  finance,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment should  express  some  opinion  on  the 
point  he  was  now  raising.  They  should 
tell  them  whether  they  intended  to  con- 
tinue this  system  of  boycotting.  The 
Bank  of  Ireland  had  at  that  moment 
enormous  advantages  over  all  the  other 
Irish  banks.  They  had,  in  the  first 
place,  an  enormous  Government  issue 
of  notes— so  large  an  issue  that  they 
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were  unable  to  utilize  it,  having  over 
notes  to  the  extent  of  £1,250,000  which 
they  were  unable  to  get  into  circulation. 
They  possessed,  by  law,  the  accounts  of 
all  the  great  Government  institutions. 
The  Court  of  Bankruptcy  kept  its  ac- 
count with    them,    also  the    Court    of 
Chancery,  to  the  extent  of  £250,000. 
Besides  this  they  had  other  enormous 
financial  resources.    In  consequence  of 
the  monopoly  they  enjoyed  they,  like  all 
other  monopolists,  were  not  at  all  gene- 
rous in  the  utilization  of  their  resources. 
It  was  charged  against  them  that  they 
used  their  resources  for  political  pur- 
poses.    He  did  not  propose  to  go  into 
that  question ;  but  they  did  not  occupy 
towards  the  other  banks  the  position  the 
Bank  of  England  occupied  towards  Lon- 
don and  English  banks.     They  did  not 
utilize  their  resources  in  aiding  other 
banks,   though  the  securities  of  those 
banks  might  be   ample.      There  were 
some  local  bodies  in  Ireland,  as,  for  in- 
stance. Boards  of  Guardians,  who  were 
not,  by  law,  allied  to  the  State  Bank  of 
Ireland  by  business ;  but  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  by  exercising  its  power 
of  veto,  compelled  those  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, or  some  of  them,  to  keep  their 
banking  accounts  in  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land.    In  the  case  of  the  North  Dublin 
Union  they  had  done  so  directly   and 
palpably  to  the  prejudice  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Union.     As  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   the    Member    for    Sligo    (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  shown,  that  state  of  things 
inflicted  a  fine  of  £300  a-year  on  the 
ratepayers  of  the  North  Dublin  Union  ; 
and  not  only  did  it  do  that,  but  it  did 
something  which,  perhaps,  from  a  gene- 
ral   point    of   view,   was    much    more 
serious.     The  decision  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  refuse  permission  to 
this  Board  of  Guardians   to  keep    its 
account  at  the  bank  which  suited  its 
convenience  best  threw  a  slur  on  that 
bank,  and  suggested  to  the  mind  of  tke 
public  that  there  must  be   something 
wrong  about  it  when  a  Government  offi- 
cial— no  less  a  personage  than  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  for  he 
was  responsible,  and  could  not  divest 
himself  of  his  responsibility^-ref  used  to 
allow  a  Board  of  Guardians  to  do  busi- 
ness with  it.     Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  was  not 
aware  that  he  was  responsible ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  he  was  President  of  the 
Irish  Local  Government  Board,  and  was 

Mr,  Gray 


practically  responsible  to  the  House  for 
the  action  of  that  Board — far  more  than 
he  was  responsible  for  the  action  of  the 
Board  of  Works  or  of  any  other  Depart- 
ment save  that  which  was  peculiarly  his 
own — namely,  the  Chief  Secretaryship. 
When  the  Irish  public  knew  that  the 
Government  threw  a  slur  upon  one  bank 
by  refusing  to  allow  a  Board  of  Guar- 
dians to  keep  an  account  in  it,  although 
the  balance  would  never  be  more  than 
£8,000  or  £4,000,  they  naturally  enough 
imagined    that    something  was  wrong 
with  that  bank.     In  that  way  great  in- 
justice had  been  done  to  the  bank  in 
question.     This  was  a  matter  on  which 
he  (Mr.  Gray)  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  require  to  consult 
the  officials  in  Dublin.     He  could  make 
up  his  mind  on  a  point  of  this  kind  at 
once,  and  could  tell  them  whether  or  not 
he  intended  to  join  in  the  system  prac* 
tised  by  late  Chief  Secretaries  of  boy- 
cotting   certain    Irish    banks    by    re- 
fusing to  allow  Boards  of  Guardians 
to  keep  their  accounts  wherever  they 
thought  they  could  do   so   with  most 
advantage  to  the  ratepayers.     He  would 
urge  this  question  on  the  consideration 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  not  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  cavilling,  but  because, 
in  the  present  financial  condition  of  Ire- 
land, it  really  was  a  matter  of  urgency. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  thought, 
ought  to  tell  them  that,  unless  he  saw 
some  reason  to  the  contrary,  he  would 
compel  the  officials  of  his  Department  to 
give  more  discretion  to  the  Guardians  in 
this  matter  of  keeping  banking  accounts. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman   should  not 
permit  those  officials  to  throw  an  un- 
merited slur  on  any  Irish  financial  in- 
stitution by  refusing  the  permission  he 
had  referred  to,  and  treating  it  in  the 
way  he  had  described. 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Habt  Dyke)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  his  responsibilities 
were  rapidly  developing;  but  however 
they  might  increase  he  did  not  think 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  find  him  disposed 
to  evade  or  shirk  them.  The  question 
which  had  just  been  addressed  to  him  was 
a  very  important  one,  and  he  trusted  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  consider  him 
discourteous  if  he  refrained  from  an- 
swering it  o£P  hand.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  put  a  question  to  him  on  the 
subject  to-morrow  or  Friday,  to  bring 
the  matter  back  to  his  recolleotion,  he 
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might  be  in  a  position  to  give  the  result 
of  his  inquiries. 

Mr.  GKAY  said,  he  should  be  quite 
satisfied  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
tell  him  that  he  would  consider  the 
matter.  It  was  natural  that,  considering 
the  multitude  of  questions  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  answer,  he 
should  have  merely  alluded  to  this  sub- 
ject in  bis  general  reply.  All  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  wished  to  do  was  to  press  this 
particular  matter  on  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  as  being  somewhat 
u^ent,  and,  perhaps,  not  so  well  per- 
mitting of  delay  as  the  consideration  of 
some  other  matters.  Of  course,  he  had 
not  expected  to  elicit  an  answer  that 
night. 

Mr.  MABUM  asked  for  some  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  expenses  of  the 
staff  in  connection  with  extraordinary 
services.  Many  of  the  clerks  to  the 
Unions,  for  instance,  prepared  the 
Jurors'  and  Voters'  Lists ;  and  the  ex- 
penses of  that  work,  he  considered, 
should  be  thrown  as  an  incidence  of 
local  taxation.  He  should  not  allow 
the  matter  to  pass  without  remark — 
namely,  that  a  great  deal  of  work  was 
done  by  the  officials  in  workhouses 
which  ought  not  to  be  thrown  on  them, 
and  should  be  transferred  to  others. 

Mb.  BIGKH^AE  said,  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  matters 
affecting  the  conduct  of  Poor  Law  clerks 
in  County  Cavan.  In  one  case  he  had 
to  complain  of  the  zeal  for  Orange  in- 
stitutions exhibited  by  a  certain  clerk  in 
an  official  capacity ;  but  he  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  unwilling  to  go  very  deeply  into 
the  matter,  because  he  was  convinced 
that  by  those  exhibitions  of  zeal  those 
Orangemen  showed  themselves  the 
worst  enemies  of,  and  likely  to  do  most 
injury  to,  the  Conservative  Party  in 
Ireland.  They  made  all  the  Catholics 
more  anxious  to  oppose  that  Party — they, 
in  fact,  stimulated  others  to  operate 
against  them.  All  he  would  ask  was 
that  this  clerk  should  not  publicly  ex- 
press his  great  zeal  for  Orange  institu- 
tions. The  other  case  was  a  more  serious 
one.  It  was  in  connection  with  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Graham,  who  was  con- 
nected with  the  Cootehill  Union — his 
conduct  in  reference  to  elections  of 
Guardians  in  that  Union.  Mr.  Graham 
had  been  connected  with  the  Cootehill 
Union  as  clerk  of  the  Union  for  a  great 


many  years.  He  had  been  kept  in  his 
position  by  a  small  majority  of  the 
Board,  but  had  conducted  himself  in 
so  outrageous  a  manner  that  not  only 
might  he  have  been  dismissed  from  his 
office  some  years  ago,  but  might  have 
been  criminally  prosecuted  for  his  con- 
duct. He  had  been  detected  years  ago 
in  allowing  a  coal  merchant  to  supply 
coals  to  the  Union  of  a  quality  much 
inferior  to  that  for  which  the  Guardians 
paid.  An  inquiry  was  made  into  the 
matter,  and  this  person  acknowledged 
having  taken  a  oribe  from  the  con- 
tractor. If  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  done  their  duty  on  that  occasion 
this  man  would  have  been  dismissed 
from  his  position ;  but,  instead  of  dis- 
missing him,  they  asked  the  opinion  of 
the  Guardians  of  the  Union  as  to  what 
they  ought  to  do.  The  result  was  that 
a  whip  was  sent  round  for  the  attend- 
ance of  this  officer's  friends  at  the  meet- 
ing of  Guardians,  at  which  his  conduct 
was  to  be  taken  into  consideration  ;  and 
in  the  end  a  resolution  was  passed  by  a 
small  majority  declaring  that  another 
chance  would  be  given  £am.  The  final 
result,  therefore,  was  that  he  retained 
his  position  in  connection  with  the 
Union.  In  his  subsequent  employment 
this  person  had  been  connected  with 
many  objectionable  transactions  in  his 
position  as  Returning  Officer  for  the 
elections  of  Poor  "Law  Guardians.  Mr. 
Graham  had  been  instrumental,  in  con- 
nection with  Mr.  Boyd  Montgomery,  a 
magistrate  for  County  Tyrone,  in  the 
falsification  of  returns ;  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  Mr.  Montgomery  was 
struck  off  the  Commission  of  the  Peace, 
whilst  the  clerk  of  the  Union  got  off 
scot  free.  Again,  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  have  insisted  upon  the  man 
being  dismissed  from  his  office.  From 
time  to  time  he  had  put  on  the  list  of  voters 
the  names  of  persons  who  were  not  en- 
titled to  vote ;  and  in  a  Poor  Law  election 
which  took  place  at  the  beginning  of 
the  present  year  he  actually  suppressed 
1 7  voters'  papers  from  a  particular  dis- 
trict declaring  that  they  had  never  been 
given  in.  An  inquiry,  however,  was 
instituted,  the  voters  swore  that  they 
had  handed  in  the  papers,  the  police 
gave  corroborative  testimony,  and  it 
was  found  that  the  clerk  of  the  Union 
had  suppressed  these  papers  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  his  friend  elected. 
When  the  case  was  proved  against  Mr. 
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Graham  the  Local  Government  Board 
acted  precisely  as  they  had  done  in  the 
case  of  the  coal  contract — that  was  to  say, 
they  asked  the  opinion  of  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians.  The  Guardians  passed  a 
resolution  stating  that  they  would  allow 
the  man  to  continue  in  his  office.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not  think  that  was 
at  all  a  satisfactory  state  of  things.  He 
thought  that  when  an  inquiry  was  in- 
stituted hy  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  when  a  man  was  convicted  of  mis- 
conduct, he  should  he  turned  out  of 
office.  At  an  inquiry  held  by  an  Li- 
spector  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
Mr.  Graham  had  sworn  that  he  had 
never  been  censured  on  any  other  occa- 
sion. That  was  untrue.  He  had  been 
censured  with  regard  to  the  coal  con- 
tract, and  he  had  been  dismissed  from 
his  position  as  clerk  to  the  Dispensary 
Committee  of  one  of  the  districts  of  the 
Oootehill  Union.  The  man  did  not  speak 
the  truth,  notwithstanding  that  he  was 
on  his  oath.  For  all  those  considerations 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  thought  the  President 
of  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board 
would  do  well  to  look  over  the  evidence 
given  on  those  two  matters — namely,  in 
connection  with  the  coal  contract,  and 
also  in  connection  with  the  inquiry 
which  recently  took  place  into  his  con- 
duct in  suppressing  voting  papers  which 
were  sworn  to  by  the  police  as  having 
been  given  into  his  hands.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke) 
would  undertake,  before  the  Report,  to 
make  some  inquiry  into  the  case,  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied. The  matter  was  one  which  ought 
to  be  properly  inquired  into ;  and  if 
the  man  was  proved  to  be  unfit  for  the 
position  he  held,  he  should  be  dismissed 
without  hesitation.  It  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  men  in  the 
position  of  Mr.  Graham  should  be  above 
suspicion.  At  any  rate,  the  Unions  in 
Ireland  should  not  be  served  by  dishonest 
officials. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  been  furnished  with  details  as  to 
the  particular  official  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Biggar)  had  referred  to;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  undertake  to  have  the  matter  in- 
quired into,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor),  on  his 
part,  would  undertake  to  furnish  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  such  specific 
information  with  regard  to  persons  and 
dates  as  would  furnish  abundant  justi- 

Mr,  Biggar 


fication  for  the  investigation.  It  ap- 
peared, beyond  all  question,  that  this 
official  was  guilty  of  positive  fraud — of 
embezzlement  in  collusion  with  the  ooal 
contractor.  The  malpractices  of  this  per- 
son were  such  as  ought  to  have  secured 
for  him  his  immediate  dismissal  when 
the  facts  were  discovered.  It  appeared 
also  that  in  consequence  of  misconduct 
which  was  reported  to  the  Registrar 
General  an  inquiry  was  granted.  It 
was  held  by  Mr.  Matheson,  a  barrister, 
on  the  28th  of  January,  and  the  result 
was  that  Mr.  Graham  was  found  guilty 
and  dismissed  from  the  office  of  Superin- 
tendent Registrar  for  the  Oootehill 
Union.  The  evidence  which  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  held  in  his  hand  of  the  sup- 
pression of  votes  by  Mr.  Graham  ap- 
peared to  be  most  complete.  The  sup- 
pression of  votes  on  the  part  of  this  man 
seemed  to  have  been  a  common,  a  sys- 
tematic act.  His  refusal  to  register 
people  entitled  to  vote  was  general.  It 
was  impossible  to  read  the  statement 
and  the  evidence  on  this  matter  and  doubt 
that  this  person  had  been  guilty  of  se- 
rious and  sustained  dereliction  of  duty. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  would  be  glad  to 
place  this  MSS.  statement  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary ;  and  if  any  official 
would  take  the  trouble  to  carefully 
peruse  it  and  consider  it  he  would  have 
to  report  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
there  was  abundant  ground  for  taking 
action. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  said, 
he  was  not  aware  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  first  case  alluded  toby  the  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar).  As  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  in  the  second  case  referred  to  re- 
presentations had  been  made  to  the  Go- 
vernmenty  and  inquiries  had  been  in- 
stituted. He  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke) 
could  corroborate  the  hon.  Member's 
statement  on  this  point  from  the  in- 
formation he  possessed.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  on  one  or  two  occasions  Mr. 
Graham's  conduct  had  been  of  a  very 
serious  nature ;  but,  so  far  as  he  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  was  concerned,  the 
case  stood  thus.  The  Irish  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  applied  to  the  local 
Board  of  Guardians  to  ascertain  their 
opinion  as  to  Mr.  Graham's  conduct 
The  Guardians  had  consulted  on  the 
matter,  and  had  passed  a  strong  vote  of 
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confidence  in  their  clerk  ;  and,  bo  far  as 
he  could  ascertain,  the  view  the  Local 
Government  Board  took  of  the  matter 
was  this — that  if  the  Guardians  had  con- 
fidence in  their  servant  there  were  not 
sufficient  grounds  to  dismiss  him.  If, 
however,  other  facts  came  to  his  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke's)  notice  on  the  sub- 
ject he  should  be  glad  to  give  them  full 
consideration.  That,  he  was  afraid,  was 
all  he  could  say  upon  the  matter  at  pre- 
sent. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  it  seemed  clear  to 
hinoL  that  if  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board  had  decided  this  matter  on  their 
own  judgment  this  official  would  have 
been  dismissed.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
was  that  this  man  was  a  furious  partizan, 
and  that  a  small  majority  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians,  whose  return  this  person 
was  interested  in  effecting,  were  also 
strong  partizans.  One  of  the  Guardians 
who  had  attended  at  the  Board  meeting 
to  vote  on  this  question  of  confidence  in 
the  clerk  was  the  very  person  whose 
election  was  secured  in  consequence  of 
the  malpractices  of  Mr.  Graham.  This 
Guardian  attended  to  vote  in  favour  of 
the  clerk.  If  the  Government  would 
like  to  go  into  this  matter  and  read  over 
the  evidence,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  O'Connor)  would 
be  happy  to  supply  a  copy  of  it,  and 
also  to  give  whatever  details  might  be 
required.  If  the  Government  went  im- 
partially into  this  matter  he  was  sure 
that  this  man  Graham,  who  was  really 
liable  to  be  prosecuted  criminally,  would 
at  least  be  dismissed  from  his  office. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £36,111,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Works  Office,  Ireland. 

Captain  AYLMEE  said,  there  was  no 
Department  in  the  Public  Service  in 
Ireland  which  gave  less  satisfaction 
than  the  Public  Works  Office.  The  fact 
was,  the  officials  in  that  Department  had 
too  much  to  do — they  had  thrown  on 
them  by  various  Acts  of  Parliament 
more  work  than  they  could  cover.  There 
were  three  Commissioners  in  the  De- 
partment who  were  not  youthful  men  ; 
but  even  if  they  had  the  energy  of  youth 
they  would  be  unable  to  get  through  the 
work  imposed  upon  them  by  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  they  had  to  administer.  Any- 
one who  was  acquainted  with  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Department  would  see  that 
it  was  impossible  for  the  existing  staff 


to  attend  to  it.  They  had  to  deal  with 
something  like  100  subjects.  They  had 
some  30  or  40  Drainage  Acts  to  admi- 
nister ;  and,  besides  this,  they  had  mat- 
ters affecting  lunacy,  barracks,  and  all 
sorts  of  things  left  for  them  to  manage. 
Naturally  it  was  found  utterly  impos- 
sible for  those  three  men  to  do  all  the 
work,  the  consequence  beipg  that  there 
was  the  greatest  delay  imaginable  in 
obtaining  loans;  and  even  when  loans 
were  granted  there  was  the  greatest  de- 
ficiency on  the  part  of  the  Department 
in  the  matter  of  watching  the  expendi- 
ture. He  called  attention  to  this  matter 
on  account  of  one  particular  Department 
of  the  Office.  It  might  be  that  the 
various  subjects  were  not  mentioned  in 
the  Vote ;  but  under  the  Act  5  &  6  Vict. 
arterial  drainage  was  especially  put 
under  their  control,  and  it  was  referred 
to  in  the  Heports  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  arterial  drainage  schemes  all  over 
the  country  were  working  badly,  or,  at 
any  rate,  had  been  working  badly,  for 
at  the  present  time  they  were  not  work- 
ing at  all.  The  system  imder  which 
money  was  granted  for  the  carrying  out 
of  objects  contained  in  local  Acts  of 
Parliament  necessitated,  by  the  language 
of  those  Acts,  that  any  landlords  who 
agreed  as  to  a  system  of  arterial  drain- 
age should  jointly  ask  for  a  loan. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  say 
that  this  Vote  involves  the  question  of 
land  improvements  ? 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  he  begged 
to  hand  to  the  Chairman  a  copy  of  the 
Irish  Public  Works  Commissioners'  Re- 
port. It  would  there  be  seen  the  Com- 
missioners had  powers,  under  5  &  6 
Vict,  and  1  &  2  WilL  IV.,  which  re^ 
ferred  especially  to  arterial  drainage. 
The  Report  of  the  Commissioners  men- 
tioned all  the  Acts  referred  to  them.  At 
the  present  moment,  all  the  Acts  relating 
to  arterial  drainage  in  Ireland  depended 
upon  the  action  of  the  landlords;  but 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1881  the 
landlords  had  had  no  further  interest  in 
getting  drainage  works  carried  out,  so 
that  no  further  powers  were  being  asked 
for.  It  was  necessary,  if  work  of  this 
kind  was  to  be  continued  in  Ireland — 
and  Parliament  had  evidently  thought 
it  necessary  by  passing  these  Acts — the 
Government  must  at  once  take  the  sub- 
ject in  hand,  and  get  some  new  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  by  which,  in  the  fu- 
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ture,  the  Public  Works  Commissioners 
would  be  able  to  lend  money.  None 
was  being  asked  for  now,  and  none 
would  be  asked  for  under  existing  Acts. 
He  did  not,  however,  wish  to  go  into  the 
question  of  legislation.  It  was  with  re- 
gard to  the  working  of  the  Acts  under 
which  the  Commissioners  at  present 
operated  that  he  wished  now  to  speak. 
At  the  present  moment,  when  an  engi- 
neer— perhaps  a  speculative  engineer — 
had  designed  a  drainage  system  over  a 
particular  piece  of  country  that  he 
thought  required  draining,  he  submitted 
his  plan  to  a  certain  number  of  land- 
owners in  order  to  get  their  consent  to 
it,  and  having  obtained  that  a  Pro- 
visional Order  was  secured,  and  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  Before  the  Act  was 
passed,  however,  it  came  before  the 
Public  Works  Commissioners,  who  sent 
down  someone  to  view  the  land  and  re- 
port upon  the  scheme.  On  that  Ee- 
port,  if  favourable,  the  Act  was  ob- 
tained, and  the  money  was  lent ;  but 
from  the  moment  that  was  done  the 
Commissioners  seemed  to  give  no  fur- 
ther attention  to  the  matter,  and  the 
operation  seemed  to  be  paying  money 
into  the  pocket  of  the  engineer  who 
originated  and  designed  the  scheme, 
and  whose  business  with  the  contractor 
was  to  make  the  work  as  expensive  as 
possible.  There  was  no  check  upon 
what  it  would  run  to.  In  a  case  with 
which  he  was  familiar  the  estimate  for 
the  carrying  out  of  a  scheme  which  was 
approved  of  by  the  Commissioners  had 
been  £42,000;  but  the  actual  expendi- 
ture had  been  £76,000.  That  was  the 
sum  advanced,  and  the  landlords,  who 
had  consented  to  be  formed  into  a 
Drainage  Board  on  an  estimate  of 
£42,000,  found  themselves  in  the  end 
obliged  to  contribute  their  share  of 
£76,000.  In  another  case  which  had 
come  under  his  notice,  where  a  work 
had  been  estimated  to  cost  £34,000,  the 
gentlemen  who  had  associated  them- 
selves as  Directors  of  a  Drainage  Board 
managed  to  get  £86,000  out  of  the 
Loan  Commissioners.  The  result  had 
been  that  the  average  of  all  the  drain- 
age undertakings  throughout  Ireland 
had  necessitated  a  tax  upon  the  land  of 
£6  odd.  In  some  cases  it  had  gone  up 
as  much  as  £13,  and  all  this  was  owing 
to  the  fact  that  these  unfortunate  indi- 
viduals, the  Commissioners,  who  had  so 
much  business  to  look  after,  had  not 

Captain  Ayhw 


been  able  to  exercise  proper  supervision 
over  the  application  of  the  expenditure, 
and  bad  no  special  Department  to  see 
that  the  estimates  were  not  exceeded 
unduly,  and  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  those  who  were  subsequently  taxed 
to  pay  the  money.  He  would  ask  the 
Government  to  consider  the  case  of 
the  Irish  land  taxed  IZs.  per  acre 
in  35  years  to  pay  the  cost  of 
arterial  drainage.  The  drainage  part 
of  the  Acts  under  which  these  schemes 
were  carried  out  had  only  been  in 
existence  35  years,  so  that  the  Drain- 
age Boards  had  only  existed  for  that 
period.  In  many  cases  this  tax  was 
more  than  the  rent.  In  addition  to  that, 
the  Act  required  the  Arterial  Drainage 
Boards  to  be  composed  of  landlords; 
but  now  that  the  tenants  had  the  benefit 
of  the  land  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  pay  some  share  of  the  expense. 
The  greatest  necessity  of  the  moment  in 
Ireland  was,  and  had  been  for  years,  to 
get  a  good  system  of  arterial  drainage ; 
but  that,  he  ventured  to  say,  would 
never  be  secured  under  the  existing 
arrangements.  He  would  add  one 
thing  more  to  this  —  namely,  that  i£ 
there  was  any  new  enactment  for  the 
purpose,  or  if,  under  the  present  law, 
the  Board  of  Commissioners  could  be 
got  to  put  an  end  to  small  District 
Boards,  which  he  did  not  approve  of, 
and  form  District  Boards  over  large 
tracts  of  country  embracing  complete 
watersheds,  so  that  the  managing  bodies 
might  be  of  a  comprehensive  character, 
it  would  be  a  satisfactory  reform,  and 
an  end  would  be  put  to  a  complicated 
arrangement  which,  at  the  present  time, 
was  of  advantage  to  no  one  but  the 
lawyers.  He  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  their  close  attention  to 
this  subject. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not 
altogether  go  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  that  all  the  evils  of  the  pre- 
sent Public  Works  system  would  be 
cured  by  adding  one  or  two  additional 
Commissioners,  with  large  salaries,  to 
the  Board.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  arterial  drain- 
age, and  that  was,  no  doubt,  a  very  im- 
portant question  in  Ireland.  Some  small 
individuals  in  that  country  themselves 
carried  out  small  drainage  works.  He 
thoroughly  understood  this  question  of 
arterial  drainage,  for  he  had  paid  some 
attention  to  it  for  a  number  of  years, 
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and  it  was  a  matter  of  great  importance 
to  Ireland.  But  it  was  thoroughly 
blocked  in  the  manner  which  had  just 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  be- 
cause the  landlords  said — **  It  is  not  to 
our  interest  to  drain  the  land ;  we  are 
not  the  proprietors ;  we  are  mere  rent- 
chargers,"  and  the  tenants  had  really 
no  power.  The  remedy  was,  however, 
quite  simple;  the  occupiers  should  be 
treated  as  the  owners ;  and  it  should  be 
decided  by  a  majority  of  the  occupiers 
whether  the  drainage  should  go  on  or 
not,  and  whether  the  counti'y  should  be 
taxed  for  a  system  of  arterial  drainage. 
That  would  be  a  very  good  remedy ;  but 
there  was  another  which  he  would  pre- 
fer for  the  next  two  or  three  years,  and 
that  was  a  pure  despotism,  simply  tem- 
pered with  the  right  of  petitioning. 
The  Board  of  Works  should  decide, 
through  competent  hands,  as  to  where 
a  drainage  scheme  should  be  carried 
out.  Of  course,  they  should  await  peti- 
tions from  the  landlords  and  the  occu- 
piers, and  with  that  safeguard  this 
arrangement  would  work  best  for  the 
next  three  or  four  years  in  Ireland.  In 
any  case,  the  present  system  ought  to 
be  abolished,  for  it  was  altogether  futile, 
and  a  mere  sham.  He  told  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  at  the  time  that 
this  Bill  would  be  of  no  use,  for  he  knew 
that  the  landlords  would  not  carry  out 
the  work  under  present  circumstances. 
It  should  be  left  entirely  to  the  tenant, 
and  the  tenant  should  be  made  respon- 
sible for  it.  'Whoever  received  the 
benefit  should  pay  the  money.  The 
present  system  was  for  two-thirds  of 
the  landlords  to  agree ;  but  how  could  an 
agreement  be  got  from  them,  when  the 
greater  part  of  them  would  not  answer 
any  letters  on  the  subject  ?  Under  those 
circumstances,  there  could  not  possibly 
be  a  majority,  and  in  this  way  all  new 
arterial  drainage  had  been  stopped  in 
Ireland.  In  some  cases  the  existing 
arterial  drainage  was  falling  into  disre- 
pair, owing  to  the  fact  that  the  people 
who  had  control  of  the  arterial  drainage 
took  no  interest  in  it,  because  they  con- 
sidered that  they  derived  no  benefit  from 
it.  This  was  a  matter  which  he  thought 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry 
Holland),  and  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke),  ought  to  take  into  consideration. 
There  was  another  point  which  was 
closely  allied  to  this,   and    which  he 


would  like  to  call  attention  to.  When 
the  Land  Act  was  passed,  it  was  agreed 
that  tenants  should  have  loans  of  money. 
He  got  a  promise  at  the  time  that  those 
loans  should,  in  some  cases,  be  smaller 
in  amount  than  was  originally  proposed. 
He  thought  the  original  limit  was  fixed 
at  £100,  but  he  got  that  limit  reduced 
to  £60.  That  sum — £50-^ was  not  what 
he  asked  for ;  he  asked  that  it  should  be 
much  less.  However,  the  £50  limit  had 
been  tried,  and  it  was  found  that  it  was 
not  low  enough.  What  ho  proposed 
now  was  that  a  much  lower  amount  of 
loan  should  be  granted — he  would  go 
as  low  as  £20,  or  perhaps  even  as  low  as 
£10.  This  was  very  important.  If  a 
tenant  of  a  £5  holding  obtained  a  loan 
of  £50,  that  loan  practically  swamped 
his  holding.  He  might  possibly  walk 
off  with  the  money;  but  he  certainly 
could  not  use  it  legitimately,  for  such  a 
holding  did  not  require  so  large  an 
amount,  and  the  tenant  could  not  reap 
that  advantage  from  the  loan  which  he 
ought  to  have.  He  (Colonel  Nolan) 
knew  the  difficulty  about  working  ex- 
penses, and  that  small  loans  of  £10  or 
£20  could  not  be  granted  single  for  the 
same  proportionate  cost  as  larger  ones ; 
but  an  excellent  way  of  providing  against 
that  difficulty  would  be  this — that  five 
or  six  tenants  requiring  very  small 
loans  should  be  called  upon  to  group 
themselves  together.  He  did  not  say 
that  they  should  be  jointly  respon- 
sible for  the  whole  amount ;  but 
they  should  be  called  upon  to  group 
themselves  together,  so  that  one  in- 
spection should  do  for  them  all,  and  five 
or  six  tenants  should  ask  for  a  loan  of 
£100  and  have  it  divided  amongst  them. 
In  that  way,  with  one  single  inspection, 
the  Board  of  Works  would  be  able  to 
grant  a  loan  to  five  or  six  small  men, 
and  the  loan  would  be  paid  off  in  the 
usual  manner.  This  was  a  subject  of 
very  great  importance — if  it  were  not 
he  should  not  recommend  these  small 
loans.  He  did  not  see  why  the  big  men 
should  get  the  loans,  and  the  little  men 
have  none  at  all ;  and,  after  all,  it  was  a 
very  small  thing  to  do — it  was  a  mere 
matter  of  organization  to  enable  the 
system  to  be  properly  worked.  He  was 
quite  aware  of  the  expense  of  working 
and  inspection ;  and,  therefore,  he  would 
insist  that  there  should  be  a  grouping 
of  the  smedl  men  for  the  small  loans. 
There  was  another  objectionable  rule 
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wbich  the  Board  of  Works  followed — a 
rule  not  objectionable  with  large  men, 
but  very  objectionable  indeed  with  small 
ones.  At  present,  a  loan  could  not  be 
granted  for  drainage  and  building  to- 
gether. A  loan  could  be  granted  for 
a  drainage,  or  a  loan  could  be  granted 
for  building ;  but  it  was  impossible  to 
get  a  loan  for  both.  That  was  right 
enough  when  they  were  dealing  with 
men  who  wished  to  raise  sums  of  £5,000 
or  £6,000  ;  but  when  they  came  to  the 
case  of  the  small  man,  who  wished  for 
£10  to  improve  his  offices,  and  another 
£10  for  his  drainage,  it  was  an  un- 
necessary burden  upon  him  to  compel 
him  to  incur  the  cost  of  raising  two 
separate  loans.  He  (Colonel  Nolan) 
thought  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
ought  to  adopt  this  system  of  grouping 
small  loans  together,  so  as  to  enable  the 
benefits  of  those  loans  to  go  much  fur- 
ther down;  and  in  the  case  of  such 
small  loans  he  should  allow  drainage 
and  building  to  be  done  together.  Any 
ordinary  engineer,  or  any  man  of  com- 
mon sense,  could  tell  the  value  of  the 
buildings  and  drainage  in  such  cases — 
it  was  not  a  very  recondite  matter — and 
this  would  be  a  very  important  step  of 
an  extremely  far-reaching  character, 
reaching  down  to  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people.  There  were  ample  means  for 
getting  in  those  loans,  and  if  the  Trea- 
sury would  make  the  necessary  arrange- 
ments they  would  have  no  large  losses 
to  face,  and  would  be  doing  that  which 
would  prove  a  great  blessing  to  the 
small  men.  He  did  not  see  how,  under 
the  present  system,  they  could  give  any 
advantage  which  would  reach  the  really 
small  men.  Such  a  thing  was  impos- 
Bible.  Tha  present  system  was  unfair 
and  improper  in  every  way,  and  ought 
to  be  remodelled.  Of  course,  the  cost  of 
inspection  was  a  practical  objection; 
but  he  had  pointed  out  the  means  of 
overcoming  it.  There  was  another  sub- 
ject which  he  also  wished  to  refer  to ; 
but,  as  a  question  of  Order  had  been 
raised  upon  it  that  evening,  he  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  Chairman  how  it  was 
strictly  in  Order.  The  Board  of  Works 
were  responsible,  at  the  present  moment, 
for  the  construction  of  harbours;  and, 
consequently,  the  question  of  harbours 
was  strictly  within  the  limits  of  the 
Vote  now  before  the  Committee.  The 
Chairman  had  raised  the  point  of  Order 
on  a  previous  Vote;  but  he  (Colonel 

Colonel  Nolan 


Nolan)  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
Irish  Members  had  been  in  the  habit 
ever  since  he  had  been  in  the  House, 
for  10  or  12  years  past,  of  discussing  all 
Poor  Law  questions  on  the  Vote  for  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  all  ma- 
terial questions  which  in  any  way 
affected  the  Board  of  Works  on  the 
Board  of  Works  Vote.  In  fact,  they 
had  no  other  opportunities  for  discuss- 
ing those  matters.  It  would  be  con- 
venient if  the  Committee  were  allowed 
to  discuss  the  point  he  wished  to  raise 
under  the  present  Vote.  There  had 
been  some  question  raised  about  suffi- 
cient harbours,  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  al- 
luded that  night  to  the  allocation  of 
£250,000  for  fishery  harbours  in  Ire- 
land. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
pointed  out  some  time  ago  that  this  is 
not  the  proper  opportunity  for  discuss- 
ing the  question  of  fishery  harbours.  I 
cannot  find  anything  in  this  Vote  con- 
nected with  fisheries  at  all.  I  must 
abide  by  the  Eules  of  the  House,  and 
there  is  no  Eule  which  authorizes  the 
discussion  of  a  matter  not  connected  with 
the  particular  Vote  before  the  Commit- 
tee. We  had  the  fisheries  discussed  on 
a  previous  Vote  ;  and  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
then  was  his  proper  opportunity,  and 
that  I  will  not  allow  him  to  discuss  the 
fisheries  now. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  Allow  me,  upon 
the  point  of  Order,  to  say  that  I  would 
like  you.  Sir,  to  refer  to  page  181  of  the 
Estimates ;  and  there,  about  the  fifth 
line  from  the  bottom,  you  will  find  two 
stars,  and  opposite  them  the  words, 
'*  Temporary  assistant  engineers  for  pier 
and  harbour  works,  £450."  Now,  the 
things  known  as  pier  and  harbour  works 
form  exactly  the  question  which  I  wish 
to  raise;  and  I  do  not  see  how,  with 
such  an  entry  in  the  Estimates,  I  can 
be  ruled  out  of  Order.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  you  know  the  Rules  of  Order 
much  better  than  I  do ;  but  it  seems  to 
me.  Sir,  that  you  do  not  quite  know  the 
way  in  which  those  Irish  Estimates  are 
arranged. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Anything  con- 
nected with  the  item  for  **  Temporary 
assistant  engineers  for  pier  and  harbour 
works,  £450,"  it  will,  of  course,  be  per- 
fectly in  Order  to  discuss ;  but  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gent}eman  will  not  be  in 
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Order  in  discussing  the  question  of  the 
Irish  Fisheries  on  this  Vote. 

Colonel  NOLA.N  :  I  do  not  wish  at 
all  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Fisheries— that  is  in  another  Vote. 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  Will  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  confine  him- 
self to  this  question  of  the  temporary 
assistant  engineers  for  pier  and  harbour 
works  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  will  confine  my- 
self to  the  question  of  piers  and  har- 
bours. I  will  go  further  than  that,  and 
say  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  the  question 
of  piers  and  harbours  in  general,  even 
though  I  think  that  should  come  strictly 
under  this  Vote.  Several  hon.  Members 
wish  to  raise  this  question,  and  I  am  in 
an  awkward  position.  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is  that  there  was  originally  a 
sum  for  the  very  large  item  of  £250,000. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
£250,000  for  temporary  assistant  engi- 
neers? I  wish  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  understand  that  I  cannot, 
consistently  with  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  permit  him  now  to  discuss  the 
policy  of  piers  and  harbours  in  Ireland. 
It  was  fully  discussed  in  the  preceding 
Vote,  and  now  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  must  confine  himself  to  this 
item  of  £450  for  the  pay  of  temporary 
assistant  engineers. 

Mk.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  rise 
to  Order.  Would  it  not  be  competent 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  discuss  the 
administration  by  the  Board  of  Works 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment quoted  in  the  heading  to  the  Vote, 
from  1  &  2  Will  IV.  to  44  &  45  VicL  c. 
49?  And  ifthose  Acts  do  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  piers  or  the  advance  of 
funds  for  piers  or  harbours,  would  it 
not  be  competent  to  discuss  such  piers 
and  harbours  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  It  would  be  in 
Order  to  discuss  those  loans  which  are 
specifically  brought  under  the  Vote ;  but 
1  understand  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  proposes  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  piers  and  harbours,  which  was 
fully  discussed  on  a  preceding  Vote, 
Notice  having  been  given  that  that  was 
the  proper  Vote  on  which  to  take  the 
discussion.  It  would  be  altogether  dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Chair  to 
discuss  that  now.  It  would  be  contrary 
to  rule  and  trifling  with  the  Committee  ; 
and  I  have  therefore  ruled  that  the  hon. 
and    gallant    Gentleman    must  confine 


himself  to  the  discussion  of  the  item  of 
£450  in  the  Vote. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  trust 
that  you  will  not  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  I  was  trifling  with  the  Committee 
when  I  made  the  suggestion.  I  merely 
ventured  to  submit  to  you  whether  the 
functions  of  the  Board  of  Works  Office 
in  Ireland  could  not  be  discussed  in  so 
far  as  they  are  limited  by  the  Acts 
quoted  in  the  heading  to  this  Money 
Vote  ?  But  I  do  not  in  the  least  desire 
to  trifle  with  the  Committee  or  to  waste 
its  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  were  to  discuss  under 
this  Vote  the  affairs  of  all  the  matters 
to  which  the  loans  might  be  applied  he 
would  travel  very  widely  beyond  the 
purpose  of  the  Vote,  and  there  would  be 
no  end  to  the  discussion.  It  is  not 
competent  on  this  item  of  £450  to  dis- 
cuss the  whole  policy  of  the  piers  and 
harbours  in  Ireland,  which  w£is  very 
fully  discussed  on  a  previous  Vote. 

Colonel  NOLAN  then  proceeded  with 
his  remarks.  He  said  he  should  have 
considerable  difficulty  in  making  him- 
self clear  to  the  Committee  under  the 
restriction  which  the  Chairman  had 
placed  upon  him ;  but,  as  he  had  already 
had  some  conversation  on  the  subject 
with  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  possibly  that  hon. 
Baronet  would  understand  him  even 
though  he  was  compelled  to  approach 
the  question  from  a  very  difficult  point  of 
view.  He  was  obliged  to  approach  the 
subject  from  a  very  technical  point  of 
view,  and  the  technical  point  from  which 
he  would  approach  it  was  the  point  of 
contract.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  contracts  for  these  piers  and  har- 
bours were  much  lower  than  the  esti- 
mates which  the  Board  contemplated. 
It  was  very  difficult  to  argue  the  point 
imder  the  restriction  placed  upon  him ; 
but  he  would  endeavour  to  meet  the 
difficulty  as  well  as  he  could.  The  piers 
and  harbours  were  estimated  by  the 
Board  of  Works  to  cost  a  certain  sum  of 
money. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman that  I  have  already  ruled  that  he 
cannot  proceed  in  this  way.  He  must 
really  confine  himself  to  the  item  of 
£450  if  he  wishes  to  deal  with  piers  and 
harbours  at  all,  and  he  muBt  not  go  into 
the  general  subject. 
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Colonel  NOLAN  proceeded  to  say 
that  lie  believed  the  two  gentlemen  re- 
ferred to  in  the  item  of  £450  were  gen- 
tlemen of   extremely  superior  ability, 
and  very  valuable  officials.      He   be- 
lieved they  were  two  gentlemen  that  he 
had  the  honour  to  know,  and  he  had 
some  knowledge  of  their  professional 
attainments ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  felt 
bound  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £450.     The  reason  why 
he  should  move  this  was  that  the  Esti- 
mate was  too  high.     He  hoped  those 
two  gentlemen  would  not  think  that  he 
made  the  Motion  out  of  any  opposition 
to  them.      It    was  a    very    important 
matter  indeed  to  see  that  the  Estimates 
were  not  too  high,  when  they  had  Esti- 
mates for  about  £100,000  worth  of  har- 
bours, and  those  Estimates  were  about 
£20,000  higher  than  they   should  be. 
If  the  other  contracts  were  similarly 
lower  than  the  Estimates  of  the  engi- 
neers of  the  Board  of  Works,    there 
would  be  a  diflference  of  about  £30,000, 
or  £40,000  between  the  contracts  and 
the  amount  of  expenditure  estimated  by 
the  Board  of  Works.     In  fact,  there 
would  be  a  saving  of  about  £30,000, 
owing  to  false  Estimates  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Works.     He  did  not  know 
whether  he  was  out  of  Order,  but  he 
thought  not,  in  pointing  out  that  the  Esti- 
mate was  too  high,  and  that  the  Secretary 
to    the    Treasury    would    have    about 
£30,000  or  £40,000  at  his  disposal  in 
consequence.     He  did  not  see  why  that 
fact  should  occasion  any  delay  in  allot- 
ting the  money,  or  why  they  should  have 
to  wait  two  or  three  years  before  it  was 
allotted  to  the  different  harbours  in  Ire- 
land.    He  would,  therefore,  suggest  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that  he 
should  take  this  important  question  into 
consideration,  and  that  he  should  allow, 
in  estimating  the  money  to  be  allotted 
to  piers  and  harbours,  a  sum  of  about 
£30,000,  which  the  Chairman  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  had  over-esti- 
mated.    He  hoped  they  would  have  a 
better  opportunity  at  some  future  time 
of  discussing  this  question  more  fully, 
for  it  was  his  intention  to  oppose  all 
these  Votes  on  Report  and  in  the  Appro- 
priation Bill,  or  whenever  he  could  a 
proper  opportunity.     He  regretted  that 
he  had  been  obliged  to  review  this  sub- 
ject in  a  very  mutilated  form,  owing  to 
the  extremely  unusual  and  very  incon- 
vei^ient  ruling  of  tl^e  Chairman. 


The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  must 
not  comment  on  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair. 

Mb.    MARUM  said,  there   was  no 
branch  of  the  law  in  Ireland  which  was 
in  such  a  state  of  utter  confusion  as  that 
relating  to  drainage.     In  1882  a  Con- 
solidation Act  was  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), who  was  then  Secretary   to   the 
Treasury ;  and  he  (Mr.  Marum)  then 
pointed  out  that  in  the  definition  of  a 
"district"  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  be  quite  unacquainted  with  the  Irish 
people  and  their  ways,  and  also  in  the 
definition  of  **  holder,"  for  copyholders 
were  set  down  as  holders.     He   (Mr. 
Marum)  thought  by  that  that  a   real 
statutory  copyhold  was  intended  ;  but  it 
was  no  such  thing,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  said  he  would  consider  the 
matter.     The  Bill  was  again  brought  in 
in  the  following  year  in  identical  terms, 
and  the  statutory  tenants,  because  they 
were  not  leaseholders,  instead  of  being 
allowed  a  voice,  were  thrown  out  alto- 
gether.    Another  matter  to    which  he 
wished  to  call  attention  was  this — ^the 
landlords  declared  that  it  was  difficult 
enough  to    collect  the  rents,   without 
having  to  collect  the  rates  as  well.  That 
was  one  reason  why  it  had  been  impos- 
sible to  obtain  the  50  per  cent  of  assents 
which  were  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
working  of  the  drainage  schemes.    At  a 
meeting  with  which  he  (Mr.  Marum)  was 
concerned,  the  tenants  agreed  that  the 
rates  should  be  paid  by  the  tenant  in 
the  first  instance  and  deducted   after- 
wards.    Another  resolution  passed  was 
that  the  drainage  rate  should  be  col- 
lected by  the  poor  rate   collector,  and 
that  the    owners  in  fee   should   have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  asked  him  to  embody 
those  views  in  clauses,  and  he  did  so; 
but  when  the  Bill  was  brought  in  it  did 
not  contain  a  single  word  about  them. 
On  those  two  very  important   matters 
nothing  whatever  had  been  done.    He 
put  it  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  that  there  was  no  branch 
of  the  law  in  Ireland  in  such  a  state  of 
inextricable  confusion  as  that  which  re- 
lated to  drainage.     That  was  very  much 
to  be  regretted,  and  he  trusted  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  look  into  the  very  im- 
portant matters  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  his  hon.  Friends. 
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Mb.  MOLLOY  pointed  out  that  this 
question  had  assumed  very  great  im- 
portance. Large  sums  of  money  had 
been  spent  by  the  occupiers  of  land  on 
the  borders  of  one  river  for  the  purpose 
of  improving  the  drainage.  The  Trustees 
were  landlords  who  had  no  interest 
whatever  in  the  drainage  of  the  land, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  land, 
which  was  formerly  worth  60*.  or  50*. 
an  acre,  was  now  only  worth  5«,  an  acre. 
Quite  recently  the  occupiers  took  steps 
to  have  the  drainage  improved,  and 
appealed  to  the  Trustees  to  carry  out 
the  work  which  they,  as  Trustees,  should 
have  carried  out  before.  They  made 
several  appeals,  and  meetings  were 
called  in  order  that  a  conclusion  might 
be  arrived  at  on  the  subject.  Two  en- 
gineers sent  in  offers  to  do  the  work,  and 
there  was  a  third  who  telegraphed  from 
Dublin  that  he  could  not  undertake  it. 
It  would  hardly  be  believed  that  the 
Trustees  did  not  appoint  either  of  the  en- 
gineers who  were  ready  to  do  the  work, 
but  actually  appointed  the  man  who  said 
he  could  not  undertake  it.  They  did  so, 
however,  and  they  also  apportioned  to 
him  the  sum  of  £20  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  a  Eeport.  A  second  meeting 
was  held  for  the  purpose  of  displacing 
the  engineer  who  had  been  appointed, 
and  to  consider  the  appointment  of  a 
second  engineer.  The  occupiers  had 
done  all  in  their  power  to  obtain  some 
satisfaction  from  the  Department  on 
account  of  which  the  present  Vote  was 
asked ;  they  wrote  to  the  Board  of  Public 
Works  asking  for  an  examination  ;  the 
Board  of  Works  returned  despatches, 
and  the  Trustees  held  meetings,  and  it 
was  stated  that  they  were  going  to  ob- 
tain a  loan.  But  they  had  not  obtained 
it,  and  the  result  would  be  that  the 
people  on  the  banks  of  the  river,  who 
were  entitled  to  have  the  drainage  carried 
out  and  their  land  rendered  thereby  of 
some  worth  to  them,  wotdd  receive  no 
satisfaction.  The  effect  of  this  obstruc- 
tive action  would  be  that  the  whole 
matter  would  be  thrown  over  for  another 
12  months,  as  it  had  been  before.  That, 
he  said,  was  a  very  great  hardship,  be- 
cause, as  he  had  already  pointed  out,  the 
land  was  utterly  valueless  to  the  occu- 
piers, inasmuch  as  instead  of  being,  as 
formerly,  worth  from  50«.  to  60*.  an  acre, 
it  was  now  only  worth  a  nominal  sum. 
It  was  under  those  circumstances  that  he 
asked  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to 

VOL.    CCXOIX.      [tHIBD  8EKIES.] 


the  Treasury  to  see  whether  he  could 
induce  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland 
to  compel  the  Trustees  to  carry  out  the 
necessary  works. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  Henry  Hollant>)  said,  with 
reference  to  the  point  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  King*s  County 
(Mr.  MoUoy),  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  furnish  him  with  particulars,  he 
would  inquire  into  the  matter.  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  underrate  the  import- 
ance of  this  question  of  arterial  drainage 
in  Ireland.  He  found  from  the  last 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  that  their  duties  and  powers 
at  present  were  somewhat  confined. 
The  Commissioners  stated  that  in  re- 
spect to  the  matter  of  maintenance  their 
functions  were  confined  to  advising  the 
Trustees,  and  to  distributing  the  charge 
amongst  the  proprietors  of  land  in  the 
district.  As  he  understood,  some  Mem- 
bers would  wish  to  see  larger  powers 
vested  in  the  Commissioners.  The  Com- 
mittee would  remember  that  a  Con- 
solidating Bill,  which  would  have  had, 
he  believed,  the  effect  of  enlarging  the 
powers  of  the  Commissioners,  had  failed 
to  meet  with  the  support  it  deserved.  He 
should  certainly  desire  that  a  similar 
Bill  should  be  introduced  next  Session  ; 
and  there  would  then  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  the  lion.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  (Mr.  Marum)  to  propose  the 
alterations  of  the  existing  law  which  he 
considered  necessary.  The  same  obser- 
vation applied  to  the  remarks  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer).  He  did 
not  see  that  there  would  be  any  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  the  subject  in  this 
Session ;  but  he  should  bo  glad  if  any- 
thing could  be  done  next  Session  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  drainage  sys- 
tem in  Ireland.  That  was  all  he  could  at 
present  say  on  this  matter.  The  hon. < 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Colo- 
nel Nolan)  had  referred  to  the  Loan  Act, 
and  to  some  Amendments  which  he 
thought  might  be  introduced  with  re- 
gard to  the  working  of  that  Act.  He 
(Sir  Henry  Holland),  speaking  off-hand 
and  without  having  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  question,  thought 
that  there  seemed  to  be  some  force 
in  what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  put  forward — namely,  that  tenants 
should  be  able  to  get  loans  for  smaller 
sums  than  were  granted  under  the  Act^ 
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but  that  those  smaller  loans  should  not 
be  granted  unless  the  tenants  combined 
together,  so  that  one  application  might 
do  for  all.  The  other  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  which 
seemed  also  worthy  of  consideration,  was 
that  one  portion  of  the  loan  might  be 
applied  to  buildings  and  the  other  to 
drainage.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  did 
not  see  why  the  loan  should  not  be  dis- 
tributed in  that  way.  The  question, 
however,  was  one  which  must  have  been 
considered,  and  he  assumed  that  there 
were  practical  difficulties  in  the  way. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked,  on  a  point 
of  Order,  for  a  ruling  as  to  whether  he 
would  be  able  to  discuss  the  question  of 
harbours  on  the  Beport  of  the  Vote  ?  He 
was  aware  that  the  Speaker  was  not 
bound  by  the  decision  of  the  Chairman. 

The  chairman  said,  it  was  quite 
unnecessary  for  him  to  rule  on  the  point 
of  Order  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  When  any  question  arose 
he  ruled  it  at  the  time.  Mr.  Speaker 
was  responsible  for  his  ruling,  and  he 
(the  Chairman)  was  responsible  for  his 
ruling. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  there  were  five 
Votes  for  Ireland  upon  which  discussion 
would  arise,  and  he  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
postpone  them?  He  did  not  think,  look- 
ing at  the  lateness  of  the  kour,  that  they 
would  be  able  to  finish  the  discussion  on 
the  Vote  for  Law  Charges  and  Criminal 
Prosecutions,  Ireland,  at  that  Sitting. 
There  were,  however,  several  non-con- 
tentious Votes  that  might  be  proceeded 
with. 

The  SECRETART  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  that  the  Votes  on  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  there  woidd 
be  some  discussion  would  be  taken  on 
Wednesday. 

Class  HI. — ^Law  and  Justice. 

(4.)  £66,222,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  gray  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  a  matter  very  small  in  itself,  but 
of  considerable  importance  to  those  con- 
cerned in  it.  By  a  recent  Regulation 
made  by  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  an  Office  had  been  opened  in 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


the  Four  Courts,  Dublin,  for  the  purpose, 
as  was  stated,  of  selling  stamps  and  col- 
lecting duty.  Those  who  were  in  the 
habit  of  selling  the  stamps  previously 
raised  no  objection  at  first ;  but  subse- 
quently the  office  adopted  a  system  of 
selling  other  stamps,  forms,  and  papers, 
and  those  were  sold  at  about  half  the 
price  which  commercial  firms  in  Dublin 
who  had  hitherto  sold  them  were  able 
to  afford,  because,  of  course,  a  great 
Public  Department  could,  by  buying 
large  quantities  of  goods  at  cost  price, 
and  by  being  content  with  a  nominal 
profit,  always  enter  into  competition 
with  and  undersell  private  firms.  He 
was  not  aware  that  there  were  any  rea- 
sons of  State  why  that  should  be  done 
in  Dublin ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Commissioners  had  entered  into  a  trade 
competition  with  the  law  stationers  of 
Dublin,  whom  it  was,  of  course,  easy  to 
drive  out  of  the  field  by  State  competi- 
tion. But  he  asked  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  whether  that  was  a 
class  of  commercial  enterprize  which 
held  out  any  hope  of  great  profit  or  great 
advantage  to  the  Government,  and  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  better  to  revert  to 
the  principle  of  allowing  the  ordinary 
business  ol  the  country  to  be  carried  on 
in  the  usual  way  ?  Some  months  ago  a 
number  of  the  law  stationers  concerned 
presented  a  Memorial  on  the  subject  to 
the  late  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  who  in  reply  said  that  the 
documents  were  sold  at  a  profit.  They 
mi^ht  be  sold  at  a  very  moderate  profit, 
and  yet  at  such  a  price  as  an  ordina^ 
trader  could  not  afford.  Again,  although 
there  might  be  a  reason  for  selling 
stamps,  there  was  no  conceivable  reason 
for  soiling  unstamped  documents  in  Go- 
vernment Offices,  and  for  cutting  out 
ordinary  traders  who  could  not  cany  on 
business  in  the  same  way.  One  law  sta- 
tioner had  written  to  him  a  few  days 
ago  to  say  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
change,  he  had  had  to  destroy  and  sell 
as  waste  for  next  to  nothing  over  two 
tons  of  printed  legal  forms  which  he  had 
in  stock  and  whidi  had  cost  a  very  con- 
siderable sum.  The  law  stationers  only 
made  a  fair  commercial  profit  on  their 
sales  ;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  bear  him  out 
in  saying  that  no  complaint  had  been 
made  by  the  members  of  the  Legal  IVo- 
fession  in  Ireland  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  law  stationers  of  Dublin  carried  on 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1317  Supplj/^  Civil 


{July  20,  1885}         Service  Estimates. 


1318 


their  business ;  and  why  they  should  be 
obliged,  by  the  Begulation  referred  to, 
to  enter  into  a  ruinous  competition  with 
a  Government  Office,  he  had  no  means 
of  knowing.  He  hoped  the  right  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  say  that  henceforward  those  docu- 
ments should  be  sold  at  a  fair  trade 
price,  or,  at  all  events,  that  the  matter 
should  be  taken  into  consideration. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  that  the 
law  stationers  in  Dublin,  so  far  as  his 
experience  went,  had  always  carried  on 
their  business  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
He  presumed  that  the  reason  which  led 
to  the  sale  of  unstamped  documents  at 
the  Office  at  the  Four  Courts,  Dublin, 
was  that  it  would  be  for  the  convenience 
of  practitioners  who  attended  the  Courts. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  that  a  Me- 
morial had  been  presented  to  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject, 
and  he  would  take  an  opportunity  of 
looking  into  it,  and  if  the  circumstances 
were  such  as  to  show  that  there  was  a 
grievance,  he  had  no  doubt  the  arrange- 
ment would  be  altered. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  some  of 
the  items  in  this  Vote  appeared  to  be 
very  much  in  the  nature  of  illegal  pay- 
ments, inasmuch  that  they  related  to 
appointments  made  in  defiance  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament.The  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  had  made  some  com- 
ments upon  those  appoinments,  as  ap- 
peared on  the  face  of  the  Estimates, 
and  he  thought  the  Treasury  ought 
to  see  that  such  remarks  from  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  were  un- 
necessary in  future,  and  that  some  noti- 
fication would  be  given  to  that  effect. 
He  trusted  that  the  Department  would 
be  instructed  that  in  distributing  the  pay 
they  should  confine  themselves  as  much 
as  possible  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament. 

The  SEOEETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  his 
attention  had  not  been  called  to  this 
matter  before ;  but  it  should  be  looked 
into.  There  did  certainly  appear  to  be 
some  irregularity  with  respect  to  the  ap- 
pointment. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £7,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Ireland. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
should  like  to  have  an  explanation  of 


the  increase  of  £300  under  Sub-head  B 
for  Costs  of  Official  Assignees  ?  He  was 
not  aware  of  any  perquisites  which  would 
accoimt  for  this  increase. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  said,  the  amount  of  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  presented  in  August 
last  had  not  been  struck  out  of  the  Esti- 
mates, but  the  error  was  corrected  in 
the  Eesolution. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  believed  that 
an  Official  Assignee,  who  had  been  in 
the  Public  Service  for  many  years  and 
enjoyed  a  salary,  had  suddenly  disap- 
peared from  his  Office  and  left  no  trace 
behind  him.  He  read  in  the  newspapers 
that  after  the  lapse  of  two  months  he 
as  suddenly  re-appeared.  Whatever 
might  be  the  explanation  of  the  matter, 
it  remained  one  of  mystery.  He  be- 
lieved that  an  investigation  had  been 
ordered  and  undertaken  by  a  profes- 
sional gentleman  in  Dublin,  which  exa- 
mination, however,  had  been  discon- 
tinued. The  reason  given  for  the  dis- 
continuance of  the  investigation  was  that 
there  was  no  fund  available  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  inquiry.  But  surely  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  admit 
that  the  absence  of  the  fund  must  have 
been  patent  to  the  authorities  when  the 
investigation  was  commenced.  If  there 
was  no  fund,  why  did  they  begin  the  in- 
vestigation, and,  having  begun  it,  why 
did  they  discontinue  it  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  fund  ?  He  asked  what 
was  the  result  of  the  examination  of 
the  accounts  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  the  result  o£  the  investi- 
gation ;  but  he  woidd  refer  the  matter  to 
the  authorities. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £785,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the 
Admiralty  Court,  Eegistry,  Ireland. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  although 
there  might  be  some  Admiralty  cases 
in  Ireland,  the  number  would  be  insig- 
nificant, and  it  must  be  altogether  un- 
necessary to  keep  up  the  Court.  At  one 
time  it  was  very  unpopular.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  it  could  not  be 
embodied  with  some  other  Court?  In 
Ireland  the  Admiralty  Court,  it  seemed 
to  him,  might  very  fairly  be  embodied 
with  either  of  several  other  Courts.  He 
should  like  to  have  an  explanation  from 
the  right  hon.   and  learned  Attorney 
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General  for  Ireland  as  to  why  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  keep  it  up. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  stated  that 
this  had  ceased  to  be  an  unpopular 
Court.  There  was  no  restriction  now  as 
to  the  advocates  who  practised  before  it. 
As  soon  as  a  vacancy  in  the  Judgeship 
occurred  this  Court  would  be  merged  in 
the  Probate  and  Matrimonial  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Judicature  Act.  Inas- 
much as  the  salary  of  the  Judge  must 
be  paid  as  long  as  he  lived,  it  was  as 
well  to  avail  themselves  of  his  services 
as  long  as  possible. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that,  pending 
the  absorption,  if  the  heads  of  the  De- 
partment went  on  appointing  clerks  and 
assistant  clerks,  tipstaffs,  and  so  on, 
there  would  be  large  pensions  and  com- 
mutations to  pay  people  on  the  final  abo- 
litition  of  the  Court.  That  was  the  way 
the  expenditure  mounted  up  in  the  Civil 
Service  in  England.  The  Government 
said  a  Court  or  a  Department  or  a  branch 
of  a  Department  ought  to  be  done  away 
with  or  abolished  after  the  death  of  a 
particular  man,  and  in  the  meantime 
they  went  on  appointing  to  all  the  sub- 
ordinate offices,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  when,  eventually,  the  Judge  or  the 
Head  of  the  Department  died,  all  the 
juniormenhad  to  be  compensated.  Those 
juniors  were  very  often  .young  men  who 
went  into  the  Service  knowing  that  they 
would  soon  be  compensated,  and  that 
then  they  could  obtain  other  employ- 
ment. He  (Colonel  Nolan)  thought 
that,  in  Offices  which'  were  about  to  be 
abolished,  when  a  subordinate  retired  or 
resigned,  his  place  should  not  be  filled 
up,  otherwise  they  were  enormously  and 
ridiculoasly  increasing  the  charges  on 
the  Estimates.  He  should  like  to  know 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  whe- 
ther it  was  intended  to  go  on  ap- 
pointing subordinates  in  connection 
with  the  Irish  Admiralty  Court  now 
that  they  knew  that  the  Court  was  to 
be  abolished  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  that  no 
new  appointment  to  any  of  the  subordi- 
nate offices  had  been  made  since  1877. 
He  could  not,  however,  say  what  course 
would  be  followed  in  the  event  of  a 
vacancy  arising.  If  vacancies  arose,  it 
would  be  a  matter  for  serious  considera- 
tion whether  some  of  the  duties  of  the 

Colonel  J^ohn 


officials  of  the  Admiralty  should  not  be 
transferred  elsewhere. 

Vote  agre$d  to, 

(7.)  £12,510,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland. 

Mb.  gray  said,  that  a  complaint 
was  made  last  year  with  regard  to  the 
management  of  this  Office,  and  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  by  the  then  Go- 
vernment to  investigate  the  matter.  He 
had  taken  the  liberty  of  writing  to  the 
Government  to  ask  for  the  Report, 
which  took  the  form  of  a  Treasury 
Minute,  and  that  Minute  should  have 
been  on  the  Table  of  the  House  for  40 
days.  He  had  received  an  explanation, 
which  was  satisfactory  so  far  as  it  went ; 
but  the  result  to  the  officers  of  the  De- 
partment was  that  all  promotion  had 
been  suspended  for  the  past  12  months, 
and  those  gentlemen  were  in  a  worse 
position  than  they  would  have  been  in 
if  no  investigation  had  ever  taken  place. 
The  officers  complained  of  the  slowness 
of  their  promotion  and  the  inadequacy 
of  their  pay.  The  result  of  their  griev- 
ance being  inquired  into  was  that  they 
now  got  no  promotion  and  no  increase 
of  pay.  He  earnestly  trusted  that  the 
Treasury  Minute  would  lie  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament.  What  had  been  the  cause 
of  the  delay  in  presenting  it  he  could 
not  say,  but  he  hoped  the  House  would 
be  permitted  to  see  it  next  Session. 
The  gentlemen  on  whose  behalf  he  was 
speaking  were  in  the  position  of  not 
knowing  what  their  prospects  were. 
At  present  they  had  all  chance  of  pro- 
motion barred  against  them,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  investigation  which  had 
taken  place.  A  week  or  a  fortnight 
would  have  been  ample  for  that  investi- 
gation ;  but  seeing  that  the  Committee 
was  appointed  in  January,  and  that  they 
were  now  nearly  in  August,  it  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  they  knew 
nothing  of  the  inquiry. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henbt  Holland)  said,  the 
Government  understood  now  that  the 
Committee  would  report  in  August. 
When  they  did,  the  matter  would  re- 
ceive immediate  attention.  The  Report 
ought  certainly  to  be  laid  on  the  Table 
next  Session. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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(8.)  £1,538,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Kegistry  of  Judgments,  Ireland. 

(9.)  £90,817,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. 

Mr.  GEAT  said,  lie  did  not  wish  to 
raise  a  very  long  discussion  on  this 
Vote ;  but  really  it  was  a  very  remark- 
able one,  and  one  which  should  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  a  word  of  com- 
ment and  protest  from  an  Irish  Member. 
The  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  was 
exclusiyely  a  Governmental  or  Imperial 
Force,  so  far  as  its  management  and 
control  were  concerned.  All  the  towns 
in  England,  with,  the  exception  of 
London,  managed  their  own  police,  and 
were  able  to  control  the  force  for  ordi- 
nary municipal  purposes ;  but  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police  in  Dublin  were  a  Go- 
vernmental Force,  and  were  not  avail- 
able for  municipal  purposes,  save  the 
medntenance  of  order  in  the  streets.  He 
would  like  to  direct  attention  to  the 
enormous  cost  of  that  Force.  The  Esti- 
mate for  the  present  year  was  a  contri- 
bution from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  of 
£145,148— it  was  £146,000  last  year— 
but,  in  addition  to  that,  the  locality  had 
to  provide  £52,000 ;  so  that,  in  round 
figures,  the  Metropolitan  Police  in  Dub- 
lin cost  £200,000  a-year.  That  enor- 
mous sum  only  supported  something 
less  than  1,000  constables,  and,  mani- 
festly, the  charge  was  a  most  extrava- 
gant one  for  such  a  result.  He  (Mr. 
Gray)  had  had  the  honour  to  sit  upon 
the  Boyal  Commission  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject  of  the  housing  of 
tiie  poor ;  and  before  that  Commission 
the  Dublin  Corporation  had  declared 
that,  if  they  had  the  management  of 
the  police  of  the  City,  they  would  be 
much  more  useful  for  sanitary  and 
municipal  purposes,  and  that  they  would 
be  able  to  maintain  the  Force  for  almost 
the  amount  they  had  now  to  pay  as  a 
partial  contribution  towards  it.  The 
£145,000  contributed  by  the  State  was 
thrown  away,  for  out  of  the  money 
levied  from  Dublin  itself  an  efficient 
force  for  the  protection  of  that  Metro- 
polis could  be  maintained.  He  failed  to 
see  why  Dublin  should  not  be  permitted 
to  manage  its  own  police  force,  just  as 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  Glasgow,  and 
Edinburgh  managed  theirs.  He  failed 
to  see  why  the  State  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  £145,000  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  such  an  indifferent  Force  as 


this.  £200  ahead  for  the  Force  was 
paid  by  the  State  and  the  locality — a 
strong  example  of  the  enormous  expen- 
diture which  always  took  place  when 
the  Central  Government  attempted  to 
manage  local  institutions  which  could 
be  much  better  managed  by  the  locali- 
ties them  selves.  Eightpence  in  the  pound 
was  levied  in  Dublin  for  the  management 
of  the  Force;  but  indirect  taxes  were 
levied  for  their  maintenance.  There 
was  the  Carriage  Duty  charged  on  all 
hackney  carriages  plying  for  hire.  In 
every  place  in  the  United  Kingdom  ex- 
cept Dublin  charges  of  that  kind  went 
to  the  municipality  as  a  contribution  to- 
wards the  maintenance  of  the  roads 
that  were  used  by  the  carriages ;  but  in 
Ireland  the  Imperial  Exchequer  took 
hold  of  the  local  Carriage  Duty  and  put 
it  into  the  Consolidated  Fund  as  a  con* 
tribution  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  police.  Then  there  were  various 
charges  and  fines  levied  in  the  Police 
Courts  for  various  classes  of  petty  of- 
fences. In  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  those  charges  went  to  the 
borough  fund  towards  the  rates;  but 
the  Government  took  them  all  in  Ire- 
land. It  took  the  fines  for  drunkenness 
and  petty  offences,  and  put  them  into 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  There  was  one 
tax  peculiarly  cruel,  to  which  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary — be- 
cause, though  they  might  continue  to 
take  the  Carriage  Duties,  the  Police 
Court  fines,  and  the  publicans'  Licence 
Duties,  all  of  which  were  peculiarly 
local  contributions,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  take  into  his 
serious  consideration  the  circumstances 
of  this  particular  levy  on  Dublin  City. 
The  pawnbrokers  of  Dublin  had  to  pay 
£100  a-year  each  for  their  licences. 
Those  gentlemen,  he  believed,  were 
perfectly  content  to  pay  that  sum — in 
fact,  they  said  it  kept  the  trade  respect- 
able ;  that  was  to  say,  it  kept  it  in  a 
comparatively  small  number  of  hands. 
The  effect,  of  course,  was  that  pawn- 
broking  facilities  in  Dublin  were  not  as 
nearly  so  good  as  they  were  in  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  This 
tax  levied  on  pawnbrokers  was,  in  fact, 
levied  on  those  who  used  the  pawn- 
brokers' establishments — that  was  to 
say,  it  was  a  tax  levied  on  the  very 
poorest  class  of  the  entire  community, 
reople    might  decry  pawnbrokiog    aa 
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they  liked,  and  declare  that  very 
often  the  pawnshop  was  used  for 
the  purpose  of  procuring  drink;  but 
those  who  best  £new  the  habits  and 
necessities  of  the  poor  knew  that  the 
pawnbroker  was  very  often  of  very  great 
assistance  to  the  almost  destitute  in  their 
hour  of  need,  and  that  the  pawnbroker 
was,  in  fact,  the  banker  of  tne  poor.  It 
was,  therefore,  a  cruel  thing  to  levy  on 
Dublin  of  all  towns  in  the  United  King- 
dom this  enormous  duty,  a  duty  which 
fell  on  the  very  poorest.  He  did  not 
suppose  the  right  hon.  Baronet  knew 
anything  of  this — it  would  be  unreason- 
able to  expect  that  having  only  just  suc- 
ceeded to  the  post  of  Chief  Secretary  he 
should  have  a  definite  knowledge  of  the 
matter.  He  (Mr.  Gray),  however,  would 
press  the  subject  upon  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Com- 
mittee, for  he  believed  that  if  they 
realized  what  a  cruel  injustice  this  com- 
paratively petty  levy  in  Dublin  was  to  a 
poor  and  defenceless  class  they  would, 
if  the  State  was  to  continue  to  maintain 
the  police  as  an  Imperial  Force,  so  far 
as  this  £3,000  or  £4,000  a-year  was 
ooncerned,  seek  some  other  means  of 
raising  it  than  levying  it  upon  the  peo- 
ple who  were  least  able  to  bear  such  an 
exceptional  burden. 

The  chief  SECRETAET  foe  IEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  several 
points  he  has  raised  will  receive  my  best 
attention. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  advisable  to  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  there  were  two  entries  in 
the  Estimates,  one  having  reference  to 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General,  and 
the  other  to  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police,  which  showed  in  one  paragraph 
that  the  provisions  of  an  Act  had  been 
overriden.  In  another  paragraph  finan- 
cial irregularities  were  shown.  It  was 
right  to  bring  these  matters  before  the 
notice  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
because  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Acts 
of  Parliament  relating  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  money  in  Ireland  were  set  at 
defiance.  According  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  had  been  overridden,  not  occa- 
sionally, but  habitually.  He  thought 
the  point  was  one  worth  noticing. 

The  SECRETAET  to  the  TREA- 
STJEY  (Sir  Hekby  Holland)  said,  he 

Mr,  Qray 


was  not  aware  of  the  point  taken  by  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General;  but 
sometimes  those  matters  were  found  to 
be  capable  of  explanation  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £4,347,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  Ire- 
land. 

Class    IV. — Education,  Sgibkce,  and 
Art. 

(11.)  £1,213,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Teachers'  Pension  Office,  Ireland. 

Me.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
one  question  on  this  Vote.  In  former 
years  it  had  been  the  practice  to  allow 
a  sum  of  from  £7,000  to  £10,000  for 
the  purpose  of  making  payments  of  re- 
tiring gratuities  to  National  teachers  in 
Ireland;  but  since  the  pension  scheme 
came  into  operation  those  yearly  pay- 
ments  on  the  Estimates  had  been  dis- 
continued or  had  dwindled  down  to  a 
very  small  sum.  The  pension  scheme 
had  been  floated  out  of  the  surplus  of 
the  Irish  Church  Fund.  There  was  a 
strong  desire  on  the  part  of  the  teachers 
to  appeal  to  the  Government  to  consider 
whether  the  annual  payment  of  this 
£7,000  or  £8,000  should  not  be  con- 
tinued in  'aid  of  pensions.  The  ages  at 
which  pensions  were  paid  were  60  and 
65  ;  but  he  thought  that  they  should  be 
altered  to  56  and  60.  He  thought  also 
that  the  retiring  gratuities  should  be 
continued.  He  considered  it  a  mean 
and  shabby  thing  for  the  Government 
to  take  advantage  of  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  to  relieve  the  National  Exchequer. 
Would  those  payments  be  continued  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  the  question  was  under  con- 
sideration, and  he  did  not  know  what 
was  likely  to  be  done. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  was  mainly 
responsible  for  the  attempt  to  carry  out 
the  arrangement  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  referred  to.  The  attempt 
had  broken  down  in  its  operation,  and  the 
National  teachers  had  some  confidence 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  would  try  to  find  out  means 
for  enabling  legislation  to  pass  on  the 
subject  in  that  House. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  it  did  seem 
hard  for  teachers  to  have  to  wait  until 
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they  were  60  or  65  before  they  were  al- 
lowed to  draw  pensions.     If  the  same 
practice  were  adopted  in  other  Depart- 
ments it  would  not,  perhaps,  be  so  hard 
on  the  teachers ;  but  they  knew  that  in 
other   Departments  the  age  of  retire- 
ment in  many  cases  was  40  and  45.    In 
fact,  in  some  cases  in  the  Army  the  offi- 
cers retired  earlier.     The  teachers  saw 
themselves  obliged  to  work  on  until  they 
were  60  or  65,  and  that  had  not  only  a 
bad  effect  on  those  who  might  wish  to 
be  retired,  but  it  had  a  bad  effect  on 
the  promotion  of  junior  teachers.  There 
had  been  some  calculations  made  show- 
ing that  the  sum  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  out  of  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund    was    inadequate    to    allow   the 
teachers  to  retire  earlier ;  but,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton)  had  pointed  out,  if  this  sum   of 
£7,000  or  £8,000  were  granted  by  the 
Treasury — and  it  would  not  be  a  fresh 
charge,  for  it  had  already  been  paid  out 
of  the  National  Exchequer — and  were 
put  with  the  amount  derived  from  the 
Church    Surplus    Fund    for    pensions, 
which   was  at  present  insufficient  for 
the   purpose,   a  sum   adequate  to  the 
necessities  of  the  case  might  be  the  re- 
sult.    There  was  a  similar  case  to '  this 
tmder  another  Estimate  which  he  wished 
to  refer  to.    When  the  allotment  in  re- 
spect of  teachers'  salaries  was  made  out 
of  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund,  a 
similar  sum   had  been  taken    by  the 
Treasury  for  another  Department.     So 
that  the  allotments  from  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund  to  interests  in  Ireland — whe- 
ther to  teachers  or  others — had  all  been 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Treasury ;  and  he 
thought  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  Treasury  might  fairly  increase  the 
pensions  so  as  to  put  the  teachers  in  a 
somewhat  better  position  than  they  en- 
joyed at  the  present  moment,  and  enable 
them  to  retire  at  the  age  of  50  and  55, 
instead  of  60  and  65. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £470,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners, 
Ireland. 

(13.)  £1,701,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Gallery  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  should  like 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  extremely  meagre  sum — he  thought 
about  £1,000— which  was  granted  for  the 


purchase  of  pictures  in  Ireland.     He  did 
not  see  why  the  people  of  Dublin  should 
not  have  an  opportunity  of  looking  at 
pictures  just  as  the  people  of  London 
had.     He  did  not  wish  to  be  unreason- 
able and  say  that  the  people  of  Dublin 
should  have    as  much  money  allowed 
them  for  the  purchase  of  pictures  as  the 
people  of  London.     He  quite  recognized 
that  London,  with  its  4,000,000  inhabi- 
tants, had  a  right  to  a  much  larger  sum 
than  Dublin  with  its  300,000 ;  but  he 
did  not  see  why  the  money  could  not  be 
voted  in  fair  proportion.     How  much 
had  been  allotted  to  the  English  Na- 
tional Gallery  this  year  ?    He  had  been 
told  that  the  other  day  the  Government 
gave  £80,000  for  two  pictures  for  the 
London  National  Gallery.    They  were 
excellent  pictures,  ho  doubt,  and  he  did 
not  say  that  they  were  not  worth  the 
money  given  for  them ;  but  when  they 
had  £80,000  allotted  to  England  in  one 
year,  it  did  seem  to  him  that  the  allot- 
ment of  only  £1,000  to  Dublin  was  not 
a  fair  proportion.     If  Dublin  had  a  fair 
proportion,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
population,  she  would  receive  £6,000  or 
£7,000.     The  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  would  say  that  this 
was  an  exceptional  year,  and  that  the 
ordinary  amount  given  to  the  English 
National  Gallery  would  not,  as  a  rule, 
be  more  than  £7,000  or  £8,000.     How- 
ever, he  certainly  would  like  to  see  a 
number  of  good  pictures  in  Dublin.  He 
should  like  some  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment connected  with  the  Board  of 
Works,  or  whoever  was  responsible  for 
the  National  Gallery,  to  verify  a  state- 
ment he  had  heard.     He  had  heard  that 
a  large  number  of  pictures  were  packed 
up  in  the  National  Gallery — ^in  the  cel- 
lars of    that  place — and  were,   conse- 
quently, of  no  use  to  anyone.    He  should 
think    the    pictures    would    be    much 
more  liable  to  damage  in  the  cellars 
than  if  they  were  on  the  walls  of  some 
Gallery.     If  that  statement  was  true — 
and  he  had  either  been  told  of  it  or  had 
read  it — ^he  thought  it  would  be  only 
fair  to  allow  one  or  two  Irish  and  Scotch 
Members,   and  Members  from  Lanca- 
shire, from  Birmingham,  or  other  parts 
of  the  Provinces,  to  verify  the  matter ; 
and  if  they  found  those  pictures  in  the 
cellars,  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  be  taken  to  Dublin,  Edin- 
burgh, or  some  to  one  place  and  some 

to  another.     At  any  rate,  the  pictures 
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should  do  their  proper  duty  of  instruct- 
ing the  people,  ana  that  they  would  do 
in  those  Provincial  towns  much  more 
efficaciously  than  if  packed  up  and  put 
away  in  the  cellars  of  the  National  Gal- 
lery in  London.  He  should  like  the 
Minister  representing  the  Board  of 
Works  to  say  whether  there  were  any 
pictures  in  the  National  Gallery  which 
were  not  on  the  walls  ?  If  there  were, 
he  would  propose  that  they  should  be 
temporarily  distributed  amongst  some 
of  the  other  important  towns  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

The  8ECRETAEY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  Henbt  Holland)  said,  the 
sum  relating  to  the  Irish  Academy,  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  re- 
ferred, had  been  voted  since  1871  down 
to  1882.  Whenever  there  was  a  special 
picture  the  National  Gallery  of  Dublin 
desired  to  purchase,  they  applied  for  a 
special  grant,  and  some  arrangement 
was  made.  As  to  the  pictures  put  away 
in  the  National  Gallery,  he  believed  there 
were  a  certain  number  in  what  were 
called  the  cellars,  and  that  was  why,  he 
understood,  that  large  structural  addi- 
tions were  being  made  to  the  National 
Gallery.  The  matter,  however,  did  not 
rest  with  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
but  with  the  Trustees  of  the  National 
Gallery. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  would  ap- 
peal to  the  Minister  responsible.  He 
believed  the  Minister  representing  the 
Board  of  Works  had  to  do  with  the 
matter.  He  would  ask  whether  Dublin 
could  not  have  some  of  the  pictures  in 
the  cellars  of  the  National  Gallery  ?  He 
would  not  for  a  moment  exclude  Edin- 
burgh, or  other  Provincial  towns,  from 
any  arrangement  which  was  made  for 
the  distribution  of  these  pictures. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  said,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  appealed  to  him 
and  declared  that  it  was  desirable  that 
he  should  cause  some  pictures  in  the 
National  Gallery  to  be  transferred  to 
Ireland.  Personally,  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
should  be  very  glad  to  transfer  pictures 
in  that  way ;  but,  unfortunately,  he  had 
no  power  whatever  in  the  matter.  His 
authority  extended  only  over  the  Na- 
tional Gallery  building,  in  which  the 
pictures  were  located,  and  he  did  not 
suppose  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman would  desire  him  to  transfer  that 
to  Ireland.    That,  however,  was  all  he 

Colonel  Nolan 


had  authority  over ;  but  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  would  make  application 
on  the  subject  to  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery,  he  would  promise  liim 
his  support  and  sympathy. 

Mb.    WILLIAM   REDMOND    said, 
he  did  not  altogether  sympathize  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel 
Nolan)  in  desiring  that  a  few  of  the 
worst  pictures  in  the  National  Gallery, 
which  had  been  sent  down  to  the  cel- 
lars of  that  Institution,  should  be  given 
to  Ireland.  He  did  not  think  the  people 
of  Dublin  would  care  to  have  those  pic- 
tures unearthed  by  such  a  paltry  show 
of  generosity.     They  did  not  want  any 
cast-off  pictures.  But  the  question  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  raised 
as  to  the  utter  absurdity  of  devoting 
£1,000  to  works  of  Art  for  Ireland, 
whilst  £8§,000  or  £90,000  was  spent  in 
the  same  way  for  England,  was  a  thing 
which  ought  to  be  ventilated  and  con- 
demned.    He  did  not  consider  it  any 
proof  of  the  desire  of  the  Government 
to  treat  the  two  countries  on  terms  of 
equality.  He  thought  that  if  there  were 
any  more  good  pictures  in  the  market 
which  could  be  bought  for  £70,000  or 
£80,000,  they  ought  to  be  purchased  for 
Ireland.     He  remembered  very  well  the 
discussion  which   had  taken  place  in 
Committee  with  reference  to  the  pur- 
chase of  a  picture  for  £70, OOOor  £80,000, 
when  it  was  suggested  that  if  the  Irish 
Members  acquiesced — as  they  ultimately 
did — in  the  purchase,  they  should  be 
occasionally  transferred  from  London  to 
Dublin  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of 
the  latter  City,   and  to  Edinburgh  for 
the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Scotch  capital.     He  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  the  present 
Government  to  carry  out  the  expressed 
determination  of  the  late  Government 
in  this  matter,  and  whether  they  would 
cause  those  pictures,  which  had  cost  such 
a  vast  sum  of  money,  and  which  were 
now  in  the  National  Gallery,  to  be  sent 
for  a  portion  of  the  year  for  exhibition 
to  Dublin  and  Edinburgh  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Irish  and  the  Scotch  public?  When 
the  purchase  of  those  recently- acquired 
pictures  was  being  discussed,  the  sug- 
gestion to  which  he  was  referring  was 
thrown  out  and  was  met  by  the  late 
Government    in    a    friendly    manner. 
£70,000  or  £80,000  was  a  Tast  sum 
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to  pay  out  of  the  National  Exche- 
quer for  two  pictures.  No  doubt  they 
were  worth  it;  but  when  such  a  sum 
was  spent  out  of  the  funds  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  it  was  altogether  unfair  that 
the  benefit  of  the  expenditure  should  be 
confined  exclusively  to  London.  Would 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Plunket)  inform  him  as  to  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  present  Go- 
Temment  to  transfer  those  pictures  for 
a  portion  of  the  year  to  Dublin  and 
Edinburgh  ?  If  he  could  not  answer  in 
the  affirmatiye,  it  was  very  likely  that 
very  strong  opposition  would  be  offered 
to  any  future  expenditure  on  pictures 
for  the  National  Gallery. 

Sir  EOBEET  FOWLER  (Lord 
Mayor)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  pictures  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  were  of  very  great  value.  If 
the  course  suggested  could  be  safely 
undertaken,  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
agree  to  it ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  a  picture  which  had  cost  £60,000 — 
[An  hon.  Member  :  £70,000.'!  The  two 
were  bought  together.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  One  cost  £70,000  !  J  That  was  all 
the  better  for  his  argument.  It  would  be 
rather  a  dangerous  thing  to  allow  a  pic- 
ture which  had  cost  such  a  sum  as  that 
to  spend  a  large  portion  of  its  time  travel- 
ling between  London  and  Dublin,  Dub- 
lin and  Edinburgh,  Edinburgh  and  Lon- 
don, and  so  on.  He  should  be  glad  to 
do  anything  he  could  to  encourage  and 
develop  Art  in  Ireland,  but  he  certainly 
thought  that  pictures  so  valuable  as 
those  should  not  be  sent  travelling 
about  the  country.  If  the  pictures  were 
to  go  to  Dublin  and  remain  there  per- 
manently, well  and  good ;  let  them  go 
and  remain  there.  But  as  they  were 
bought  for  the  National  Gallery  in  Lon- 
don, he  thought  it  would  be  a  danger- 
ous thing  to  remove  them.  They  did 
not  find  other  capitals  sending  pic- 
tures out  of  the  Galleries  to  which  they 
belonged.  [Colonel  Nolan:  Oh,  yes, 
you  do.]  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  said  they  did.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  ever  seen  the  "  Trans- 
figuration "  in  any  other  place  than  Eome  ? 
If  he  had,  he  (Sir  Eobert  Fowler)  would 
be  glad  to  listen  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  Pictures  of  this  kind  always 
remained  in  the  Galleries  in  which  they 
were  placed ;  and  he  certainly  thought 
the    suggestion  of   the   hon.   Member 


opposite  (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  was  imprac- 
ticable, and  quite  incapable  of  being 
carried  out. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  appealed  to  his  recol- 
lection of  modem  Art  Galleries.  It  could 
not  be  expected  that  he  should  go 
through  all  the  important  works  in 
Europe;  but  certainly,  if  his  memory 
served  him  right,  he  had  seen  valuable 
pictures  in  Paris  which  had  made  the 
journey  from  Seville  for  the  purpose 
of  temporary  exhibition.  [Sir  Robert 
Fowler:  During  the  war!]  One  of 
those  transfers  had  taken  place  during 
the  war,  but  he  had  seen  one  of  those 
pictures  in  Paris  after  the  war.  Besides 
this,  he  had  heard  that  pictures  had 
been  carried  long  distances — ^from  Ve- 
nice to  Paris,  for  instance — for  purposes 
of  exhibition.  The  journey  between 
Venice  and  Paris  was  a  much  more 
dangerous  journey  than  that  between 
London  and  Dublin.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  Redmond)  who  objected  to  pictures 
being  sent  over  to  Dublin  from  the 
cellars  of  the  National  Gallery.  Damage 
was  being  done  to  those  pictures  in  the 
cellars  of  the  National  Gallery,  and  it 
would  be  surely  better  to  send  them  out 
for  purposes  of  exhibition  than  to  keep 
them  hidden  and  suffering  damage. 
But  that  was  not  the  most  important 
point.  The  Government,  he  thought, 
should  put  down  £10,000  for  Fine  Arts 
in  Dublin.  He  did  not  profess  to  be  an 
authority  on  Fine  Arts  himself,  though 
he  quite  saw  how  useful  they  were  whe- 
ther in  the  Galleries  of  this  country 
or  the  Galleries  of  Ireland.  So  far  as 
he  understood  the  matter,  he  believed 
the  mass  of  the  population  in  Ireland 
were  more  inclined  to  visit  Picture 
Galleries  and  received  more  benefit 
from  them  than  the  mass  of  the  English 
people. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(14.)  £1,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Royal  Irish  Academy. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  several 
times  put  questions  with  regard  to  the 
condition  of  the  Annals  of  Ulster,  and 
he  had  more  than  once  been  assured 
that  they  were  about  to  be  completed. 
He  foimd,  however,  that  the  matter  had 
now  dropped  out  of  the  Estimates.  An 
arrangement,  he  believed,  had  been 
made   by  which    the    Council   of   the 
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Academy  could  carry  on  the  work  with 
the  materials  at  their  disposal^  and  the 
Government  had  always  given  a  pledge 
that  it  was  on  the  point  of  completion. 
He  had  g^eat  respect  for  the  Boy al  Irish 
Academy,  but  he  did  think  that  a  little 
more  vigour  required  to  be  infused  into 
some  of  its  members.  No  one  in  the 
Academy  seemed  to  know  anything  about 
the  Annals.  Mr.  Isaac  Butt  had  been 
refused  admission  on  the  Body ;  also  Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray). 
In  that  way  the  Academy  was  practi- 
cally a  close  Corporation.  He  did  not 
wish  to  go  into  that  question;  but  he  did 
think  that  some  more  life  required  to 
be  infused  into  the  work  carried  on  by 
the  Academy.  The  Academy  was  pro- 
perly supported  by  the  Government,  and 
was  a  most  important  institution.  It 
deserved  all  the  support  it  could  get,  yet 
he  did  think  that  some  little  stimulus — 
by  money  or  in  some  other  way — was 
required  to  induce  its  members  to  carry 
out  the  great  historical  labours  for  which 
the  Institution  had  been  founded.  In 
the  case  he  had  referred  to,  the  Academy 
bad  been  years  and  years  at  the  work. 
Some  of  the  members  were  very  old  and 
could  not  put  on  steam  to  any  great  ex- 
tent. He  believed  that  something  like 
unnecessary  delay  had  taken  place,  and 
that  probably  the  work  would  be  ex- 
pedited by  granting  a  larger  sum  of 
money. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  every- 
one regretted  that  the  delay  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to  had 
taken  place ;  and  it  was,  no  doubt,  gene- 
rally desired  that  a  desire  for  more  ex- 
pedition should  be  infused  into  the 
Body.  A  representation  should  be  made 
to  them  on  the  subject. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  is 
that  I  report  these  Resolutions  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  on  that 
Question  he  wished  to  call  attention  to 
Vote  18  in  this  Class — the  Vote  for  the 
Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland.  This  was 
always  an  important  subject,  but  this 
year  it  acquired  special  importance,  be- 
cause the  authorities  of  the  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland  had  passed  a  most 
important  Resolution  dealing  with  the 
question  of  higher  education  in  Ireland. 

Mr,  Healy 


It  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  caU  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
he  thought  the  Gt)vemment  would  find 
it  convenient,  therefore,  to  set  apart  a 
special  Sitting  for  the  discussion  of  the 
question  of  the  Queen's  Colleges.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  made  that  proposal  with 
the  assent  of  the  hon.  GenUeman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  who  was  fully  sensible  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  matter. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holl^jo))  :  We  will 
not  take  it  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  When  will  it  be 
taken  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY: I  will  consult  my  right  hon. 
Friends  on  the  subject. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wed- 
nesday. 

The  chancellor  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUER  :  I  stated  some  time  ago  that  the 
Army  Estimates  would  be  taken  on  Wed- 
nesday. We  find,  however,  that  that 
would  be  inconvenient;  therefore  we 
propose  to  take  the  remainder  of  the 
other  Estimates,  and  not  the  Army  Esti- 
mates. 

Mr.  sexton  :  What  Irish  Votes  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  We  propose  to  begin  where  we 
have  left  off.  We  will  take  the  Queen's 
College  and  the  other  Votes. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  When  will  the 
Report  of  Supply  that  we  have  voted 
to-night  be  taken  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  To-morrow. 

SUPPLY.—REPORT. 

Postponed  Resolution  [14th  July]  con- 
sidered. 

(19.)  "  That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £230,710, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  som 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1886,  for 
Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances  to  Per- 
sons formerly  employed  in  the  Public  Serrice, 
and  for  Compassionate  or  other  Special  Allow- 
ances and  Gratuities  awarded  by  the  Comrnis* 
sioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury." 

Mb.  sexton  said,  there  seemed  to 
be  some  misunderstanding  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  this 
Vote.  They  had  promised  to  make  an 
explanation  with  regard  to  the  pension 
of  Mr.  Anderson,  Grown  Solicitor,  which 
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appeared  on  this  Estimate.  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  somewhat  puzzled  with  that, 
because  if  the  gentleman  in  question 
was  fit  for  the  Public  Service  he  ought 
to  be  kept  on  at  full  pay,  and  if  he 
were  not  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  could  not 
see  why  he  should  have  a  pension. 
Then  he  had  a  question  to  ask  with 
regard  to  a  pension,  on  page  472, 
of  £125  given  to  P.  J.  O'Connor, 
clerk  in  the  Public  "Works  Office.  He 
thought  that  that  gentleman  had  been 
treated  in  a  most  heirsh  and  inconside- 
rate manner ;  he  had  been  transferred 
from  the  Education  Department  to  the 
Board  of  Works,  by  way  of  signal  pro- 
motion, at  a  salary  of  £300  a-year ;  but 
scarcely  had  he  been  transferred  than 
his  office  was  abolished,  and  he  was  cast 
on  the  world  at  the  age  of  42 — an  age 
when  a  man  did  not  find  it  easy  to  get 
employment.  Mr.  O'Connor  had  asked 
for  a  commutation  of  his  pension,  but 
that  had  been  refused.  Had  he  been 
an  incompetent  man,  he  would  not  have 
been  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Service  ; 
but  his  ability  had  been  his  ruin,  and 
he  had  been  transferred  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  only  to  be  turned  out  on  this 
beggarly  pension  of  £  1 25  a-year.  He 
said  there  was  no  more  able  man  in  the 
Service  of  the  country,  and  that  it  was 
a  shame  and  a  scandal  that  at  the  age 
of  42  his  future  was  gone,  and  he  was 
without  any  adequate  provision  for  old 
age. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  that  he 
understood  the  explanation  of  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  to 
be  that  Mr.  Anderson  received  the 
allowance  in  question  in  consideration 
of  the  abolition  of  his  office,  under 
which,  in  addition  to  his  salary,  he  re- 
ceived  certain  fees.  Mr.  Anderson  was 
not  by  the  terms  of  his  engagement 
obliged  to  devote  the  whole  of  his 
time  to  the  Public  Service,  and  it  had 
been  considered  desirable  that  an  altera- 
tion should  take  place,  and  a  gentleman 
had  been  appointed  at  a  salary  of 
£1,000  a-year  who  devoted  the  whole 
of  his  time  to  the  duties  of  the  office. 
Mr.  Anderson's  office  having  been 
abolished,  his  case  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration by  the  Treasury,  and  it  had 
been  decided  that  it  should  be  dealt 
with  under  the  Superannuation  Act. 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  thb  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said,  that 


the  case  of  Mr.  O'Connor  should  have 
reconsideration. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  very  glad 
to  hear  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  look  into  the  case  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo.  He 
was,  of  course,  ready  to  admit  that  the 
necessity  of  making  tranfers  from  one 
Department  to  another  sometimes  arose; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  needless  waste 
caused  at  the  Castle  when  those  trans- 
fers took  place.  Irish  Members  on 
those  Benches  also  wanted  to  know  why 
it  was  that  Mr.  George  Bolton  was  in 
one  particular  place  and  receiving  pay 
for  another  ?  He  said  that  when  those 
curious  transfers  took  place  which  no 
one  could  understand,  there  should  be 
some  Papers  presented  to  Parliament. 
He  thought  that  the  Estimates  should 
be  accompanied  with  something  like  a 
printed  explanation,  and  he  trusted  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  see  his  way  to  hav- 
ing that  done  in  future.  It  was  hard 
that  the  present  Government  should  be 
attacked  for  those  shortcomings,  and  he 
did  not  intend  to  do  it ;  but  it  was  cer- 
tainly in  the  interests  of  public  purity 
that  those  things  should  be  made  per- 
fectly clear.  He  regretted  that  the 
Predecessors  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  not,  for  this  occasion  only, 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  ;  but  he  thought 
that,  with  regard  to  the  future,  he  and 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  bound,  when 
cases  of  this  kind  occurred,  to  move  for 
Papers. 

Eesolution  agreed  to. 

POOR   LAW   UNIONS'   OFFICERS  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  214.] 
{Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke,  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Me.  sexton  said,  this  was  a  Bill 
enabling  Boards  of  Guardians  to  make 
allowances  to  the  officers  of  Poor  Law 
Unions  in  Ireland  on  abolition  of  office. 
The  Bill  had  been  framed  to  meet  cases 
of  Union  amalgamation  in  Ireland.  He 
considered  the  scheme  a  bad  one,  and 
had  expected  some  reply  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  the  arguments  that 
had  been  put  forward  on  the  subject; 
but  the  Chief  Secretary  had  not  made 
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any  refereDce  to  them.  He  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) thought  it  unfair  that  a  Union 
which  up  to  the  present  had  only  been 
paying  a  rate  of  Is.  Sd.  in  the  pound 
should  find  itself  suddenly  saddled  with 
a  rate  of  7s,  in  the  pound.  To  give  the 
Government  time  further  to  consider  the 
case,  he  would  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Thb  chief  secret AET  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  said, 
he  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
81igo  was  not  present  when  he  replied 
with  respect  to  the  Unions  proposed  to 
be  amalgamated.  He  should  not  be  in 
Order  in  going  into  this  question  on  the 
present  Bill,  but  he  thought  he  might 
say  that  the  matter  had  been  practically 
settled.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  press  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  it  hard 
that  the  Union  of  Newport  should  be  sad- 
dled with  a  7s.  rate.  He  said  that  relief 
must  in  some  way  or  other  be  found  for 
the  unfortunate  ratepayers  of  that  Union, 
who  were  quite  unable  to  bear  the 
charge.  There  was  force  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  hon.  Friend  that  perhaps 
some  better  scheme  might  be  discovered. 
He  was  informed  last  summer  by  a  local 
Inspector  that  the  greatest  unanimity 
and  desire  existed  in  the  Union  to  adopt 
this  scheme.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  Bill  should  be  passed  for  a  short 
period  of  time  only,  in  order  that  they 
might  have  an  opportunity  next  year  of 
examining  into  the  action  of  the  Local 
Board  officials  in  this  matter.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  this  question  of  Poor 
Law  Union  amalgamation  was  a  very 
large  one.  There  were  in  Ireland  160 
Unions,  and,  of  course,  when  the  county 
government  scheme  came  forward,  this 
question  would  have  to  be  settled.  He 
thought  the  Bill  might  be  made  more 
definite  in  soope,  because  it  was  not  the 
Westport  Union  that  had  to  pay  the 
salaries,  it  was  the  area  of  the  abolished 
Union.  Why  should  the  Westport 
Union  have  to  pay  the  retiring  allow- 
ances of  doctors  and  officers  at  the  New- 
port Union,  seeing  that  they  had  not 
bad  the  benefit  of  their  services.  But 
the  proposal  was  unfair  to  the  officers 
themselves,  because  the  Westport  Union 

Mr.  Sexton 


could  refuse  to  pay  them.  He  thought 
the  Bill  had  not  been  sufficiently  exa- 
mined by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  concede  a  little  time  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  down  Amendments. 
While  he  considered  the  Bill  necessaij, 
he  still  thought  that  a  better  scheme 
could  be  arrived  at,  and  he  suggested 
that  by  some  arrangement  the  Bill 
should  be  made  to  go  further. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  the  Go- 
vernment were  very  desirous  of  making 
progress  with  this  Bill,  which,  he  pointed 
out,  bad  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
of  amalgamation.  The  important  point 
provided  for  was  that  the  officers  of  an 
abolished  Union  should  receive  ade- 
quate remuneration.  It  would  be  very 
undesirable  to  throw  the  superannuation 
of  the  officers  of  the  Newport  Union 
upon  the  people  of  Westport.  He  be- 
lieved that  was  provided  for  in  the  Bill. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  proceed. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  they  were  aware 
that  the  Bill  had  been  brought  before 
the  House  undor  peculiar  circumstancefi. 
He  thought  it  unfair  that  the  Local  (Go- 
vernment Board  should  press  this  scheme 
upon  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  said  one  word  to  show  why  the 
rate  of  Is.  2(/.paid  in  the  Union  of  West- 
port  should  suddenly  become  3«.  2d.  in 
the  pound  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  arrange  for 
some  modification  of  the  scheme,  and  he 
asked  them  to  assent,  for  that  purpose, 
to  the  Motion  he  had  made  to  report 
Progress. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  if  the  Government 
would  give  a  guarantee  that  the  matter 
should  be  looked  into  with  a  view  to 
redressing  the  grievance  under  which 
the  people  of  Westport  laboured,  pro- 
gress would  be  made  with  the  Bill. 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  fobIEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart-Dyke)  said, 
his  impression  was  that  the  amalgama- 
tion of  the  Unions  of  Newport  and  West- 
port  would  not  have  upon  the  latter  any- 
thing like  the  eflfect  which  the  hon. 
Member  supposed.  Of  course,  he  should 
be  glad  if  he  could  get  information  upon 
the  subject  in  a  more  complete  and  ac- 
curate form  than  he  had  at  present. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  if,  as  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  stated,  this  question  had 
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been  settled,  he  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  it  had  been  settled  to  the  satis- 
faction of  those  who  were  intimately 
concerned  in  it  ?  If  it  had  been  settled, 
he  thought  it  had  been  settled  very  im- 
properly. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday, 

PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS     (COR- 
RUPT PRACTICES)  BILL.— [Bill  148.] 
{Mr.  R.  H,  Paget,  Sir  Joseph  Feate, 
i/r,  Bulwer,) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  wished  to 
moTO  to  leave  out  Clause  1,  in  order  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  clause  on  the 
Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Clause  1  be  omitted."  — (i/r. 
Jl.  K,  Paget,) 

Question,  ^'  That  Clause  1  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived, 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET :  I  now  beg  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  follow- 
ing Clause: — 

**  Nothing  in  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  shall  make  it  illegal  for  an  em- 
ployer to  permit  Parliamentary  electors  in  his 
employment  to  absent  themselves  from  such 
employment  for  a  reasonable  time  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  voting  at  the  poll  at  a  Parliamentary 
election,  without  havmg  any  deduction  from 
their  salaries  or  wages  on  account  of  such  absence 
if  such  permission  is,  so  far  as  practicable  without 
injury  to  the  business  of  the  employer,  given 
equally  to  all  persons  alike  who  are  at  the  time 
in  his  employment,  and  if  such  permission  is 
not  given  with  a  view  of  inducing  any  person 
to  record  his  vote  for  any  particular  candidate 
at  such  election,  and  is  not  refused  to  any 
person  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  such 
person  from  recording  his  vote  for  any  parti- 
cular candidate  at  such  election." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  It.  H,  Faget,) 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  presume  the  Go- 
Temment  have  considered  this  new 
clause  in  the  light  mentioned  the  other 
night? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EiOHARD  Webster):  We  have  consi- 
dered it,  and  see  no  objection  to  it. 


Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  had 
another  new  clause  on  the  Paper — 
namely — 

"This  Act  shall  continue  in  force  until  the 
thirty-first  day  of  December,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  and  no  longer, 
unless  continued  by  Parliament ;  *' 

but  he  had  been  assured  by  the  autho- 
rities that  it  was  not  necessary.  It  had 
been  put  down  in  consequence  of  an 
observation  of  an  hon.  Member  who 
felt  the  necessity  of  something  of  the 
kind.     He  would  not  move  the  clause. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSfe     OF     LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  2Ut  July,  1885. 


MINTTTES.]— Public  Bills— Firit  Reading^ 
National  Debt  • ;  Artillery  and  Rifle  Ranges  • 
(193) ;  PubHo  Health  (Members  and  Officers)  • 
(194). 

Committee  —  Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  (184- 
197). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Metropolis  Management 
Acts  Amendment*  (162). 

Report — Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment  * 
(192)  ;  Housing  of  the  Working  Glasses 
(Enghtnd)  (177-196). 

Third  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Order  (Municipal  Corporations)  •  (166) ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
3)*  (167);  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7)*  (168);  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  9)  • 
(169);  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Order  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  6)  • 
(173) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  6)»  (163);  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
landj*  (176-195);  Marriages  (Saint  John, 
Cowley)  (187);  Local  Loans  (Sinking 
Funds)*  (176);  Tramways  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Order  (No.  2),  now  Tramways  Order 
in  Council  (Ireland)  (66) ;  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (178),  KsApaeeed. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 

(ENGLAND)  BILL.— (No.  177.) 

{The  Mttrquete  of  Saliehury.) 

BEPOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

The  Earl  of  LONGFOED  said,  it 
was  a  most  important  and  excellent  Bill, 
and  was  proposed  with  the  best  inten- 
tions.    But,  at  the  same  time,  in  its 
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present  shape,  in  regard  to  several  of  its 
clauses,  it  was  difficult  to  be  understood, 
being  entirely  unintelligible  to  the  ordi- 
nary lay  mind;  and  he  would  suggest 
that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marqu  dss 
of  Salisbury)  should  prepare  an  expla- 
natory Memorandum,  which  would  clear 
up  the  references  to  many  other  Acts  on 
the  same  subject. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that  the  suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Longford)  might  be  a  very 
reasonable  one,  if  the  matter  of  the  BiU 
were  entirely  new ;  but  only  a  few  weeks 
ago  there  had  been  laid  before  the 
House  the  Report  of  a  Commission, 
containing  not  only  an  account  of  the 
changes  that  were  proposed,  but  of  the 
reasons  which  justified  them.  If  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  were  to 
prepare  and  circulate  such  an  abstract 
as  the  noble  Earl  suggestecl,  he  should 
only  be  reprinting  what  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table  in  the  language  of  the 
Commissioners  only  a  few  weeks  ago. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — In  Clause  1,  page  1,  line  17, 
leave  out  (**from")  and  insert  ("pub- 
lished by");  page  2,  line  15,  at  end  of 
line  insert  (**  except  after  a  fresh  appli- 
cation, inquiry,  and  certificate");  line 
31,  leave  out  (**  further")  and  insert 
("  fresh");  page  3,  line  17,  after  (** de- 
cided") insert  (**at  the  time  of  the 
publication  of  the  certificate  ") ;  line  38, 
after  (**  works  ")  insert — 

("  And  in  the  application  of  the  said  Acts  to  a 
rural  sanitaiy  district,  'district'  shall  mean 
the  said  district,  and  *  board  *  tho  rural  sanitary 
authority  ") ; 

and  in  Clause  2,  page  3,  line  42,  at  end 
of  line  insert — 

('*  And  the  purposes  of  the  said  Act  shall  be 
deemed  to  include  the  provision  of  such  houses 
and  cottages"). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  Clause  3,  add  at  the  end  ('*  Provided  that 
the  price  shall  not  be  less  than  the  price  paid 
for  tne  land  when  it  was  purchased  on  behalf  of 
Her  Majesty  or  of  the  county  of  Middlesex 
respectively  ") . — ( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury. ) 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  it  was  clear, 
whether  the  land  was  sold  at  a  reduced 
price,  or  whether  a  sum  of  money  was 
given  out  of  the  Government  funds,  the 
effect  was  precisely  the  same,  provided 
a  site  was  foimd  with  the  money 
given.  The  noble  Marquess  said  that 
The  Earl  of  Longford 


the  benevolent  intention  of  tho  Bill  was 
to  redress  certain  wrongs  apparently 
sustained  by  the  working  classes  through 
the  demolition  of  buildings  in  the  Metro- 
politan area  for  railways  and  other  pub- 
lic improvements.  Why  should  we  wait 
to  do  that  until  Millbank  ceased  to  be 
a  prison?  If  a  site  were  found,  why 
should  not  the  money  be  given  at  once  ? 
If  it  were  right  that  the  thing  should  be 
done,  why  should  it  not  be  done  at  once  ? 
He  trusted  that  there  was  enough  money 
in  the  Treasury ;  and,  if  so,  it  might  as 
well  be  applied  at  once  to  the  benevolent 
purpose  which  the  noble  Marquess  de- 
sired to  carry  out. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  were  not  a 
member  of  the  Legal  Profession  he 
should  ask  him  whether  he  had  ever 
heard  of  such  a  thing  as  double  costs  ?  It 
was  difficult  to  argue  the  point  with  one 
who  professed  an  innocent  ignorance  of 
the  nature  of  solicitors'  bills.  If  the 
money  were  given  at  once  to  buy  a  new 
site,  and  it  were  to  be  recouped  after- 
wards by  the  sale  of  the  old  site,  there 
would  be  two  sets  of  solicitors'  bills ; 
and  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee 
showed  that  solicitors'  bills  were  an 
enormous  element  in  the  cost  of  such 
operations,  and  had  stood  much  in  the 
way  of  their  being  carried  out.  He  pre- 
ferred when  the  land  became  availaole, 
that  it  should  be  used  for  the  purpose, 
thereby  avoiding  the  costs  upon  the  sale 
of  one  site  and  the  purchase  of  another. 
He  believed  that  the  process  proposed 
in  the  Bill  was  the  more  economical,  and 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  lead  to  a  much  larger  ex- 
penditure. If  this  humble  scheme  did 
not  succeed,  then  the  more  ambitious 
scheme  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
could  be  taken  into  consideration. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  aid^i 
accordingly. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  learnt 
from  a  medical  man,  who  for  years  had 
had  exceptional  opportunities  of  know- 
ing, that  gipsies  were  singularly  exempt 
from  zymotic  diseases,  and,  indeed, 
were  a  very  healthy  race.  The  sani- 
tary visitation  and  inspection  proposed 
by  the  Bill  would  be  quite  super- 
fluous in  the  case  of  the  gipsies,  and 
would  be  correspondingly  offensive  to 
them;  and  he  therefore  vrould  more 
the  omission  of  the  woi^d  **  tent "  from 
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various  parts  of  the  Bill.  His  object 
was  to  make  the  necessarily  inquisitorial 
power  given  by  the  Bill  as  little  oppres- 
sive as  possible. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  10,  pa^i^e 
6,  line  34,  to  leave  out  the  word|('*  tent"). 
^{The  Earl  Fortetcue,) 

The  Mabquess  of  SAUSBUET  said, 
he  was  afraid  there  was  evidence  that 
the  condition  of  dwellers  in  tents  was 
not  quite  so  Arcadian  as  the  noble  Earl 
seemed  to  suppose ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he 
doubted  the  desirability  of  giving  them 
special  privileges.  He  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  dwellers  in  tents  should 
have  more  licence  to  commit  a  nuisance 
than  those  who  lived  in  vans.  The 
question  was  quite  as  much  a  moral  as  a 
sanitary  question. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
words  in  Clause  12,  Sub-section  2 — 

"  Any  corporate  body  holding  land  may  sell, 
exchange,  or  lease  such  lands." 

Did  it  mean  to  give  them  power  to 
sell  where  they  had  no  power  to  sell 
at  present,  or  did  it  empower  them 
to  sell  at  a  lower  price  without  com- 
mitting a  breach  of  trust,  or  did  it  mean 
both? 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  clause  imdoubtedly  bore  the  inter- 
pretation which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  put  upon  it.  It  was  intended 
to  give  public  Corporations,  with  public 
objects  in  view,  a  clearer  power  than 
they  had  now. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  asked  whe- 
ther  there  would  be  any  limit  to  the 
benvolence  of  any  owner  in  London,  say, 
near  the  Biver,  near  Salisbury  Street ; 
in  fact,  would  there  be  any  check  to 
the  devotion  of  the  whole  of  such  a 
property  to  the  benevolent  purpose 
of  building  working-men's  dwellings,  or 
any  benevolent  undertaking  of  that 
kind? 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
he  did  not  know  what  check  the  noble 
Earl  could  have,  other  than  the  personal 
interest  of  the  owner  of  the  land,  which 
had  been  found  to  be  a  very  strong 
one. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Friday  next ;  and 
to  he  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  196.) 


MARRIAGES    (SAINT   JOHN,  COWLEY) 

BILL.— (No.  187.) 

(The  Earl  of  Beauehamp.) 

THIKD  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Head- 
ing read. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3'.'' 
— (  The  Marl  of  Beauchamp.) 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
could  not  help  observing  the  frequency 
of  the  recurrence  of  these  individual 
Bills.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  be  much 
better  to  deal  with  the  cases  of  marriages 
in  unlicensed  buHdings,  which  this  Bill, 
with  respect  to  one  such  building,  was 
intended  to  ratify,  by  a  general  law, 
than  by  such  a  Bill  as  this. 

The  lord  OBLANOELLOR  (Lord 
BLaxsbuby)  said,  he  could  not  concur  in 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Selbome). 
EoT  himself,  he  believed  that  a  general 
law  on  the  subject  would  lead  to  the 
same  imcertainty  as  to  the  Marriage 
Laws  which  prevailed  prior  to  the  pass- 
ing of  Lord  Hardwick's  Act,  and  which 
that  Act  was  passed  to  prevent. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*,  and 
passed, 

LAND  PURCHASE   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

{The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.) 

(no.  184.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee.*'— (7%tfZor(f 
Chancellor  of  Ireland.) 

Earl  SPENCER:  My  Lords,  this 
Bill,  as  now  introduced  to  your  Lord- 
ships, is  of  such  great  importance,  and 
has  been  so  little  discussed,  that  I  am 
sure  your  Lordships  will  excuse  me  for 
offering  a  few  remarks  upon  it.  It  is 
true  that  the  amount  to  be  advanced  is 
limited  to  £5,000,000,  for  the  purchase 
of  their  farms  oy  the  occupiers  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  whatever  steps  are  taken 
with  regard  to  the  mode  in  which  these 
purchases  will  be  carried  out  will  have 
to  be  adopted  in  any  measure  which  may 
hereafter  be  passed  with  the  same  ob- 
ject. It  is  of  great  importance  that  your 
Lordships  should  fully  consider  the 
matter,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not  apolo- 
gize for  making  some  observations  be* 
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fore  going  into  Committee.  The  ques- 
tion whicn,  in  connection  with  the  mat- 
ter, has  occurred  to  my  mind,  is,  what 
your  Lordships  mean  when  you  say  that 
you  want  to  create  peasant  proprietors 
in  Ireland?  Is  it  intended  that  all 
peasants'  rents  should  be  at  once  and 
forthwith  commuted,  in  the  same  way 
in  which  copyhold  tenure  has  been  com- 
muted, and  is  being  commuted,  in  Eng- 
land? Is  it  your  Lordships'  intention 
to  carry  it  out  at  once  in  Ireland  ?  My 
belief  is,  that  there  is  no  such  intention. 
We  want  to  proceed  gradually  and  in  a 
sound  way  in  increasing  the  number  of 
proprietors  in  Ireland.  We  do  not  wish 
to  sweep  into  our  measure  of  purchase 
all  tenants,  bad  as  well  as  good;  but 
we  desire  to  strengthen  and  to  raise  up 
in  that  country  an  intelligent,  indepen- 
dent, and  enlightened  class  of  small 
proprietors.  I  am  aware  there  are 
some  persons  who  wish  to  introduce  this 
measure  simply  in  order  to  relieve  the 
landlords  of  Ireland.  I  regret  to  think 
that,  in  Ireland,  there  are  many  land- 
lords in  very  embarrassed  circumstances. 
Some  of  them,  perhaps,  are  unfortu- 
nately embarrassed  by  their  own  extra- 
vagance, or  by  the  extravagance  of  their 
predecessors ;  while  there  are  many 
others  who  are  embarrassed  from  cir- 
cumstances over  which  they  have  had  no 
control,  and  for  whom  everybody  must 
have  the  greatest  sympathy.  For  that 
reason,  I  should  rejoice  if  a  measure  of 
this  sort  could  relieve  those  landlords, 
while  carrying  out  a  wise  and  sound 
Act  for  Ireland;  but,  my  Lords,  we 
must  take  care  that,  in  doing  that,  we 
do  not  encourage  agrarian  agitation  and 
raise  political  and  financial  difficulties. 
What,  I  ask,  are  the  political  difficulties 
connected  with  a  scheme  of  the  sort  now 
proposed?  It  may  be  proceeding  to  the 
amount  of  only  £5,000,000  now;  but 
we  may  hereafter  largely  increase  this 
amount  and  prajtically  buy  up  all  the 
farms  in  Ireland.  The  political  difficulty 
is  a  very  serious  one,  inasmuch  as  you 
are  placing  the  State  in  the  position  of 
landlords  in  Ireland,  and  that,  it  seems 
to  me,  is  a  grave  responsibility  for  the 
State  to  assume.  We  know,  unfortu- 
nately, by  sad  experience,  that  there 
has  been  a  cry  of  '*No  rent!"  and  a 
strike  against  rent  due  to  individual 
landlords  in  Ireland ;  but  we  may  have 
to  cope  with  a  worse  difficulty  should 
there  be  a  strike  hereafter  against  the 
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payment  of  an  annuity  to  the  State  from 
the  small  and  the  new  owners  of  land. 
That  annuity  will  almost  come  into  the 
shape  of  a  Land  Tax  in  Ireland.  I 
am  afraid,  from  the  past  history  of  that 
country,  that  it  may  not  be  unlikely 
that,  at  some  future  day — ^if  that  coun- 
try does  not  prosper,  and  if  law  and 
order  are  not  maintained — ^there  may  be 
a  strike  against  payments  to  the  State. 
Then  we  have  the  financial  difficulty 
and  danger  connected  with  a  scheme  of 
this  sort.  We  are,  in  fact,  placing  a 
heavy  burden  on  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  we  ought  to  be 
very  careful  to  see  that,  for  any  advance 
we  may  make,  full  and  proper  security 
is  obtained.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to 
consider  how  these  objections  and  diffi- 
culties may  be  most  safely  met ;  and  the 
first  question  is,  whether  we  ought  to 
advance  the  whole  of  the  purchase 
money  to  the  tenants  ?  Is  it  safe  and 
prudent  to  do  so  ?  Under  the  present 
law  three-fourths  only  can  be  advanced, 
and  this  has  to  be  repaid  with  5  per  cent 
interest  in  35  years.  I  have  to  frankly  con- 
fess that  I  see  very  g^ave  objections  'and 
considerable  difficulties  to  advancing  the 
whole  of  the  purchase  money,  and  that 
I  see  considerable  difficulties  in  doing 
so.  If  we  only  advance  two- thirds  or 
three-fourths,  we  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  tenant  has  the  money  in  hand 
to  repay  the  remainder,  or  that  he  has 
sufficient  interest  in  the  country  to  be 
able  to  secure  a  loan  of  the  remaining 
portion.  Thus  we  should  get  a  much 
more  thrifty  and  better  class  of  pro- 
prietors than  we  should  if  we  advanced 
the  whole  of  the  purchase  money.  If 
you  advance  only  a  part,  yon  have  other 
parties  besides  the  State  who  are  in- 
terested in  keeping  up  the  annuities; 
whereas,  if  the  Government  should  ad- 
vance, practically,  the  whole  purchase 
money,  the  Government  are  the  only 
persons  concerned  with  the  purchaser  in 
the  transaction,  and  the  securities  are, 
therefore,  reduced.  I  am  bound  to  ad- 
mit, however,  that  those  who  understand 
the  subject  say  that  little  or  nothing  can 
be  done  with  regard  to  the  purchase  of 
farms  by  the  tenants,  unless  the  whole 
sum  is  advanced.  Therefore,  I  reluc- 
tantly come  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
must  go  further  than  has  been  pre- 
viously proposed  we  should  go,  and 
must  advance,  in  some  shape  or  other, 
the  whole  of  the  purchase  money  to  the 
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tenants.  Then  comes  the  question, 
How  is  that  to  be  done,  and  what  is 
the  best  way  to  do  it  ?  Under  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  greater  encouragement  was 
giyen  to  a  tenant  who  sought  for  a  par- 
tial advance  than  to  a  tenant  who 
sought  for  an  advance  of  the  whole  of 
the  purchase  money.  The  tenant  who 
received  an  advance  of  three-fourths 
was  to  receive  the  loan  at  £4  10*.  per 
cent  for  40  years  ;  whereas  a  tenant 
who  received  an  advance  of  the  whole 
amount  was  to  pay  5  per  cent  for  33 
years.  In  their  measure  last  year,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  also  proposed 
that,  when  there  was  an  advance  of  the 
whole  of  the  money  to  the  tenant,  there 
should  be  a  joint  guarantee  supported 
by  a  local  body,  as  well  as  by  the  Go- 
vernment. The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Ashbourne)  said  that 
that  was  unworkable  in  Ireland,  and  I 
admit  that  there  are  considerable  diffi- 
culties in  the  way;  but  I  venture  to 
think  it  would  get  over  the  political  and 
financial  difficulty  which  I  have  tried  to 
point  out  better  than  any  other  method, 
for  not  only  should  we  get  better  se- 
curity for  our  money,  but  there  would 
be  a  local  body  interested  in  seeing 
after  the  farm,  and  having  full  know- 
ledge of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
new  occupier.  They  would  be  enlisted 
on  the  side  of  the  payment  of  the  an- 
nuity, and  it  would  be  an  important 
consideration  to  have  a  kind  of  buffer 
between  the  Imperial  Government  and 
the  new  occupier.  I  regret,  therefore, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  thought 
this  local  guarantee  could  not  be 
adopted  now  ;  but  if  there  are  diffi- 
culties at  the  present  time,  then,  at 
some  future  time,  when  there  will  be, 
as  I  sincerely  hope,  strong  local  bodies 
formed  in  Ireland,  as  in  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  this  idea  of  local 
guarantee  will,  I  think,  be  again  re- 
vived. It  has  been  said,  with  reference 
to  a  local  guarantee,  that  a  ratepayer  in 
Ireland  would  resent  very  much  paying 
for  the  deficiencies  and  delinquencies  of 
his  neighbour ;  but  surely  the  taxpayer 
who  lives  in  a  remote  part  of  Scotland 
or  England  would  have  greater  ground 
of  complaint  if  he  had  to  pay  for  the 
deficiencies  of  an  Irish  owner.  Again, 
the  terms  on  which  advances  are  to  be 
made  may  be  too  liberal,  and  may  prac- 
tically offer  a  bribe,  tending  to  drive 
persons  whom  you  do  not  want  to  be- 
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come  owners  into  becoming  owners.  I 
am  willing  to  admit,  however,  that  the 
terms  offered  are  too  onerous,  and  will 
not  encourage  them  to  come  forward. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  proposes 
that  the  whole  of  the  purchase  money 
should  be  advanced,  and  that  oue-fifth 
shall  be  retained  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion— the  body  which  is  to  represent  the 
Government.  With  regard  to  the  one- 
fifth  being  retained  and  the  manner  of 
dealing  with  it,  I  do  not  object  to  the 
proposals,  assuming  that  the  whole  of 
the  purchase  money  is  to  be  advanced 
without  guarantee.  It  is  only  another 
way  of  advancing  four-fifths  with  good 
security.  By  advancing  the  whole  of 
the  purchase  money,  you  prevent  the 
tenants  from  falling  into  the  hands  of 
usurers,  who  would  seek  to  obtain  a 
high  rate  of  interest  for  their  advances, 
and  thus  you  will  increase  the  security 
of  the  State.  The  object  should  be  to 
encourage  the  thrifty  and  intelligent 
tenant  to  become  an  owner,  and  not  to 
draw  into  your  net  a  thriftless  or  bad 
tenant.  To  this  part  of  the  scheme, 
therefore,  I  do  not  propose  to  offer  any 
hostile  criticism.  I  now  come  to  the 
period  of  the  advance,  which  I  look  upon 
as  the  most  important  part  of  the 
scheme.  I  think  that  great  danger  may 
arise  if  proper  terms  are  not  made  for 
the  repayment  of  the  loan.  In  order  to 
test  this  part  of  the  scheme,  I  will  com- 
pare the  annuity  which  the  tenant  will 
have  to  pay  under  the  provisions  of  this 
measure  with  the  amount  of  his  present 
rent.  Upon  this  point  I  maintain  that  if 
you  give  the  tenants  too  great  an  advan- 
tage over  those  who  are  simply  occupiers, 
you  will  draw  within  the  operation  of 
your  measure  men  whom  you  would 
rather  not  see  owners  of  their  holdings, 
and  you  will  create  great  political  dan- 
gers in  the  future  in  times  of  national 
agitation.  In  dealing  with  this  point  you 
will  have  to  take  into  consideration 
three  conditions  of  things — first,  the 
number  of  years'  purchase  which  the 
landlord  ought  fairly  to  receive ;  secondly, 
the  period  during  which  the  payment 
ought  to  be  spread  over ;  and,  thirdly, 
the  actual  amount  of  the  sum  to  be 
repaid.  Of  course,  a  great  deal  will 
turn  upon  what  may  be  considered  the 
fair  value  which  the  landlord  may  ex- 
pect to  get  for  land  in  Ireland,  and  this 
will  largely  depend  upon  the  market 
price  of  land  in  that  country.     Then, 
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again,  there  is  a  danger  that  the  Bill, 
in  consequence  of  the  provisions  con- 
tained in  it  dealing  with  this  matter, 
will  tend  to  an  interference  with  and 
institute  an  artificial  increase  as  regards 
the  value  of  land ;  for  if  you  lengthen 
the  period  of  repayment  unduly,  or 
diminish  too  much  the  rate  of  interest, 
you  will  artificially  increase  the  value 
of  property,  and  will  throw  a  consider- 
able difficulty  in  the  way  of  arriving  at 
the  actual  value  of  land  in  the  country, 
besides  preventing  a  rapid  absorption  of 
the  debt.  As  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  the 
fair  value  of  his  land  in  Ireland  which 
the  landlord  expects  to  obtain  is  some- 
thing under  20  years'  purchase,  which, 
owing  to  the  difficulties  of  the  last  few 
years,  your  Lordships  will  find  is  the 
outside  price  of  land  in  that  country. 
Under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  the  tenant  is 
to  repay  the  advance  in  49  years,  at  the 
rate  of  4  per  cent  on  the  total  sum, 
which  is  to  include  principal  and  in- 
terest. In  order  to  see  how  the  pro- 
visions of  the  measure  will  work,  let  us 
take  the  case  of  a  tenant  who  pays  £100 
a-year  rent.  That  rent,  at  20  years' 
purchase,  represents  a  capital  value  of 
£2,000.  In  order  to  repay  the  advance 
and  interest,  therefore,  the  tenant  will 
have  to  pay  £80  per  annum  for  49  years, 
to  which  must  be  added  £7  10#.  as  the 
landlord's  share  of  the  rates  and  taxes, 
which  the  tenant  will  then  have  to  pay, 
in  addition  to  his  own  share  of  them, 
making  a  total  payment  by  the  tenant 
of  £87  10«.  per  annum,  instead  of  £100 
per  annum,  which  he  now  pays.  In 
some  cases,  however,  the  landlord  may 
be  willing  to  sell  for  15  years'  purchase, 
or  even  less,  and  then  the  tenants  will 
only  have  to  pay  £67  10#.  per  annum. 
The  consequence  is,  that  you  will  draw 
in  a  very  leurge  number  of  tenants 
within  the  operation  of  the  measure, 
if  you  show  them  that  they  can  obtain 
such  an  enormous  boon  as  a  reduction 
of  their  rent  by  £32  10«.  per  annum. 
I  think  that  this  is  too  great  a  bribe 
to  offer.  In  these  circumstances,  there- 
fore, I  should  prefer  a  different  scale  of 
repayment,  under  which  the  tenant  shall 
pay  £4  10«.  percent,  and  the  repayment 
to  be  spread  over  a  period  of  40  years 
only.  Of  course,  a  great  deal  depends 
upon  the  number  of  years'  purchase 
allowed.  If  it  is  20  years  it  is  much  too 
little.    Twenty-five  years  is  sufficient; 
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but  the  period  proposed  by  the  Bill— 49 
years — is  much  too  long  a  period.    That 
would  entail  a  dissatisfaction  as  regards 
other  rents,  and  would  be  anew  danger. 
It  is  a  new  thing  to  spread  the  repay- 
ment of  an  advance  of  this  kind  over  a 
period  of  49  years,  and  I  object  to  so 
long  a  period,    as  it  prolongs   all  the 
risks  that  the  State  must  run,  besides 
creating  a  new  and  very  grave  danger 
to  landlords  who  do  not  wish  to  sell, 
and  whose  tenants  will  naturally  object 
to  pay  £100  a-year  rent,   when  their 
neighbours  are  only  paying  from  £67 
10«.  to  £87  109.  for  the  fee  simple  of 
their  land.     On  the  other  hand,  if  the 
annuities,  taken  together  with  the  rates 
and  taxes,  are  made  to  amount  to  some- 
where about  the  same  sum  as  the  present 
rent,    the  difficulties  and    dangers  to 
which  I  refer  will  not  be  created.  Then 
the  security  is  to  be  that  of  the  Irish 
Ohurch  Surplus.      That  is  certainly  a 
novel  way  of  applying  that  rather  elastic 
fund.    It  has  oeen  constantly  resorted 
to  when  the  Government  have  been  in 
difficulty,  and  wished  to  make  a  grant 
to  Ireland  without  coming  on  the  tax- 
payers of  the  United  Kingdom;  but, 
hitherto,   all  payments  have  had  to  be 
made  in  specific  sums.     We  have  had 
Intermediate    Education,    Emigration, 
Schools,  and  Arrears  of  Bent.     But  in 
all  these  cases,  where  money  has  been 
granted,  the  amount  has  been  definite. 
This  Bill,  however,  will,  on  the  other 
hand,  lock  up  the  whole  surplus  of  the 
Church  Fund  for  49  years  to  meet  the 
claims  imder  this  measure.      It  is  an 
entirely  new  principle,    and  I  believe 
that,  of  itself,  it  will  cause  great  dissatis- 
faction in  Ireland.     I  sincerely  trustthe 
tenants  will  pay  ;  but,  if  thev  do  not 
pay,   or  do  not   generally    adopt  this 
scheme  of  purchase — and  I  do  not  think 
they  will — as  possibly  they  may  be  con- 
tent with  their  present  tenure,  which  is 
on  extremely  liberal  terms,  the  whole  of 
the    rest  of    the    Ohurch    Surplus  of 
£750,000  will  be  locked  up,  for  the  sake 
of  a  few  thousands  borrowed,  and  Ire- 
land will  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  s 
fund  which  might  do  material  good  to 
the  country  in  various  ways.     Upon  this 
point  I  hope    your  Lordships  will  he 
furnished  with    some    explanation,  or 
possibly  some  defence,  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
I    now  come    to  the  question  of  the 
tribunal  which  is  to  work  this  measure ; 
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and,  if  in  nothing  else,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  unless  a  satisfactory,  loyal,  and 
intelligent  tribunal  is  found  to  work  the 
measure,  the  Bill,  notwithstanding  the 
facilities  given  by  the  removal  of  tech- 
nicalities, will,  probably,  become  a  dead 
letter,  like  its  predecessors,  and  will  end 
in  failure.  I  do  not  deny  that  the 
Church  Commissioners  have  done  their 
work  with  great  energy  and  diligence, 
and  with  much  credit  to  themselves; 
hut  it  must  be  recollected  that  they  have 
hitherto  succeeded  in  a  peculiar  way, 
and  the  money  was  got  in  under  great 
pressure.  I  think  the  noble  andleamed 
Lord  has  done  quite  right  not  to  inter- 
fere with  what  has  been  recently  decided 
in  Parliament — namely,  to  put  this  power 
in  the  hands  of  .the  Land  Commis- 
sioners rather  than  in  those  of  the 
Estates  Courts  Judge.  I  think  the  Land 
Commissioners,  though  not  more  sue- 
ceesfuly  have  had  great  difficulties  to 
contend  with.  They  have  been  extremely 
oocupied  with  their  pressing  duties,  and 
I  think  that  they  will  be  able  to  conduct 
this  with  skill,  energy,  and  loyalty. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  what  are  his  intentions 
with  regard  to  these  Commissioners  ?  I 
presume  that  he  intends  that  these  two 
new  Commissioners  whom  he  proposes 
to  appoint  shall  be  made  available  for 
the  ordinary  work  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion— that  they  will  go  to  various  parts  of 
the  country  to  hear  appeals.  That  is  a 
very  important  fact.  I  have  full  con- 
fidence that  any  responsible  Government 
will  feel  the  necessity  of  appointing 
men  who  are  impartial  and  competent  to 
discharge  these  very  onerous  duties. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  referred  to 
this  very  onerous  duty  last  night,  and 
to  the  great  danger  arising  in  Ireland, 
if  new  Commissioners  are  appointed 
with  views  totally  at  variance  with  the 
present  Commissioners.  I  quite  agree 
with  that,  for  nothing  would  more  shake 
the  confidence  which,  I  believe,  exists  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  in  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Commissioners,  than  the 
introduction  of  elements  of  discord  into 
their  body  from  the  introduction  of  two 
men  of  very  strong  views.  I  point  out 
this,  not  in  the  belief  that  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  put  men  in  this  office  who 
would  take  up  this  position.  I  do  not 
attach  any  importance  to  the  rumours 
going  about  London,  for,  having  had 
experience  of  more  than  ei^ht  years  in 


Dublin,  I  know  that  when  these  appoint- 
ments are  about  to  be  made  these 
rumours  are  afloat,  and  are  devoid  of 
foundation.  I,  therefore,  believe  that 
the  Govemrment  will  appoint  the  proper 
men  to  fulfil  these  important  posts ;  but  I 
think  it  right  to  refer  to  the  grave  effect 
of  any  miscarriage  of  the  kind  to  which  I 
have  referred.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
that  Parliament  will  have  a  right  to  de- 
mand, before  this  Bill  becomes  law,  to 
know  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  who 
are  to  fill  the  Offices.  In  my  own 
opinion  both  of  them  should  be  laymen. 
I  was,  I  must  confess,  somewhat  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
considers  it  necessary  that  two  Commis- 
sioners should  be  appointed.  Perhaps 
it  is  because  that,  in  Ireland,  appoint- 
ments go  something  in  the  nature  of 
see-saw.  No  confidence  is  reposed  un- 
less an  appointment  is  given,  one  to  one 
side  and  one  to  the  other — one  to  one 
religion  and  one  to  the  other  religion. 
I  should  have  thought  that  one  able  and 
impartial  Commissioner  might  have  been 
found  to  command  the  confidence  of  all 
Parties.  A  man,  no  doubt,  difficult  to 
find  in  Ireland,  but  not  impossible,  and 
one,  I  think,  which  would  have  been 
amply  sufficient  to  carry  out  this  ex- 
periment, large  as  it  may  be.  The  legal 
difficulties  as  to  the  sale  of  land  should 
be  diminished  as  much  as  possible,  and 
in  this  respect  I  am  glad  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  Mr.  Trevelyan's  Bill  have  been 
embodied  in  this  measure ;  but  there  are 
some  difficulties  which  I  do  not  see  how 
the  Bill  will  meet.  Take  the  case  of 
large  rent-charges,  for  instance.  How 
does  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  intend 
to  deal  with  these  charges?  If  you 
break  up  an  estate  into  50  plots,  this 
difficulty  will  be  greatly  increased.  How 
does  he  intend  to  deal  with  that  ?  Does 
he  intend  to  commute  in  cases  of  this 
sort.  I  do  not  see  any  machinery  in  the 
Bill  intended  to  de^  with  them,  and  the 
consequence  may  be  that  a  mortgagor 
may  foreclose,  and  thus  put  an  end  to  the 
matter.  There  is  another  point  to  which 
I  wish  to  refer.  An  owner  of  an  estate 
wishes  to  dispose  of  three  or  five  farms 
out  of  50.  These  are  all-important 
points  which  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
bringing  before  your  Lordships.  I  have, 
however,  made  these  criticisms  in  no 
hostile  spirit ;  for  it  would  give  me  the 
greatest  satisfaction,  if  a  Bill  of  the  kind 
on  sound  principles  were  carried  through 
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Parliament,  that  it  should  be  a  success. 
A  great  deal  depends  on  the  condition 
of  Ireland.  If  Ireland  is  prosperous 
and  law  and  order  are  maintained  in 
that  country,  if  intimidation  is  kept 
down,  and  if  men  of  various  classes  may 
follow  their  lawful  occupations  without 
interference  from  voluntary  and  unlaw- 
ful associations,  then  I  think  this  Bill 
will  have  some  chance  of  success,  and 
certainly  no  one  wishes  it  more  success 
than  I  do. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBUKY: 
My  Lords,  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  be 
otherwise  than  g^ratified  by  the  way  in 
which  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  has  dealt  with  the  Bill 
laid  before  your  Lordships.  Neither 
can  we  fail  to  appreciate  the  valuable 
character  of  the  observations  he  has  ad- 
dressed to  us  with  regard  to  it.  The 
Bill  is  one  that,  at  first  sight,  will  no 
doubt  excite  astonishment  and  perhaps 
misgiving  by  the  unusual  character  of 
the  provisions  which  it  contains;  but 
those  provisions  it  shares  with  a  Bill  in- 
troduced to  the  House  of  Commons  last 
year,  and  therefore  they  have  received 
the  sanction  of  the  highest  authority. 
The  idea  of  allowing  a  tenant  to  purchase 
his  holding,  and  advancing  to  him  the 
whole  of  the  purchase  money,  and  allow- 
ing him  to  pay  it  off  by  the  manipulation 
of  the  public  credit  by  no  other  process 
than  continuing  to  pay  his  existing  rent 
for  a  oertain  number  of  years,  does,  un- 
doubtedly, seem  a  process  which  requires 
some  vindication ;  and  it  would  not  be 
acceptable  to  Parliament  except  on  the 
highest  authority.  I  am  glad  to  say  on 
the  present  occasion  that  that  authority 
does  not  exist.  Two  or  three  years  ago 
a  Committee  of  this  House  was  ap- 
pointed, and  it  was  placed,  at  the  instance 
of  a  noble  Friend  who  is  here,  under  the 
Ohairmanship  of  one  who  is  no  longer 
among  us,  but  one  of  the  ablest,  most 
acute,  and  most  impartial  men  who  ever 
sat  in  this  House— one  who  knew  Ire- 
land well,  and  who  was  thoroughly  com- 
petent to  measure  the  effect  of  any 
legislation  that  was  proposed  for  that 
country.  It  is  a  great  recommendation 
of  this  measure  that  it  comes  with  the 
imprimatur  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(the  late  Earl  Oairns).  And  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  it  is  an  advantage 
almost  equal  that  we  have  the  approval 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down, 
who  occupied  a  position  the  duty  of 
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which  he  lifted  much  above  ordinaiy 
Party  struggles.  I  think  the  general 
verdict  of  his  countrymen  is  that  he 
acted  up  to  his  duty,  and  to  the  model 
he  was  bound  to  set  before  him.  He 
has  shown — while  we  differ  from  him 
much — we  have  not  followed  the  whole 
of  his  policy — in  fact,  in  this  House, 
more  than  once,  we  have  felt  it  oar 
duty  to  resist  it  according  to  our 
conscientious  convictions — stul,  we  oa 
this  side  think  that  he  has  shown, 
through  the  course  of  his  Viceroyalty,  a 
high  and  manly  courage,  and  that  he 
administered  his  functions  with  the 
fairest  and  most  equitable  intentions, 
which  have  been  as  much  recognized 
upon  this  side  of  the  House  as  upon  that. 
.It  is  a  great  advantage  that  the  main 
principle  of  the  Bill  comes  with  the  im- 
primatur of  two  such  men  as  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  and  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  late  Earl  Oairns).  I 
have  only  risen  to  deal  with  the  principal 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl,  not  indeed 
fatal  in  itself  to  the  Bill,  but  rather  com- 
plaining of  an  omission  in  the  BUI  which 
raises  some  important  and  far-reaching 
principles.  The  noble  Earl  approved  of 
most  of  our  provisions ;  but  he  lamented 
that  we  had  not  the  guarantee  which  he 
thought  might  have  been  provided  bj 
some  arrangements  of  local  government 
He  indicated  the  kind  of  local  govern- 
ment he  meant ;  and,  to  protect  his  ob- 
servation from  misinterpretation,  he  said 
that  it  was  the  sort  of  local  government 
that  ought  to  prevail  in  this  country  as 
well  as  in  Ireland.  His  belief  evidently 
was  that  such  local  bodies,  if  set  up, 
would  furnish  a  valuable  buffer  between 
the  State  and  the  tenant,  and  would  also 
furnish  a  guarantee  on  which  the  State 
could  rely.  That  is  an  argument  which 
will  require  very  carefully  weighing  be- 
fore it  can  be  accepted.  We  must  not 
judge  local  bodies  as  they  would  be  in 
Ireland  by  what  we  know  of  the  work- 
ing of  similar  institutions  in  this  countiy. 
Local  bodies  will  eminently  share  the 
passions,  the  feelings,  and  the  interests 
of  the  particular  local  community  by 
which  they  are  elected ;  and  if  they  aie 
elected  by  tenants,  the  greater  part  of 
whom  are  indebted  to  the  State,  I  am 
afraid  the  idea  that  their  sympathies 
will  be  with  the  creditor  state  rather  than 
with  the  debtor  tenant  is  somewhat  far- 
fetched and  unjustified.  If  local  bodies 
were  to  declare  themselves,  if  I  may  so 
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put  it,  on  the  side  of  the  State,  they 
would,  no  doubt,  be  a  valuable  buffer 
between  the  State  and  its  debtors,  and 
withdraw  from  the  State  some  of  that 
unpopularity  which  the  exaction  of  debt 
in  every  country,  and  especially  in  Ire- 
land, is  sure  to  exeite.  But  if,  as  is  more 
likely,  their  sympathies  will  be  with  the 
non-paying  tenant,  you  will  only  be  pro- 
viding an  organ  by  which  the  resistance 
of  the  tenant  can  be  made  more  dan- 
gerous and  powerful.     I  am  afraid  the 
local  body  would    gather  to  itself  an 
organized  resistance    with    which    you 
would  find  it  rather  difficult  to   deal. 
This  is  a  question  of  extreme  importance, 
and  I  earnestly  hope  that  those  who  have 
a  knowledge  of  Ireland,   and  are  in- 
terested in  its  welfare,  will  weigh  well 
before  they  attach  too  much  importance 
to  the  idea  that  they  can  constitute  local 
bodies  freely  elected  by  the  population 
in  Ireland  which  will  range  themselves 
on  the  side  of  the  State.  There  is  another 
consideration  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
alluded  which  has  considerable  weight — 
the  dislike  of  people  to  pay  rates  in  order 
to  make  good  the  shortcomings  of  other 
people.     If  your  local  body  is  made  to 
furnish  a  guarantee,  of  course  the  rate- 
payers will  have  to  make  it  good ;  so 
that,  when  the  tenants  are  behind  with 
their  payments,  the  ratepayers  will  look 
to  it  that  they  were  made.     On   this 
point,  I  only  turn  to  a  question  of  ex- 
perience.    Your  Lordships  will  remem- 
ber what  took  place  on  the  abolition  of 
church  rates  15  years  ago.     The  prin- 
ciple was  to  make  it  no  longer  compulsory 
to  pay  church   rates.     In  parish  after 
parish,  one  or  two  ratepayers  only,  gene- 
rally the  Railway  Companies,  declined  to 
pay  the  rates  ;  and  the  result  was,  in 
almost  every  instance,  that  the  parish 
having  to  pay  for  them,  church  rates  were 
abolished  because  the  rest  of  the  rate- 
payers absolutely  declined  to  pay  for  the 
shortcomings  of  other  people.     It  would 
be  an  analogous  feeling  that  would  be 
raised  if  the  ratepayers  had  to  pay  for 
some  of  the  shortcomings  of  some  of  the 
debtor  tenants.     There  are  one  or  two 
other  observations  in  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  to  which  I  may  refer.     For 
instance,  he  found  fault  with  our  scheme, 
because  we  have  assumed  that,  in  a  num- 
ber of  years,  the  rate  of  purchase  would 
be  higher  than  at  present.     I  hope  that 
the  effect  of  this  measure,  if  it  passes, 
will  be  that  it  will  produce  that  state  of 


things,  and  that  it  will  tend  to  raise  the 
number  of  years*  purchase  that  can  be 
obtained  for  land  in  Ireland.     But  what 
is  the  cause  of  its  low  value  ?    If  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  so,  without  introducing 
controversial  matter,   I  think  that  the 
legislation  of  the  last  few  years  is  account- 
able for  the  low  rate  of  purchase  now 
prevailing.  The  noble  Earl  also  demurred 
to  our  use  of  the  Church  Surplus ;  and 
his  first  objection  was,  we  had  not  fixed 
the  sum  which  we  were  going  to  draw 
from  it  as  had  been  done  before.     If  you 
take  out  of  a  certain  sum  a  number  of 
fixed  sums,  a  point  at  last  must  come 
when  the  residue  has  to  be  applied.   We 
have  got  to  the  bottom  of  this  "Widow's 
Cruse,"  which  has  furnished   such  in- 
cessant supplies,  and  I  suppose  no  future 
Legislature  will  be  able  to  obtain  a  por- 
tion of  this  inexhaustible  resource.     The 
inevitable  result  of  that  is,  that  the  clause 
must  be  indefinite,  and  the  sum  taken 
uncertain.     Nor  can  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  that  this  is  an  improper  ap- 
plication  of  the  Church  Surplus.     He 
must  recollect  our  debate  in  1869,  as  to 
the  application  of  the  surplus.     He  will 
remember  that  originally  it  was  provided 
the  fund  should  be  applied  to  **  inevitable 
suffering  and  distress ;  "  but  after  much 
conflict  that  provision  was  struck  out, 
and  it  was  left  to  the  future  judgment 
of  Parliament  to  decide  the  application 
of  the  fund.     But,  surely,  if  any  human 
beings  have  experienced  inevitable  suf- 
fering and  distress,  to  which  they  have 
been  reduced  by  Act  of  Parliament,  it  is 
the  Irish  landlords.  I  could  add  to  them, 
not  less  surely,  the  unfortunate  tenants 
whose  means  of  subsistence  have  been, 
to  so  large  an  extent,  destroyed  by  the 
state  of  disorder  and  lawlessness  into 
which  society  has  been  thrown,  and  of 
which  many  of  them  were  not  in  any  way 
the    cause.      They,    equally    with    the 
landlords,  claim  our  sympathies.     I  pray 
you,  my  Lords,  not  to  look  upon  this  Bill 
as  a  final  and  complete  measure,   or  as 
anything  which  affects  to  be  a  panacea 
for  the  evils  from  which  Ireland  is  suf- 
fering.    It  is  an    experiment,    and    a 
further  experiment,  on  the  path  which 
many  have  travelled ;  and  I  trust,  from 
what  we  have  now  learned  by  the  failures 
of  the  past,  that  this  experiment  will  at 
last  succeed.     If  it  does  succeed  it  will 
give  birth  to  further  legislation  in  the 
same  direction  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt,  in 
that  future  time,  that  Parliament  will 
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take  care  that  all  the  precautions  ne- 
cessary to  prevent  its  liberality  going  too 
far  and  defeating  the  object  in  view  shall 
be  taken.  There  is  no  doubt  that  if  the 
great  good  we  seek  is  to  be  attained,  it 
must  be  by  measures  on  a  considerably 
larger  scale  than  we  have  yet  taken.  The 
defence  of  this  Bill  is  not  so  much,  that 
the  measure  is  a  remedy  for  the  evils 
under  which  Ireland  labours,  as  a  means 
of  ascertaining  the  mode  in  which  a 
remedy  can  be  applied.  Again  and 
again  we  have  tried  to  ascertain  it,  and 
again  and  again  we  have  failed.  I 
earnestly  join  in  the  concluding  words 
of  the  noble  Earl — that  it  is  on  con- 
dition that  Ireland  obtains  those  bless- 
ings by  which  alone  industrial  life  can 
be  maintained  that  any  success  can  be 
hoped  for  this  Bill.  If  a  condition  of  dis- 
order is  to  be  perpetuated ;  if  men  cannot 
pursue  their  daily  toil  free  from  the  dan- 
ger of  molestation  and  intimidation,  and 
cannot  exercise  their  rights  under  the 
protection  of  the  law  ;  if  the  Government 
is  not  administered  equally,  firmly, 
strongly,  and  justly,  then  I  fear  that 
this  Bill,  or  indeed  any  Bill  inspired  by 
the  same  hopes,  must  inevitably  fail. 
But  it  is  because  we  still  cherish  the 
hope  that  there  is  before  Ireland  a  future 
in  which  these  conditions  will  be  ful- 
filled that  we  also  express  with  confidence 
our  hope  that  this  Bill  will  meet  with 
success. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
it  is  impossible,  after  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Vice- 
roy of  Ireland  (Earl  Spencer),  not  to  feel 
that  this  Bill  is  full  of  dangers  to  the 
country.  I  observe,  however,  that  my 
noble  Friend  did  not  oppose  the  Bill, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  concluded  by  bless- 
ing it,  and  he  further  stated  that  he 
earnestly  hoped  it  would  succeed;  but 
none  of  the  dangers  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  referred  can  arise  unless  the  Bill 
succeeds,  and  succeeds  on  a  large  scale. 
The  political  danger  which  my  noble 
Friend  pointed  out  has  long  been  a 
familiar  one  to  your  Lordships*  minds — 
that  of  the  State  becoming,  on  an  ex- 
tensive scale,  the  landlord  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  that  danger  cannot  arise  unless 
this  Bill  succeeds  to  an  extent  and  on  a 
scale  that  none  of  us  at  present  antici- 
pate. I  cannot  help  asking  why  it  is 
that  such  dangerous  experiments  as  this 
have  become  necessary  in  Ireland  ?  Let 
jne  direct  your  Lordships'  attention  to  a 

The  Marquess  of  Salishury 


few  facts  about  which  there  neither  can 
nor  should  be  any  controversy,  and  not 
to  matters  of  opinion.   The  first  is  this — 
that  the  ownership  of  agricultural  land 
in  Ireland — I  say  agricultural  land,  be- 
cause, of  course,  the  observation  does 
not  apply  so  strictly  to  urban  land,  or 
land  half  urban  and  half  agricultural — 
the   ownership  of    purely  agricultural 
land  has  become  practically  unsaleable 
in  Ireland.       The  noble  and    learned 
Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Lord  Ash- 
bourne) has  brought  forward  facts  which 
are  incontestable.     He  has  shown  that, 
up  to  1881,  the  date  of  the  passing  of 
the  Irish  Land  Act,  land  was  saleable 
in  Ireland  at  a  fair  price.     The  average 
ssdes,     according     to     the  noble    and 
learned  Lord,  then  amounted  in  value 
to  £1,500,000  a-year.     He  went  on  to 
point  out  this  most  significant  fact — 
that  in  every  subsequent  year  the  sales 
of  agricultural  land  have    steadily  di- 
minished,  until,    last  year,    the    sales 
amounted  only  to  a  few  hundred  thou- 
sand   pounds,   composed,    to    a    great 
extent,   no   doubt,  of  urban  property. 
Why  is  it  that  people  have  ceased  to  be 
willing  to  purchase  land  in  Ireland? 
A  number  of  my  old  Friends  in  this 
House  have  said  that  agricultural  dis- 
tress is  the  cause.     Well,  there  is  one 
answer  to  that  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
conclusive.       While  the  ownership  of 
land  has  become  unsaleable,  the  occu- 
pancy of  land  which  is  purely  agricul- 
tural has  rise^  enormously  in  value.    I 
say  that,  if  the  unsaleability  of  land  is 
due  to  agricultural  distress,  it  is  im- 
possible' that  this  contrast  should  exist. 
I  do  not  know  whether  your  Lordships 
noticed  a  fortnight    ago    a    statement 
bearing  upon  this  point  in  Ths  Tim$t. 
A  property  was  exposed  for  sale  in  Ire- 
land, and  no  bid  beyond  two  or  three 
years'  purchase  was  received  for  it,  and 
the  property  was  therefore  withdrawn. 
It    was    mentioned,   I  believe,   at  the 
same  time,   and  with  reference  to  the 
same  property,  that  the  occupancy  of  a 
holding  was  put  up  for  sale.     There 
was  an  eager  and  contentious  bidding 
for  it,  and  the  occupancy,    which  was 
rented  at  £80,   was  sold  to   the  new 
tenant  for  between   £800    and    £900. 
Those  few  facts  show  that  the  ownership 
of  land  has  become  unsaleable,  and  that 
tho  occupancy  of  land  has  risen  enor- 
mously in  value.    Is  not-  the  conclusion 
to  be  derived  from  these  two  facts  per- 
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fectly  plain  ?  Your  legislation  has  ren- 
dered ownership,  as  compared  with 
occupancy,  an  unsaleable  article.  The 
block  in  the  land  market  arises  from 
this — that  the  article  which  joa  sell  is 
not  worth  a  man's  while  to  purchase. 
An  utter  want  of  confidence  in  the 
stability  of  our  legislative  wisdom  and 
principles  as  regards  ownership  is  the 
real  cause  of  the  block.  There  can  be 
no  question  about  it.  Taking  the  two 
facts  I  have  mentioned  —  namely,  the 
utter  unsaleability  of  ownership,  and 
the  high  value  of  occupancy,  and  look- 
ing at  the  effect  of  your  legislation,  can 
you  for  a  moment  doubt  what  the  cause 
of  the  block  is  ?  The  noble  Earl  the  late 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  used  in  his 
speech  a  word  which  I  should  not  have 
used  myself,  but  which,  at  the  same 
time,  I  believe  is  strictly  applicable  in 
the  present  instance.  He  said  that  the 
Bill  provides  tenants  with  a  bribe  to 
put  themselves  into  ownership.  I  quite 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that  it  is  a 
real  and  serious  danger  to  offer  an  im- 
mense bribe  to  every  tenant  in  Ireland  ; 
but  if  you  are  to  try  this  experiment,  I 
do  not  myself  see  how  you  are  to  avoid 
applying  it  to  the  impecunious  and  lazy, 
as  well  as  to  the  industrious  and  skilled. 
There  is  another  fact  to  which  I  wish  to 
direct  the  attention  of  your  Lordships, 
and  which  is  a  further  indication  of  the 
block  in  the  land  market.  I  refer  to 
the  fact  that  all  improvements  by  land- 
lords are  stopped  in  Ireland.  No  man 
with  any  sense  now  lays  out  a  sixpence  on 
his  land  in  that  country,  except  that 
which  is  in  his  own  occupation.  Is  not 
that  a  most  melancholy  state  of  affairs  ? 
The  landlords,  in  times  past,  laid  out 
large  sums  of  money  for  the  improve- 
ment of  their  land,  and  the  progress  of 
events  tended  more  and  more  to  an  in- 
crease of  improvements.  The  evidence 
taken  before  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mittee was  clear  upon  that  point  — 
namely,  that  a  yearly-increasing  num- 
ber of  landlords  had  gone  in  for  agri- 
cultural improvements  in  order  to  en- 
courage their  tenantry.  Now,  I  say 
that  every  shilling  is  stopped  and  every 
tendency  on  the  part  of  landlords  to 
improve  their  land  has  been  absolutely 
terminated.  I  am  not  directing  tlie 
attention  of  the  House  to  theoretical 
objections,  but  I  am  looking  to  prac- 
tical effects.  One  particular  clause  of 
the  Land  Act  was  fatal  to  the  carrying 


out  of  improvements;  but  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, I  may  say,  did  not  intend  to  stop 
them.  It  was  provided  that,  after  the 
judicial  rent  had  been  fixed,  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  might  agree  upon  a 
farther  sum,  as  interest  on  improve- 
ments, and  it  was  further  laid  down 
that  the  rent  should  be  revisable  every 
15  years.  Now,  if  you  wish  to  make 
improvements  in  Ireland  under  that 
law,  you  must  charge  a  rate  of  interest 
which  will  recoup  you  your  capital  with 
interest  during  15  years,  and  not  less 
than  8  or  10  per  cent  is  requisite  for 
that  purpose.  I  need  hardly  say  that 
this  is  an  additional  rent  charge  upon 
the  tenants  which  very  few  will  be  will- 
ing to  pay.  My  noble  Friend  the  late 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  seems  to 
anticipate  a  very  dangerous  success  on 
the  part  of  this  measure.  I  suppose, 
however,  Parliament  will  keep  this 
matter  in  its  own  hands.  This  Bill 
commits  us,  I  think,  to  £5,000,000 
sterling.  If  we  find  there  is  a  great 
rush  for  the  possession  of  land,  on  the 
easy  terms  the  Goyemment  promise  us, 
we  shall  be  able  to  take  the  steps  we 
may  consider  necessary  in  order  to 
establish  additional  securities  on  that 
behalf.  I,  however,  have  very  great 
doubt  whether  tenants  in  Ireland  will 
be  induced  to  become  owners,  even 
under  this  Bill.  Their  position  as  occu- 
piers is  so  favourable,  as  compared  with 
that  of  the  landlords,  that  they  know  it 
is  infinitely  better  for  them  to  remain 
tenants  than  to  change  that  position 
and  become  landlords.  A  friend  of 
mine  has  told  me  of  a  conversation  he 
once  had  had  with  a  tenant  in  Ireland. 
My  friend  said — *'  Why  don't  you  pur- 
chase this  holding?"  To  which  the 
tenant  replied — "Why  should  I?  I 
have  already  got  a  large  slice  of  the 
property  which  belonged  formerly  to 
my  landlord;  and  I  have  great  hopes 
that  in  course  of  time,  in  consequence 
of  further  political  changes,  I  oiay  get 
another  slice  handed  over  to  me.  Why, 
then,  should  I  change  my  position  of 
tenant  to  that  of  proprietor,  when  the 
position  of  tenant  is  popular,  and  the 
position  of  an  owner  is  exposed  to  all 
sorts  of  risk  and  public  obloquy  ? " 
Those  are  the  reasons  that  prevent  men 
from  going  in  for  the  purchase  of  their 
holdings  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  no  one 
will  purchase  land  that  has  existing 
tenants  upon  it ;  but  men  may  be  per- 
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suaded  to  purchase  their  own  holdings, 
because  it  has  no  tenants  except  them- 
selves, and  they  can  let  the  land  under 
what  are  called  ''future  tenancies?" 
Now,  what  are  the  conditions  of  future 
tenancies?  Certainly,  they  are  not  so 
onerous,  so  complicated,  and  so  limited 
as  in  the  case  of  a  man  who  buys 
land  with  existing  tenancies;  but  the 
owner  who  wishes  to  let  land  which 
is  bought  under  this  law  will  still  be 
under  the  most  grievous  limitations. 
Under  the  Irish  Land  Act  a  man  who 
purchases  land  cannot  let  any  portion  of  it 
without  giving  a  right  of  sale  to  his  tenant. 
That  is  an  intolerable  limitation,  and  no 
man  in  his  senses  would  buy  land  with 
such  a  condition.  I  will  venture  to  make 
a  suggestion  to  the  House — I  cannot,  of 
course,  make  it  to  the  Government,  be- 
cause it  is,  of  course,  impossible  that 
they  should  enter,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  on  any  matter  that  would  raise 
difference  of  opinion — but  I  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  House  that  a  measure  may 
be  passed  that  will  restore,  or  tend,  at 
least,  to  restore,  the  saleability  of  land 
in  Ireland,  without  all  these  great  sacri- 
fices on  the  part  of  the  State,  and  without 
any  risk  of  the  serious  political  dangers 
to  which  allusion  has  been  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant. 
By  the  Land  Act  you  have  secured  a 
large  amount  of  property  to  peasant  oc- 
cupiers ;  it  was  their  interests  you  looked 
to  and  fully  secured.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
speaking  in  regard  to  that  Act,  has  said 
that  there  is  no  country  in  the  world 
which  would  derive  more  profit  from 
the  establishment  of  free  trade  in  land 
than  Ireland,  only  political  difficulties 
stand  in  the  way.  Now,  why  not  enact 
that  every  tenant  who  purchases  his  own 
holding  should  hold  that  land,  not  as  a 
limited,  but  as  an  unlimited  holder  ?  In 
this  way  let  him  feel  that,  in  the  future, 
his  land  will  be  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way  as  land  is  dealt  with  in  England  and 
Scotland.  Irish  Peers  and  Members  of 
Parliament  say  Irish  tenants  do  not  look 
so  far  ahead  ;  but  it  is  to  be  remembered 
that  this  legislation  is  not  confined  to  the 
poorer  class  of  tenants.  It  applies  to  the 
holders  of  farms  of  £3,000  rental,  and 
many  of  them  are  very  intelligent  men, 
and  men  of  some  means.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  if  my  suggestion  were 
acted  on,  and  these  men  were  enabled  to 
become  unlimited  owners,  it  would  do 
much  to  restore  the  value  and  saleability 

The  Duke  of.  Argyll 


of  land  in  Ireland.  You  would  not  have 
to  bribe  men  to  buy  the  land,  and  the 
article,  in  short,  would  be  restored  to  its 
pristine  value — the  value  which  it  has  in 
every  other  country.  The  change  would 
also  free  us  from  these  dangerous  ex- 
periments of  giving  advances,  and  making 
the  State  the  universal  landlord  on  a 
large  scale  for  50  years  or  so.  I  wish  to 
direct  the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to 
one  danger  which  even  the  late  Lord 
Lieutenant  did  not  hit  upon.  It  seems 
to  me  quite  possible  that,  under  this 
Bill,  some  of  the  larger  tenants  in  Ireland 
may  purchase  their  holdings  on  the  very 
favourable  terms  which  you  are  offering, 
and  which  amount,  as  my  noble  Friend 
has  said,  to  a  bribe,  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  sub-dividing  and  sub -letting 
them.  

Earl  SPENOEB  said,  the  sum  was 
limited  to  between  £3,000  and  £5,000. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  That  may 
be  a  holding  which  a  landlord  might 
very  well  sub-let.  The  Irish  Land  Act 
prevents  sub-division  on  the  part  of  a 
tenant;  but,  of  course,  there  is  nothing 
to  prevent  a  landlord  doing  so,  and  he 
may  divide  a  holding  as  much  as  he 
pleases.  This  legidation,  therefore, 
among  other  risks,  involves  the  possible 
setting  up  of  small  holdings,  from  the 
rents  of  which  those  who  purchase  under 
this  Bill  may  derive  large  profits.  I 
shall  not,  neither  do  I  wish  to,  oppose 
the  Bill;  it  is  an  experiment  that  I 
heartily  wish  to  succeed ;  but  if  it  suc- 
ceeds on  a  large  scale.  Parliament  may 
have  to  legislate  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  or  evading  the  serious  conse- 
quences that  may  follow  from  its  opera- 
tion, and  to  which  it  is  calculated  to  give 
rise. 

Lord  OARLINGFORD:  My  Lord?, 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
has  made  use  of  this  Bill  to  make  a 
speech  against  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1881,  and  has  expressed  views  upon  it 
against  which  I  shall,  in  a  word  or  two, 
make  a  protest.  He  assumes  that  the 
whole  necessity  for  this  Bill  is  due  to  the 
legislation  of  the  Irish  Land  Act.  The 
noble  Duke  fixes  his  whole  attention  on 
the  Act  of  1881.  What  was  that  Act  ? 
It  does  not  stand  alone  ;  it  was  intended 
to  be,  and  it  has  been,  a  great  and  tren- 
chant remedy  for  the  most  formidable  evils 
that  could  press  upon  a  State.  My  noble 
Friend  thinks  of  nothing  but  the  remedy, 
the  surgical  operation ;  he  pays  no  atten- 
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tion  to  the  disease  that  was  to  be  cured. 
The  Act  of  1881  certainly  has  not  done 
all  we  could  wish ;  but,  in  my  belief,  it 
has  done  a  vast  deal.  It  has  restored 
the  payment  of  rent  in  Ireland  for  one 
thing.  [**0h,  oh!"]  Yes;  speaking 
of  the  country  as  a  whole,  it  has  restored 
the  payment  of  rent  in  Ireland.  The 
Land  Act  has  put  an  end  to  what  was, 
and  would  have  continued  to  be,  a  state 
of  absolute  anarchy  among  the  agricul- 
tural population  of  Ireland  ;  it  has  im- 
proved the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant ;  it  has  greatly  stimulated  indus- 
try ;  and  I  believe,  to  a  great  degree,  it 
has  increased  the  contentment  of  the 
agricultural  population.  [**  No,  no !  "J 
I  admit  that  the  state  of  affairs  is  still 
unsatisfactory  and  not  free  from  danger ; 
but,  considering  the  condition  of  Ireland 
at  the  time  the  Act  was  passed,  and  the 
formidable  agitation  that  has  gone  on 
since,  I  say  that  the  Act  has  done  great 
things.  One  thing,  however,  it  has  not 
done.  It  has  not,  up  to  the  present  time, 
made  land  saleable  in  Ireland.  But  it 
is  no  condemnation  of  the  Act  that  it 
has  not  done  everything  that  we  could 
wish.  In  a  large  part  of  England  land 
is  not  saleable.  The  noble  Duke  passes 
that  fact  by,  with  the  observation  that 
in  Ireland  the  tenant's  property  is  sale- 
able. Yes,  no  doubt  it  is ;  but  that  has 
no  bearing  on  the  causes  of  the  present 
unsaleability  of  the  property  of  the 
landlord. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  I  specially 
dwelt  upon  the  fact  that  the  saleability 
of  land  did  exist  up  to  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Act. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  :  That  is  ex- 
actly the  way  of  putting  the  case  against 
which  I  protest.  Land  was  saleable  in 
Ireland  until  there  came  a  period  of 
agricultural  distress,  and  an  unparalleled 
agitation  set  in  against  a  Land  Law 
which  could  not  be  maintained  without 
radical  change.  I  say  that,  in  that  state 
of  things,  the  Act  has  had  a  most  salu- 
tary effect.  It  was  intended  to  deal  with 
an  agrarian .  agitation  accompanied  by 
crime  and  violence.  The  noble  Duke 
has  no  right  to  talk  of  the  saleability  of 
land  up  to  the  passing  of  the  Act,  as  if 
there  were  nothing  but  the  Act  to  be 
considered.  Land  has  really  become 
unsaleable,  partly  as  a  consequence  of 
the  crisis  produced  by  the  period  of  de- 
pression which  has  visited  the  country, 
and  partly  from  the  existence  of  a  dan- 


gerous agitation,  all  the  evil  results 
of  which  I  freely  admit  the  Land  Act 
has  not  been  able  to  cure.  As  to  the 
other  points  on  which  the  noble  Duke 
condemned  the  Land  Act,  they  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Bill  now  before 
us.  He  spoke  of  the  stoppage  of  improve- 
ments by  landlords ;  but  the  importance 
of  landlords'  improvements  in  Ireland  is 
enormously  exaggerated  by  those  who 
are  accustomed  to  the  system  of  England 
and  Scotland.  The  security  of  tenure 
created  by  the  Land  Act  is  of  far  more 
importance  than  any  diminution  of  those 
improvements.  In  this  respect,  the  Act 
has  done  far  more  for  the  good  of  the 
country,  in  the  way  of  the  tenant's  secu- 
rity, than  landlords'  improvements  could 
possibly  have  done. 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Eedesdale)  :  No,  no,  no. 

Lord  OAELINQFOED  :  Well,  that 
is  a  form  of  argument  to  which  I  can 
hardly  reply.  The  noble  Duke  asks 
whether  it  could  be  expected  that  anyone 
would  buy  land  on  which  the  tenant  had 
the  right  to  sell  his  interest  under  what 
is  called  the  future  tenancy  ?  My  answer 
is  very  simple.  I  appeal  to  any  Ulster 
landlord  in  the  House  to  say  whether 
the  system  of  saleable  tenant  right  has 
not  existed  for  generations  in  that  part 
of  Ireland  which  has  been  most  pros- 
perous, and  where  the  value  of  land  has 
been  highest  ?  I  do  not  desire  to  say 
much  about  the  present  Bill  beyond  this, 
that  I  wish  it  all  possible  success.  I  am 
bound,  however,  in  frankness  to  say  that 
I  greatly  share  some  of  those  misgivings 
which  were  stated  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  late  Viceroy  (Earl  Spencer).  I  fear 
that,  by  this  Bill,  we  are  going  beyond 
the  bounds  of  wisdom  and  prudence  in 
the  enormous  temptations  that  will  be 
held  out  to  Irish  tenants  to  purchase  the 
land  they  occupy.  The  Bill  has  this 
peculiarity — ^that  the  only  check  upon  its 
operation  is  one  that  cannot  act  in  any 
way  upon  the  tenant,  and  can  act  only 
upon  the  landlord.  The  only  check  which 
the  Bill  provides,  over  and  above  the 
checks  which  we  may  believe  to  exist  in 
the  nature  of  the  case,  and  in  which  I 
have  little  confidence — the  only  hope  of 
preventing  an  indiscriminate  operation, 
the  sweeping  into  the  net  of  all  tenants, 
good  and  bad  alike — is  the  retention  in 
the  hands  of  the  State  of  one-fifth  of  the 
purchase  money,  which  the  landlord 
cannot  touch  for  12  years,  and  which  he 
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will  run  the  risk  of  losing  altogether. 
But  that  will  not  in  the  least  affect  the 
desire  of  the  tenant  to  purchase  his  hold- 
ing. Evidently,  we  have  before  us  here 
the  possibility  of  a  very  gr^ive  and 
serious  difficulty.  If  the  tenants  shall 
conyince  themselves  that  they  are  not  to 
get  their  holdings  for  nothing,  or  for 
half  their  value,  an  immense  popular 
movement  may  very  possibly  arise,  under 
the  advice  of  interested  leaders,  for  the 
purchase  of  land,  and  the  risk  of  such  a 
state  of  things  has  been  stated  as  well  as 
it  can  be  by  my  noble  Friend  the  late 
Viceroy.  It  is  not  necessary,  however,  to 
dwell  further  on  the  case  of  landlords 
who  do  not  wish  to  sell,  and  we  know 
that  there  are  proprietors  who  are  con- 
tent with  their  situation.  [**  No,  no ! "] 
I  mean  landlords  who,  in  spite  of  the 
tremendous  difficulties  through  which 
we  have  all  come,  are  content  to  remain 
Irish  landlords.  There  are  landowners 
who  are  attached  to  their  homes  and  pro- 
perty, and  do  not  desire  to  sell  them. 
That  I  state  with  confidence.  But  I  can 
easily  conceive  a  popular  agitation  pro- 
ducing a  state  of  things  in  which  there 
may  be  such  an  amount  of  popular  pres- 
sure brought  to  bear  on  them,  that  they 
will  be  deprived  of  that  freedom  of  action 
which  it  is  desirable  they  should  possess. 
My  Lords,  I  will  not  dwell  upon  these 
imsgivings,  although  I  sincerely  feel 
them  ;  I  hope  that  all  such  forebodings 
may  prove- to  be  without  foundation, 
and  that  the  Bill  will  meet  with  all  the 
success  which  such  an  undertaking  de- 
serves, and  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Ashbourne)  himself  desires. 
Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  wished 
to  bring  back  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  real  issue  before  it.  Beference 
had  been  made  to  the  Land  Act;  but 
that  Act  was  the  established  law  of  the 
land ;  and  it  was  their  Lordships'  duty 
to  give  effect  to  it.  No  discussion  of 
that  Act  would  lead  them  to  a  right  con- 
clusion on  the  question  before  them  ;  but 
he  might  remind  their  Lordships  that 
the  real  character  of  that  Act  had  not 
been,  he  thought,  fully  appreciated  by 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll). 
The  great  aim  of  that  Act  was  to  give 
to  the  Irish  tenant  security  of  tenure. 
When  the  historian  came  to  deal  with 
the  question  he  would  point  to  that, 
and  to  that  alone,  and  would  also  point 
out  that,  before  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act,  the  occupier  of  the  soil  was  a  mere 

Lord  Carlingford 


serf,  who  held  his  position  simply  at  the 
will  of   the  landlord.    Indeed,   it  had 
been  a  not  uncommon  practice  to  write 
a  notice  to   quit  at  the  back  of  each 
receipt  for  rent.     That  state  of  things 
was  altered,  and  the  tenant   was  now 
a  free  man,  and  held  his  land  in  per* 
feet  security.     He  did  not  wish  to  say 
one  word  in  hostility  to  the  measure  of 
his  noble  and   learned    Friend    (Lord 
Ashbourne),  and  he  did  not  intend  to 
follow  his  noble  Friend  the  late  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Earl  Spencer)  in  his  criti- 
cisms, many  of  which  he  himself  fully 
adopted.     He  would  remind  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  spoken  on  the  Bill  from 
the  Cross  Benches,  and  had  shown  so 
thorough  an  appreciation  of  the  subject, 
that  he  was,  by  the  course  which  he  was 
adopting,  imperilling  a  very  valuable 
measure.     The  justification  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  it  was  an  attempt  to  redeem 
the  country  from  an  intolerable  state  of 
things.     The  ownership  of  land  in  Ire* 
land  had  been  for  some  years  past  per- 
fectly unsaleable.     There  was  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  capital  locked  up  in 
land.     One  of  the  results  of  the  present 
Bill  might  be  to  create  a  change  in  that 
respect  and  make  land  saleable — a  con- 
summation which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
At  the  present  period  of  the  Session, 
therefore,  he  would  not  interfere  by  pro- 
posing a  single  Amendment,  but  would 
leave  the  credit,  as  weU  as  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  measure,  entirely  to  the 
Government.     But  there  was  one  im- 
portant consideration  which  ought  not 
to  be  lost  sight  of.     The  Bill  was  em- 
phatically one  of  finance ;  every  clause 
of  it  involved  finance,  and  it  ought  to 
have  originated  in  the  Commons.    The 
Bill  would  go  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  whatever  Amendments 
were   introduced  there  would  have  to 
be  accepted.     The  House  of  Commons 
might   increase  or  reduce   the  charge 
on    the     Imperial    Exchequer.      The 
£5,000,000     might     be    increased    to 
£20,000,000  or  reduced  to  £1,000,000. 
The  49    years    might    be  reduced  to 
40  years.    In  view  of    these  possible 
changes,   he  would  have  been  glad  if 
there  had  been  more  time  to  consider 
it;   and,  in  that  case,  he  would  have 
been  disposed  to  suggest  its  reference  to 
a    Select  Committee  ;    but  under  the 
circumstances  in  which  they  were  placed, 
and  considering  that  it  was    really  & 
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Money  Bill,  which  ought  to  have  been 
initiated  in  the  other  House,  and  that 
their  Lordships  must  either  reject  the 
Bill  altogether,  or  accept  it  as  it  came 
back  from  that  House — and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  accepted  there — he  advised 
noble  Lords,  especially  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Milltown),  not  to 
insist  upon  Amendments  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  imperilling  a  Bill  that 
might  do  much  good.  It  was  also  to  be 
hoped  that  it  would  be  foimd  possible 
to  make  use  of  existing  machinery,  and 
that  the  knowledge  and  experience  of 
the  staff  in  the  Land  Eegistry  Office 
would  be  made  available  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Bill.  This  Bill  was  a  tentative 
measure ;  it  went  in  the  right  direction, 
and  he  wished  it  God  speed.  He  could 
only  hope  that  it  woula  prove  to  be,  as 
it  was  intended  to  be,  advantageous  to 
the  country. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashboxtrne)  :  My  Lords, 
I  must  say  that  it  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  criticize  or  discuss  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  or 
the  policy  connected  with  what  has 
been  called  the  Coercion  Act,  or  the 
condition  of  affairs  that  has  led  to  them. 
If  I  were  to  do  so,  I  should  have  to 
occupy  more  time  than  is  desirable  ; 
and,  therefore,  I  decline  to  avail  myself 
of  the  generous,  if  somewhat  insidious, 
invitation  that  has  been  addressed  to 
me  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
When  a  question  like  that  involved  in 
the  present  Bill  comes  up,  you  must 
regard  it  boldly,  broadly,  and  from  a 
practical  standpoint ;  and  it  is  impossible 
to  discuss,  at  this  time  of  day,  any  great 
question  connected  with  Ireland  from  an 
ideal  point  of  view.  You  must  look 
boldly  at  it,  with  a  sense  of  the  reality  of 
things,  and  the  only  logic  by  which  you 
must  be  governed  in  criticizing  it  is  the 
logic  of  facts.  Applying  these  common- 
sense  observations  to  the  present  Bill,  I 
may  put  this  practical  question — Have 
not  the  Government  of  to-day  a  right  to 
consider  the  past  history  of  this  subject, 
and  to  ask  whether  the  previous  efforts 
to  settle  the  question,  however  honestly 
they  have  been  meant,  have  failed  to 
come  up  to  the  benevolent  intentions 
entertained  by  their  authors ;  and 
whether  the  time  has  not  admittedly 
come  for  another,  a  broader,  and  a 
bolder  effort  to  deal  with  this  question  ? 
If  that  be  so,  it  is  right  to  ask  your 


Lordships  to  rise  above  the  consideration 
of  small  technical  matters,  and  to  look 
at  what  are  the  difficulties  to  be  met. 
The  chief  difficulty  is  essentially  this — 
that  land  in  Ireland  is  at  present  sub- 
stantially unsaleable,  that  there  is  such 
a  block  in  the  land  market  that  it  in- 
terferes with  the  whole  well-being  of 
the  country,  and  that  it  should  be  one 
of  the  first  principles  of  practical  states- 
manship, putting  all  Party  considera- 
tions on  one  side,  to  try  to  grapple  with 
that  evil,  and  to  present  a  measure — not, 
it  may  be,  an  ambitious  measure,  but  one 
which,  at  all  events,  will  indicate  that 
its  authors  had  before  their  minds  an 
earnest  intention  to  present  to  Parlia- 
ment a  measure  which  shall  be  short, 
practical,  and  workable,  and  which,  as 
far  as  may  be,  shall  avoid  contentious 
matter.  After  the  debate  which  has 
taken  place  I  cannot  say  that  we  have 
avoided  all  debatable  topics;  for,  in 
dealing  with  a  complicated  question  like 
this,  we  must  present  topics  and  clauses 
which  must  be  regarded  from  many 
points  of  view.  The  answer  I  have  to 
address  to  many  of  the  criticisms  which 
have  been  made,  of  whichi  acknowledge 
the  justice,  is  that  time  is  a  necessity  in 
the  case.  It  is  desirable  that  every 
effort  should  be  made  to  expedite  the 
passing  of  a  measure  like  this ;  and  the 
intelligent  criticism  to  which  it  has  been 
subjected  by  your  Lordships  will,  I 
trust,  facilitate  the  discussion  of  it  in 
the  other  House.  With  regard  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Earl  Spencer),  I  recognize, 
in  its  closing  words,  that  which  was  its 
governing  spirit — namely,  a  desire  that 
this  Bill  may  be  passed,  and  that  it  may 
be  attended  with  every  possible  success ; 
but  several  of  the  noble  Earl's  criti- 
cisms were,  I  think,  made  more  or  less 
to  save  his  conscience,  because  the  mea- 
sure introduced  by  the  late  Government 
was  to  be  passed  by,  and  buried  out  of 
sight,  with  an  admission  that  it  was  not 
workable.  The  other  night  I  criticized 
Mr.  Trevelyan's  Bill  with  what  I  in- 
tended to  be  well-considered  modera- 
tion ;  and  when  I  mentioned  the  Gua- 
rantee Clause  and  its  failure,  I  said  that 
that  proposal,  which  was  originally  well 
meant,  and  which  received  some  small 
support  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  was 
not,  as  experience  shows,  in  itself  work- 
able. The  noble  Earl  himself  has  to- 
night   indicated  that  a  guarantee  re- 
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quires  a  system  of  local  government 
which  does  not  exist  in  any  part  of  the 
Empire.  Has  the  noble  Earl  sug- 
gested any  substitute  for  a  gua- 
rantee, besides  the  substitute  to  be 
found  in  this  Bill — namely,  the  reten- 
tion of  one-fifth  of  the  money  ?  That 
retention  of  one-fifth  is  far  safer,  more 
convenient,  and  more  available  than  any 
system  of  guarantee.  The  noble  Lord 
also  criticized  the  terms  on  which  an 
advance  is  to  be  made.  Those  are  ques- 
tions which  may  be  discussed  from  many 
points  of  view ;  and  1  admit  at  once  that 
the  terms  are  extremely  liberal.  When 
the  late  Government  announced,  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  that  it  was 
their  intention  to  make  certain  proposals 
with  regard  to  this  question,  that  must 
be  taken  as  an  indication  that  they 
intended  that  their  new  proposals  for 
facilitating  the  working  of  the  Purchase 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Act  should  be  in 
advance  of  those  which  they  brought 
forward  last  year.  What  those  pro- 
posals might  have  been  we  cannot  say  ; 
but  we  are  answerable  for  those  which 
we  ourselves  have  thought  it  right  to 
bring  forward ;  and  I  think  the  Bill  pro- 
vides, perhaps  not  the  best,  but  a  fair 
and  workable  substitute  for  the  guaran- 
tee contained  in  Mr.  Trevelyan's  Bill  of 
last  year.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  the  terms  of 
this  measure  are  so  liberal  as  to  amount, 
in  fact,  to  a  bribe.  Acquainted  as  we 
both  are  with  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
I  am  rather  surprised  to  hear  such  a 
statement  made.  In  reply  to  it,  all  I 
can  say  is,  that  my  settled  conviction  is 
that  no  one  acquainted  with  Ireland  will 
for  a  moment  entertain  the  view  that 
this  measure  will  cause  a  headlong  rush 
to  buy  out  the  land  in  Ireland ;  but  if 
such  a  rush  does  result  from  it  becoming 
law,  the  efifect  will  be  at  once  to  cause 
some  circulation  with  regard  to  the  price 
of  land,  so  that  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand  with  regard  to  it  may  again 
come  into  a  healthy  state  of  operation 
in  that  country.  Our  object  in  bringing 
forward  this  measure  is  to  make  a  be- 
ginning, at  all  events,  in  the  direction 
of  re-opening  the  land  market  of  Ire- 
land. I  am  myself  far  too  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  past  and  present 
history  of  my  country  to  indulge  in  any 
wild  language  of  confidence  with  re- 
ference to  the  results  of  this  measure ; 
but  I  have  a  reasonable  and  a  moderate 

Lord  Ashbourne 


hope  that  it  may  be  attended  with  rea- 
sonable and  moderate  results.  I  do  not 
think  that  I  should  be  justified  in  en- 
tering at  this  stage  into  a  reply  to  the 
detailed  criticisms  which  have  been 
passed  upon  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and,  therefore,  I  shall  leave  that  to  the 
Committee  stage.  I  may,  however,  say, 
in  reference  to  the  provision  of  the  Bill 
which  makes  the  Church  Surplus  Fund 
available  as  a  last  resort,  that  the 
Treasury  have  always  a  hankering  after 
a  last  resort,  and  that  I  do  not  think 
that  that  fund  will  ever  be  called  upon 
to  meet  deficiencies  under  the  Bill.  I 
hope,  however,  your  Lordships  will  per- 
mit the  clause  to  stand  as  it  now  does, 
so  that  the  matter  can  be  discussed  in 
'*  another  place."  As  to  the  appointment 
of  the  new  Commissioners,  I  cannot, 
unless  I  wish  to  make  my  life  a  burden 
for  the  next  few  days,  do  more  than  say 
that  the  Government  will  be  conscious 
of  their  responsibility  as  to  the  selection 
of  two  capable  and  upright  men  to  dis- 
charge the  functions  intrusted  to  them ; 
and  they  will  not  be  influenced  in  those 
appointments  by  any  consideration  that 
will  interfere  with  the  legitimate,  fair, 
and  impartial  working  of  every  clause 
of  the  Land  Act.  In  conclusion,  I  trust 
that  this  measure  may  tend  in  some  de- 
gree to  a  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion in  Ireland ;  and  if  it  should,  indeed, 
prove  an  opening  for  a  settlement  of  that 
important  question  I  should,  in  truth, 
be  satisfied,  as  well  as  greatly  gratified. 

Motion  agr$ed  to. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clause  1  (Short  title)   agre$d  to. 

Advances  hy  the  Land  Commission. 

Clause  2  (Advances  to  tenants  imder 
the  Act)  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Deposit  of  money  as  gua- 
rantee fund). 

The  Earl  of  LIMERICK  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  position 
under  this  Bill  of  those  persons  who  had 
purchased  their  estates  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court. 

Lord  C  ARLINGFORD  also  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  Land  Commissioners 
would  be  required  to  exhaust  all  means 
at  their  disposal  to  recover  the  price 
from  the  tenants  before  the  landlord's 
one-fifth  was  touched. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
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Clause  4  (Terms  of  repayment  of  ad- 
vances) agreed  to. 

Sales  of  Zand. 

Olaase  5  (Purchase  of  estates  and 
holdings)  agreed  to. 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  proposed  the 
insertion  of  an  Amendment  giving  power 
to  the  tenant  for  life  to  leave  a  portion 
of  the  purchase  money  outstanding. 

Moved,  In  page  3,  after  Clause  5,  in- 
sert as  a  new  Clause : — 

(Power  to  tenant  for  life  to  leare  part  of  pur- 
chase money  outstanding.) 
**  Where  a  landlord  of  a  holding  is  a  tenant 
for  life,  or  has  the  powers  of  a  tenant  for  life 
within  the  meaning  of  those  expifessions  as 
used  in  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1882,  and  is  sell- 
ing SQch  holding  to  the  tenant  thereof,  he  may 
exercise,  to  the  same  extent  as  if  he  were  an 
absolute  owner,  the  power  of  permitting  any 
sum  not  exceeding  one-fourth  of  the  purchase 
money  to  remain  as  a  charge  upon  such  hold- 
ing secured  by  a  mortgage ;  and  in  case  any 
advance  is  made  by  the  Land  Commission  to 
the  tenant  for  the  purchase  of  such  holding, 
any  such  mortgage  shall  be  subject  to  any 
charge  in  farour  of  the  Land  Commission  for 
securing  such  advance  :  and  any  such  mortgage 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  part  of  the  purchase 
money  payable  in  respect  of  such  holdmg,  and 
the  money  secured  thereby  when  paid  shall  be 
dealt  with  as  if  it  were  capital  money  arising 
under  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1882,  or  purchase 
money  otherwise  payable  under  this  Act." — 
(The  Lord  Castletown.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashboukne)  said,  he  would 
aooept  the  clause. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Clause  inserted  ac- 
cordingly, with  an  Amendment. 

Clauses  6  to  14,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments. 

Supplemental  Provisions. 

Clause  15  (Injunction  to  put  pur- 
chaser in  possession). 

The  Eabl  of  LIMERICK  said,  he 
objected  to  the  proposed  mode  of  ap- 
plying the  Irish  Church  Surplus  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill,  in  that  it  would 
look  up  the  fund  for  10  or  11  years. 

Eabl  SPENCER  asked  whether  it 
was  intended  that  the  interest,  as  well 
as  the  capital,  of  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund  should  be  locked  up  for  the  whole 
nine  or  10  years  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashboubne),  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  regarded  the  exact  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  fund  as  a  matter  for 


the  Treasury  to  decide ;  and  he  should, 
therefore,  leave  the  question  open  for 
the  present. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  16  to  24,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
heprintedj  as  amended.     (No.  197.) 

In  reply  to  Earl  Spencer, 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbourne)  said,  he  pre- 
ferred not  to  give  the  names  of  the  two 
new  Commissioners  on  the  Report. 

teamways  order  m  council  (Ire- 
land) BILL.— (No.  66.) 
{The  Earl  Spencer.) 
THIRD       RBADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Movedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\" 
^{The  Earl  Spencer.) 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Redesbale),  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  **That  the  Bill  be 
read  the  third  time  that  day  three 
months,"  said,  it  had  first  been  intro- 
duced as  a  Provisional  Order,  and  had 
gone  as  suth  properly  before  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House ;  but,  having 
been  rejected  by  that  Committee,  now 
it  was  changed  into  an  Order  in  Council, 
and  the  decision  of  the  Committee  de- 
clared to  have  no  efifect,  because,  if  the 
Bill  had  been  so  called  when  introduced, 
it  would  not  have  been  sent  to  it.  The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  were  alone  respon- 
sible for  the  mistake ;  and  the  House, 
after  the  inquiry  to  which  it  had  become 
properly  subject,  was  now  asked  to  pass 
a  measure  which  had  been,  according  to 
their  orders,  declared  to  be  objection- 
able. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
(<<iiow")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  three  months.") — 
{The  Earl  of  RedesdaU.) 

The  Earl  op  SELBORNE  explained 
that  the  measure  had  been  proceeded 
with  as  a  Provisional  Order  in  the  first 
instance. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Their  Lordships 
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divided :  —  Contents  29 ;    Not-Contents 
17 :  Majority  12. 

Retohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Bill  read  3*  accordingly :  An  Amend- 
ment made :  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

{The  Earl  of  Rotehery,) 

(no.    178.)      THIRD  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\" 
--{The  JSari  of  Roeehery.) 

The  Earl  of  WEMTSS  said,  that 
the  arguments  against  the  Bill  had  never 
been  heard.  They  were  eo  numerous 
that  it  would  take  an  hour  and  a-half  to 
marshal  them  before  their  Lordships. 
He  would,  therefore,  ask  the  noble  Earl 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  whether  he  would 
not  postpone  the  Bill  ? 

The  Earl  of  R08EBERT,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  postponed  it  two  or 
three  times;  and  knowing  the  excep- 
tional nature  of  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
however  early  he  might  postpone  it,  he 
always  found  it  at  the  bottom  of  the 
List.  He,  therefore,  could  not  agree  to 
the  postponement,  and  he  would  have 
the  greatest  pleasure  in  listening  to  the 
noble  Earl  for  as  many  hours  as  he  chose 
to  speak. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  inflict  a  long  speech 
upon  their  Lordships. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly. 

On  Question,    "That  the    Bill    do 
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pass?'' 

The  Earl  of  MINTO,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  in  the  Title  of  the 
Bill  the  word  '*  Vice  "  should  be  left  out 
before  *'  President,"  and  that  the  Title 
should  read,  "  An  Act  for  appointing  a 
Secretary  for  Scotland  and  President  of 
the  Scottish  Education  Department," 
said,  he  would  subsequently  also  move 
that  wherever  the  word  "Vice  "  occurred 
in  the  Bill  it  should  be  left  out.  In 
supporting  the  Motion,  he  said  that  those 
Amendments  were  of  the  simplest  pos- 
sible kind,  and  were  intended  to  give 
the  Bill  something  of  the  character 
which  it  had  borne  when  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery)  intro- 


duced ity  and  which  had  been  partially 
lost  by  giving  the  new  Secretary  the  title 
of  Vice  President,  instead  of  President 
of  the  newly- constituted  Scottish  Educa- 
tion Department.  He  thought  the  gene- 
ral principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  all  Parties.  It  was  to  transfer 
to  the  new  Scottish  Secretary  from  the 
Home  Office,  the  Treasury,  or  other  De- 
partments, various  duties  which  were 
enumerated  in  the  Schedule.  He  would 
merely  mention  two  of  these — the  Poor 
Law  administration,  which  was  at  pro- 
sent  under  the  Local  Board  of  Super- 
vision, and  the  Lunacy  Board.  It  had 
been  objected  to  the  transference  of 
Education  to  the  new  Minister,  that  that 
would  involve  removal  from  the  Trea- 
sury of  the  administration  of  money; 
but  he  would  remind  them  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  considerable  Parliamen- 
tary grants  were  at  present  given  for  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  and  the 
Lunacy  Acts,  and  also  for  the  County 
Constabulary  of  Scotland.  He,  there- 
fore, could  not  conceive  why  this  prin- 
ciple could  not  be  acted  upon  in  the 
matter  of  Education.  His  Amendment 
was  simply  to  leave  out  the  word 
"Vice"  wherever  it  occurred,  so  that 
the  Minister  for  Scotland  might  have 
charge  of  Scottish  Education  in  reality, 
and  also  so  as  to  avoid  a  conflict  of  a  very 
absurd  kind,  resulting  in  that  division 
of  authority  which  was  sometimes  at- 
tended with  unfortunate  results. 

Amendment  movedf  in  Title,  page  1, 
to  leave  out  the  word  (*' Vice")  before 
the  word  (*'  President.")— (7%^  Earl  of 
Minto.) 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ceanbrook)  said, 
that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery)  had  complained  of  the  misfortunes 
which  had  attended  his  Bill ;  but  there 
were  certain  rules  which  had  to  be  ob- 
served. The  whole  character  of  the  Bill 
was  now  to  be  changed  on  its  third 
reading,  in  an  almost  deserted  House, 
after  it  had  passed  in  Beport,  and  that, 
too,  by  the  omission  of  a  single  word. 
The  whole  question  was  this.  As  the 
Bill  now  stood,  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land would  be  in  the  same  position  with 
respect  to  Education  as  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  on  Education  in 
England.  He  would  have  the  adminis- 
tration of  all  the  Scottish  Education, 
but  under  the  President  of  the  Council, 
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1*ust  as  the  Vice  President  was  in  Eng- 
and.  Without  expressing  himself  too 
strongly  on  the  general  merits  of  the 
Bill,  although  he  was  not  so  enamoured 
of  it  as  some  of  his  noble  Friends  oppo- 
site, he  yet  could  not  help  thinking  that 
what  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Minto) 
now  proposed  was  very  objectionable. 
What  it  amounted  to  was  this — that  no 
one  but  a  Scotsman  was  to  be  con- 
sidered fit  to  administer  Scottish  Educa- 
tion. He  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  wished 
to  know  whether  the  noble  Earl  would 
like  to  exclude  Scotsmen  from  interfer- 
ing with,  or  exercising  any  infiuenne 
on,  English  Education ;  or  would  take 
it  out  of  the  power  of  Scotsmen  to 
administer  Education  in  England  — 
from  his  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll),  who  had  been  head  of  the 
Council,  or  from  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Eosebery),  who  had  attained  a 
distinguished  position  as  a  Scotsman — a 
position  which  they  did  not  at  aU  grudge 
him  ?  But  now  the  position  seemed  to 
he  this — that  they  were  to  set  up  a 
separate  Department  to  which  only  a 
Scotsman  was  to  be  appointed,  and  to 
get  rid  of  that  admixture  in  one  Office 
which  enabled  them  to  consult  one  an- 
other on  many  questions  connected  with 
Education,  to  talk  over  improvements, 
and  to  deal  with  Scottish  Education, 
without,  however,  attempting  to  put 
down  that  system  which  had  flourished 
in  Scotland  for  centuries,  and  with  which 
there  had  been  no  disposition  to  inter- 
fere in  the  Department.  But  suddenly 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  change  aU 
that  at  the  last  moment,  and  to  set  up  a 
totally  separate  establishment — a  new 
Department  which  would  have  to  be 
created  from  beginning  to  end.  He  (Vis- 
count Cranbrook)  must  leave  the  matter 
entirely  to  the  House.  The  Bill  was  not 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government ;  it  was 
brought  in  by  the  late  Government,  and 
the  present  Government  were  ready  to 
accept  it  in  the  form  in  which  it  had 
passed  through  Committee ;  but  he  was 
not  able  to  accept  the  noble  Earl's 
Amendment.  It  would  be  quite  a  diffe- 
rent question  in  that  event  taking  place, 
and  it  were  adopted. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBERY  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  contention  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council — that  this  was  a  very  unex- 
pected proceeding  on  the  part  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Minto) — was 


quite  justified  by  the  facts,  of  which  he 
(the  Earl  of  Rosebery)  would  proceed  to 
give  his  noble  Friend  a  gentle  reminder. 
He  must  make  it  quite  clear  to  the 
House  that  the  noble  Earl  was  not 
doing  anything  that  was  outrageous,  or 
anything  but  what  was  justifiable.  The 
clause  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery) 
had  originally  introduced  was  exactly 
what  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl 
now  proposed  to  effect ;  but  after  he  en- 
tered the  House  on  the  day  of  the  Com- 
mittee stage,  the  noble  Viscount  oppo- 
site (Viscount  Cranbrook)  said  to  him 
that,  technically,  it  could  not  be  carried 
out;  because,  if  the  word  "  President" 
were  left  in,  there  would  be  two  Presi- 
dents of  the  Council,  and  therefore,  at 
the  last  moment,  he  (the  Earl  of  Rose- 
bery) had  consented  to  insert  the  word 
"  Vice,"  of  which  very  general,  and  he 
thought  just  complaint  had  been  made 
on  the  part  of  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him  (the  Earl  of  Minto).  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  he  (the  Earl  of  .Rosebery)  had 
examined  more  into  that  question  since 
his  noble  Friend  had  insisted  on  leaving 
out  the  word  **  Vice  ; "  and  he  must  say 
that  all  the  highest  authorities  on  the 
subject — not  the  political  authorities, 
but  all  the  real  authorities — would  tell 
the  noble  Viscount  that  it  was  not  un- 
heard of  that  a  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  for  a  particular  object  should 
have  a  President.  There  was  a  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board ; 
there  was  a  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  and  he  did  not  think  that,  as  re- 
garded the  technical  point,  there  was 
anything  to  object  to.  But  his  noble 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Council 
said  that  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  would  make  it  im- 
possible for  anybody  but  a  Scotsman  to 
have  control  of  the  Scottish  Education 
Department ;  but  he  had  also  told  them, 
in  the  earlier  part  of  his  speech,  that  the 
Vice  President  was  to  have  complete 
control  of  the  Scottish  Education  De- 
partment. He  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery) 
would  go  a  little  further,  and  say  that, 
if  they  were  to  adhere  to  the  words  that 
the  Lord  President  used  on  the  first  oc- 
casion on  which  they  discussed  this  sub- 
ject, and  which  were  to  the  effect  that  if 
the  thing  were  to  be  done  it  had  better 
be  complete  and  total  in  its  nature,  then 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  was  a 
great  improvement  on  the  Bill;  or, 
rather,  the    restoration  of  the  clause 
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which  he  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  had 
formerly  introduced.  Why,  if  it  were 
really  intended  to  separate  Scottish 
Education  from  English  Education,  why 
should  they  not  do  it  thoroughly  ?  Why 
put  in  the  word  **Vice  President," 
unless  there  was  still  some  idea  of  keep- 
ing up  fancied  connection  with  English 
Education?  It  was  neither  one  thing 
nor  the  other,  putting  in  **  Vice  Presi- 
dent." It  was  not  taking  it  out  of  the 
Education  Office,  and  it  was  not  putting 
it  under  the  control  of  the  Scottish 
Secretary.  He  had  been  quite  prepared, 
he  had  submitted,  to  accept  the  word 
**Vioe"  when  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  President ;  but  the  more 
he  had  looked  into  it,  the  more  he  had 
thought  of  it,  the  more  convinced  he 
had  become  that  there  was  something 
more  in  that  word  than  met  the  eye. 
But  there  was  a  further  obstacle.  If 
the  separation  of  Education  in  England 
and  Scotland  was  reaUy  wanted,  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  the  Amendment 
of  his  noble  Friend ;  and  if  the  separation 
of  English  and  Scottish  Education  was 
not  really  wanted  by  the  Oovemment,  it 
would  give  no  satisfaction  to  Scotland. 
He  had  one  word  further.  There  was 
this  small  objection.  It  was  that  there 
was  a  very  grave  inconvenience  in  hav- 
ing two  Vice  Presidents  of  the  Council. 
It  was  quite  obvious — one  could  see  how 
many  practical  objections  might  arise 
from  such  a  state  of  things.  They 
might  put  one  Vice  President  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  unfortimately  the  other 
Vice  President  might  be  left  out,  which 
might  cause  ill-feeling ;  and,  further,  if 
they  had  two  Vice  Presidents,  they 
might  have  any  number  of  them.  The 
Childers'  Committee  had  been  largely 
relied  upon  by  those  who  wished  to  put 
Education  under  a  popular  Scottish  Mi- 
nister as  Vice  President,  and  who  ob- 
jected to  the  word  President.  In  fact, 
the  whole  object  of  the  Childers*  Com- 
mittee was  to  get  rid  of  the  Lord  Pre- 
sident's predominance  over  Education 
in  that  country.  But  now,  by  putting 
a  new  Vice  President  of  Eduoation 
under  the  Lord  President,  they  were 
bolstering  up  and  stereotyping  the  very 
arrangement  which  the  Childers'  Com- 
mittee wished  to  do  away  with.  He 
would  say  that  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction. He  would  only  say  one  thing 
more.  He  believed  that  those  who  were 
permanently  connected  with  the  Educa- 
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tion  Department,  those  who  really  had 
to  deal  with  this  matter,  were  certainly 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  that  the 
Minister  should  be  a  President.  They 
believed  that,  if  the  separation  was  to 
take  place,  it  should  be  complete.  It 
might  be  better  to  keep  it  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  President  and  the 
Board  of  the  Privy  Council ;  but  if  it 
were  to  be  separated  at  all,  it  should  be 
separated  altogether.  He  therefore  en- 
tirely preferred  his  original  clause  being 
restored  to  the  Bill  than  have  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  was  entirely  in  favour  of  transferring 
the  Education  of  Scotland  to  the  Scottish 
Minister ;  but  he  was  also  desirous  that 
the  Bill  should  pass,  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Bosebery)  was  not  exercising  a 
wise  discretion  in  putting  the  Bill  into  a 
hostile  or  aggressive  position  again.  He 
thought  the  noble  Earl  would  do  much 
better  to  accept  what  was  in  the  nature 
and  phrase  of  a  compromise,  which 
would  create  less  disturbance  of  the 
machinery  of  the  Department,  and, 
while  it  would  procure  a  separation  be- 
tween the  conduct  of  Scottish  and  Eng- 
lish Education,  would  not  distract  too 
violently  the  arrangements  of  the  Qo- 
vemment  Departments.  He  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  certainly  would  much 
regret  if  there  should  thus  be  created  a 
danger  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  After 
all,  considering  the  matter  not  only  from 
the  general  standpoint,  but  from  the 
special  standpoint  of  the  22nd  of  July, 
he  thought  it  was  not  desirable,  nor  did 
he  believe  that,  at  that  period  of  the 
year,  so  wide  an  administrative  change 
as  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Minto)  contemplated  could  be  safely 
carried  out.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  House  would  assent  to  the  second 
mind  instead  of  to  the  third  mind  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery) ;  and 
if  the  House  decided  otherwise,  he  could 
not  promise  that  the  Gbvernment  in  the 
House  of  Commons  would  do  otherwise 
than  adhere  to  the  view  he  had  now 
exnressed 

Thb  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
the  Bill  was  a  great  disappointment. 
What  they  had  agitated  for  formerly  was 
to  have  a  Scottish  Secretary  in  the 
Cabinet. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERY:  Never. 
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The  Earl  of  WEBiTSS  said,  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  said  in  that  House 
that  if  they  would  put  the  JLord  Advo- 
cate into  the  Cabinet,  that  was  all  they 
wanted.  Having  failed  in  that,  what 
did  they  do  ?  They  tried  to  get  as  much 
work  and  as  high  a  position  as  they 
could  for  this  mongrel  Minister  for 
Scotland.  Education  had  been  added 
this  year,  and  now  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Minto)  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  position  of  Vice  President,  but 
was  insisting  that  the  Scottish  Secre- 
tary must  be  President.  Was  the  new 
Secretary  to  feed  and  clothe  the  chil- 
dren, and  give  higher  education  and 
facilities  for  secondary  education  at  the 
expense  of  the  rates?  He  understood 
that  that  was  the  intention,  and  he  ob- 
jected in  the  strongest  manner  to  that 
proposal. 

The  Mabqtjess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
that  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat 
down  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  was  alto- 
gether wrong  in  the  matter.  He  (the 
Marquess  of  Lothian)  claimed  to  know 
more  about  the  movement  in  Scotland 
than  the  noble  Earl ;  for  he  had  pre- 
sided at  the  great  natioual  meeting  in 
Edinburgh,  when  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  were  unanimously 
expressed  on  the  subject,  while  all  they 
had  on  that  occasion  from  the  noble 
Earl  was  a  letter,  in  which  he  expressed 
his  disagreement  with  the  object  of  the 
meeting.  All  Scotland  approved  of 
the  Bill,  and  at  the  meeting  to  which 
he  had  referred  the  question  whether 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  should  be 
a  Cabinet  Minister  was  raised ;  and  he, 
for  one,  had  pointed  out  that  it  was 
impossible  to  pass  a  resolution  that  any 
given  officer  of  State  should  of  necessity 
be  in  the  Cabinet.  Therefore,  he  thought 
he  might  fairly  say  that  the  noble  Earl 
was  quite  wrong  on  this  point.  On  the 
question  of  rating  for  Education,  he  did 
not  think  that  wotild  fall  into  the  hands 
of  the  Minister  in  charge  of  Scottish 
Education;  but,  if  it  did,  he  did  not 
think  the  rate  would  become  heavier 
than  at  present.  He  was  sorry  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  had  not  seen  his  way  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Minto),  and  his  own  reasons  for 
supporting  that  Amendment  were  those 
stated  by  the  noble  Earl  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery).  From 
what  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
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Salisbnry)  had  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, he  (the  Marquess  of  Lothian) 
understood  that  the  Government  were 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  be  inter- 
preted in  the  most  liberal  way  possible, 
and  that  they  accepted  the  addition  of 
Education  as  forming  part  of  the  Bill. 
But  after  what  had  now  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess  he  felt  that  it  might  be 
a  great  mistake  if  their  Lordships 
divided  upon  the  question;  and  if  the 
Lord  President  was  able  to  give  satis- 
factory assurances  in  reply  to  questions 
which  he  would  now  put  to  him,  he 
thought  that  the  object  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  would 
be  attained,  and  he  would  ask  him  not 
to  press  his  Amendment.  He  would 
like  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council— first,  whether  it  was  intended 
that  the  Scottish  Education  Department 
should  be  wholly  distinct  and  separate 
from  the  English  Education  Department 
in  form,  substance,  and  organization, 
and  that  there  should  be  a  separate 
permanent  Secretary  for  Scotland ;  and, 
secondly,  whether  the  patronage  and  the 
sole  control  of  the  Department  should 
rest  with  the  Scottish  Minister  and  Com- 
mittee? He  did  not  think  his  noble 
Friend  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  had  yet 
given  any  direct  assurance  on  the  ques- 
tion of  patronage ;  and  he  held  that  if 
the  Scottish  Education  Department  was 
to  be  separated  from  the  English  De- 
partment, and  be,  practically,  under  the 
control  of  the  Scottish  Minister,  the 
patronage  ought  to  be  in  his  hands.  He 
trusted  that,  after  what  had  fallen  from 
his  noble  Friend,  he  would  be  able  to 
answer  the  question  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  said,  he 
must  press  on  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Minto)  not  to  divide  the  House  on 
this  question.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Huntly)  understood  that  there  was  a 
general  feeling  among  the  Scottish  Peers 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  mainly  because  it 
proposed  to  place  Education  in  the  hands 
of  the  new  Minister;  and  that  being  so, 
they  might  have  made  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  name  what  he  would  actually 
be  in  substance;  but,  looking  to  the 
future  of  the  Bill,  if  it  were  not  sup- 
ported by  the  Government,  he  thought 
it  might  be  advisable  not  to  insist  upon 
the  Amendment. 

Lord  DEN  MAN  said,  he  was  half  a 
Scotchman,  and  hoped  this  Bill  would 
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be  carried  in  aocordanoe  vith  the  wish 
of  the  people  of  Scotland;  and  if  the 
noble  EiarPs  Amendment  were  pressed 
he  would  vote  for  it. 

Lord  HEBBIES  said,  that  he,  for 
one,  had  had  a  serious  olbjeotion  to  the 
proposed  change  in  the  interests  of  Edu- 
cation in  general ;  for  he  thought  that 
Denominational  Education  would  sufiTer 
from  the  change,  and  it  was  not  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Denominational  Educa- 
tion  in  Scotland  that  Education  should 
be  made  over  entirely  to  a  Scottish 
Board.  He,  therefore,  hoped  that  the 
new  Department  for  Scotch  Educa- 
tion would  not  direct  its  efforts  to  the  dis- 
couragement of  Denominational  Educa- 
tion. There  was  nothing  to  prevent  the 
new  Minister  deciding  that  English  certi- 
ficates should  not  extend  to  Scotland. 
Such  a  step  would  be  fatal  to  the  Scotch 
Boman  Catholics,  because  the  Training 
Colleges  from  which  their  teachers  came 
were  all  situated  in  England.  He  de- 
sired to  make  these  remarks  to  the 
House,  as  he  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
voting,  otherwise  he  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  give  a  silent  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  op  WEMTSS  said,  he  must 
deny  the  statement  that  all  the  Scottish 
Peers  were  in  favour  of  transferring  Edu- 
cation to  the  new  Minister.  For  instance, 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Balfour)  had 
said 

The  Earl  of  BOSEBEBY  rose  to 
Order.  The  noble  Earl  had  already 
spoken  twice  on  the  Amendment. 

The  LOBD  PBESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  said, 
that,  at  the  risk  also  of  being  told 
that  he  had  spoken  twice,  he  would 
like  to  answer  the  question  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lo- 
thian). What  he  supposed  was  meant 
was  this — that  the  Vice  President  who 
would  be  Secretary  for  Scotland  would 
have  exactly  the  same  control  over  Scot- 
tish Education  which  the  English  Vice 
President  had  always  had  over  English 
Education.  Now,  as  the  President  of  the 
Council  was  President  of  every  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  to  which 
there  was  a  Vice  President,  so  he  must 
retain  that  authority  in  this  case.  It 
was  not  with  him  (Viscount  Cranbrook) 
a  personal  matter — he  was  only  speaking 
of  what  appertained  to  the  position  of 
President,  and  that  view  had  been  held 
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by  the  Education  Commiasioners  — 
namely,  that  the  President  must  retain 
the  supremacy.  As  to  the  patronage, 
he  thought  the  less  the  Minister  had  to 
do  with  it  the  better  for  him.  But, 
apart  from  that,  he  could  not  divest  the 
present  holder  of  patronage,  unless  it 
was  taken  from  him  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  could  only  be  expressed  through 
an  Act  of  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  BOSEBEBY :  There  is 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

The  LOBD  PBESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  said, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  it  under 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  A  noble  Lord 
had  spoken  of  the  possibility  of  a  Vice 
President  setting  up  a  new  system 
for  Scotland.  Well,  he  presumed  that, 
with  a  separate  establishment,  a  new 
Minister  for  Scotland  would  issue  his 
own  Code  and  Begulations,  and  would 
not  be  bound  in  any  sense  by  the  Code 
which  was  now  in  force.  That  was 
something  which  he  certainly  was  not 
anxious  to  affirm.  As  to  being  distinct 
and  separate  in  form  and  substance,  he 
might  say  that  Scottish  Education  was 
one  and  English  Education  another 
thing ;  but,  in  substance,  it  was  the  same 
thing,  and  was  paid  for  and  dealt  with 
in  the  same  manner.  The  organization 
of  Scottish  Education  would  be  the  same 
as  now.  The  administration  of  the  pre- 
sent Vice  President  would  cease,  and  the 
administration  of  the  new  Vice  President 
would  come  into  force. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  said,  that  as 
the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
had  told  them  that  if  this  Amendment 
were  pressed  he  would  no  longer  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  welfare  of  the  BiU 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUBY  (in- 
terrupting) explained  that  what  he  had 
said  was,  that  he  would  not  be  responsible 
for  the  welfare  of  the  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  said,  that  as 
he  had  interpreted  the  noble  Marquess 
to  mean  that  the  measure  might  be  re- 
jected as  a  Government  measure  in  the 
other  House  if  the  Amendment  were  per- 
sisted in,  he  did  not  now  propose  to  move 
the  Amendment.  He  would  rather  see 
the  Bill  passed  as  it  stood  than  see  it 
opposed  by  the  Government.  He  would 
therefore  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdraton. 
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Amendments  made. 

BUlpassedy  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Houie  adjourned  at  half  past  Eight 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  21  st  July,  1885. 
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SOUTHWARK  AND  VATJXHALL  WATER 

BILL  [Lordt], 

SECOND  READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Southwark  and 
Vanxhall  Water  BiU  [Lorde],  Standing  Order 
235  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time." — {Sir  Charles  Fortter.) 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
thought  the  House  would  do  well  not  to 
suspend  the  Standing  Order  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  or,  at  any  rate,  not  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time.  The  Standing 
Order  was  of  a  yery  simple  and  reason- 
able character,  and  why  there  should  be 
such  a  hurry  in  regard  to  the  Bill  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand.  The 
Standing  Order  was  this — 

"  Three  clear  days'  notice  in  writing  shall  be 
given  by  the  agents  of  the  BiU  to  the  clerks  in 
the  Private  Bill  OtBce  of  the  day  proposed  for 
the  second  reading  of  every  Private  Bill ;  and 
no  such  notice  should  be  given  until  the  day 
after  that  in  which  the  Bill  has  been  ordered  to 
be  rea4  a  secoD4  time," 


1381  Southwark  and  {Jxtly  21,  1885}         VauxMl  Water  Bill         1882 

That  was  a  very  simple  condition,  and 
it  interposed  a  very  limited  obstacle  to 
the  progress  of  any  measure  which  could 
not  be  defended  upon  its  merits;  and 
why  the  ordinary  course  had  not  been, 
pursued  on  this  occasion  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  did  not  very  well  see.  The 
Bill,  on  its  merits,  would  deserve  very 
serious  consideration  before  the  House 
would  be  induced  to  pass  it.  In  view  of 
the  prospect  of  fresh  legislation  dealing 
with  the  whole  question  of  the  water 
supply  of  the  Metropolis,  it  became  a 
very  serious  question  whether  it  was 
right  to  enable  any  of  these  public  ven- 
tures and  vested  interests  to  increase  the 
capital  by  which,  under  existing  statutes, 
they  were  unable  to  secure  so  high  a 
rate  of  interest  as  those  which  the  Me- 
tropolitan Water  Companies  and  Gas 
Companies  were  now  enjoying.  The 
proposal  involved  in  the  present  Bill  was 
to  increase  the  capital  of  the  Southwark 
and  Vauxhall  Water  Company  by  an 
additional  sum  of  no  less  than  £250,000. 
He  would  submit  that  it  was  inexpedient 
to  grant  to  this  Company  or  to  any  other 
Company  facilities  for  increasing  their 
capital  stock  in  the  ventures  already 
sanctioned  by  Parliament,  especially 
when  it  could  not  be  proved  that  a  fur- 
ther expenditure  was  necessitated  by  any 
real  public  want ;  and,  further,  when  it 
could  be  proved  that  clear  injustice  would 
be  done  to  certain  private  interests  af- 
fected by  the  measure.  He  would  sub- 
mit that  there  was  no  necessity  whatever 
for  the  construction  of  the  new  works 
now  proposed.  It  was  stated  by  the 
Company  that  the  new  works  were  ne- 
cessary in  order  to  enable  them  to  afford 
a  better  water  supply  to  parts  of  the 
parish  of  Wimbledon,  which  were  not 
yet  supplied  by  this  Company.  Now, 
the  whole  of  that  parish  was  included  in 
the  supply  provided  by  the  Lambeth 
Water  Works  Company,  and  a  con- 
siderable part  of  the  parish  was  already 
supplied  by  that  Company.  He  was 
also  assured  that  the  Lambeth  Company 
were  in  a  position  to  give  a  constant  sup- 
ply, at  high  pressure,  to  the  rest  of  the 
parish  of  Wimbledon  from  their  exist- 
ing water  works.  The  Southwark  and 
Vauxhall  Water  Company  had  obtained 
power  in  an  Act  to  supply  the  same 
parish  with  water  last  year  ;  but,  on  that 
occasion,  they  made  no  application  for 
the  construction  of  any  additional  works. 
They  appeared  to  have  discovered  since 
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that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  con- 
struct works,  of  which,  at  the  time  they 
obtained  their  Act,  no  indication  what- 
ever was  given ;  and  for  that  purpose 
they  now  proposed  to  increase  their 
capital  to  the  extent,  as  he  had  said  be- 
fore, of  £250,000.  The  original  pro- 
posal, under  the  Bill,  was  to  take  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  land,  consistiug  of  a 
messuage  and  gardens  in  private  occu- 
pation in  the  neighbourhood  of  Forest 
Hill ;  but,  in  consequence  of  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  owners  of  that  property, 
the  original  plan  had  been  considerably 
modified.  It  was  found  that  the  Com- 
pany would  be  obhged  to  purchase,  pro- 
bably, the  whole  of  that  private  pro- 
perty if  they  had  persisted  with  their 
original  scheme.  That  scheme  would 
have  enabled  them,  so  they  said,  to  store 
some  9,000,000  gallons  of  water  for  use. 
But  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  to 
that  part  of  their  Bill  they  modified 
their  plans ;  and  they  now  proposed  not 
to  take  any  portion  of  that  particular 
property,  but  to  take  a  piece  of  land 
immediately  outside  of  it,  which  would, 
of  course,  very  materially  affect  the 
value  of  the  property ;  and  the  storage 
power,  which,  under  the  modified  scheme, 
they  would  have,  so  far  from  being  equal 
to  9 ,  000, 000  gallons,  would  not  provide  for 
1 ,000,000  gallons.  He  believed  that  the 
storage  power,  under  the  present  scheme, 
would  amount  to  something  like  750,000 
gallons.  It  was  perfectly  obvious  that  if 
the  Company  were  right  in  their  original 
contention,  that  it  was  necessary  to  have 
this  large  tank  or  reservoir  given,  so  that 
they  might  have  the  control  of  9,000,000 
gallons  daily  in  this  particular  place, 
the  present  scheme,  under  which  they 
would  be  able  to  supply  or  store  less 
than  1,000,000  gallons,  could  not,  by 
any  means,  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  case.  The  original  position  of  the 
Company,  therefore,  was  altogether  in- 
consistent with  that  which  they  had  now 
taken  up.  The  public  necessity,  which 
was  the  ground  upon  which  they  came 
forward  in  the  first  instance  with  their 
original  scheme,  was,  according  to  their 
present  admission,  proved  to  have  been 
very  considerably  overrated.  But,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Lambeth  Water 
Company  were  quite  capable  of  supply- 
ing the  district  aimed  at  with  whatever 
water  was  required  for  the  present,  it 
was  a  matter  which  appeared  to  him 
very  much  open  to  doubt  whether  any 

Mr.  Arthur  0^  Conner 


new  provision  on  the  part  of  the  South- 
wark  and  Vauxhall  Water  Company  was 
required  at  all.  But,  suppose  they  were 
allowed  to  carry  out  their  present  scheme, 
there  could  not  be  the  slightest  doubt 
that  they  would  have  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment hereafter  for  further  powers  under 
a  new  Bill  to  enable  them  to  take  in  the 
adjoining  pieces  of  land  and  include 
them  in  their  works.  The  land  the 
Company  now  sought  to  take  would 
form  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge ;  and, 
ultimately,  they  would  be  able  indirectly 
to  carry  out  that  very  serious  injury  to 
private  property  which  they  were  pre- 
vented from  doing  when  they  tried  to 
make  a  direct  attack  upon  it.  That, 
however,  was  only  the  private  interests' 
aspect  of  the  question.  The  public  in- 
terests were  very  much  more  important, 
if  this  Company  were  to  be  allowed  to 
increase  their  capital  now  by  so  large  a 
sum  as  £250,000.  Surely,  if  that  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  enable  them  to 
ta^e  the  larger  piece  of  land  which  they 
originally  sought  to  acquire,  it  coiild 
not,  under  the  modified  scheme,  be  ne- 
cessary at  all  to  increase  their  capital 
to  so  large  an  extent,  especially  when  it 
was  borne  in  mind  that  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  water  supply  of  the  Metro- 
polis must  be  dealt  with  shortly ;  and 
one  important  element  in  dealing  with 
it  would  be  the  enormous  amount  of 
public  money  which  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  advance  in  order  to  buy  up  vested 
interests.  The  passing  of  the  present 
Bill  would  inevitably  entail  a  consider- 
ably enhanced  charge  upon  the  public 
when  the  powers  of  the  Water  Companies 
were  taken  over;  and  he,  therefore, 
asked  the  House  to  refuse  its  sanction  to 
the  present  scheme,  because,  by  so  doing, 
they  would  ultimately  save  a  very  con- 
siderable charge  upon  the  public  purse. 
If  he  were  in  Order  he  would  move,  as 
an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  that  day  three  months. 

Sib  TEEVOE  LAWRENCE  said, 
that  he  wished  also  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Southwark  and  Vauxhall 
Water  Bill,  but  on  somewhat  different 
grounds  from  those  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor).  His  own  feel- 
ing was  that  the  proposal  of  the  South- 
wark and  Vauxhall  Company  in  re- 
gard to  the  supply  of  Wimbledon,  with 
a  reservoir  placed  on  high  ^und  for 
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that  purpose,  was  one  that  might  very 
advantageously  affect  the  value  of  pro- 
perty in  the  neighbourhood.  He  had 
no  opposition  whatever  to  make  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill.  Anyone  acquainted 
with  the  condition  of  the  London  works 
of  the  Southwark  and  Vauxhall  "Water 
Company  would  be  able  to  understand 
the  objection  of  the  "Wandsworth  Board 
of  Works,  who  represented  250,000  in- 
habitants of  the  Metropolis,  to  some  of 
the  proposals  of  this  Bill.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers would  be  aware  that,  as  the  train 
proceeded  out  of  the  Victoria  Station, 
shortly  after  crossing  the  Thames,  they 
came  to  a  number  of  large  sheets  of 
water,  which  formed  the  filter  beds  of 
the  Southwark  and  "Vauxhall  Company. 
But  on  the  right-hand  side,  in  immediate 
proximity  to  these  reservoirs,  were  the 
gigantic  dust  heaps  of  Mr.  Covington, 
where  nearly  the  whole  of  the  dust  from 
the  "West  End  of  London  was  deposited 
and  sorted.  The  "Wandsworth  Board  of 
Works  had  felt  for  a  long  time  that  the 
proximity  of  these  dust  heaps  to  the  sup- 
ply of  drinking  water,  which  the  people 
they  represented  had  to  drink,  formed 
a  most  palpable  nuisance ;  but  the  at- 
tempts  which  had  hitherto  been  made  to 
get  rid  of  these  dust  heaps  had  un- 
fortunately failed.  In  1872,  the  Lon- 
don, Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Bail- 
way  Company,  to  whom  the  dust  heaps 
belonged,  were  proceeded  against  for  a 
nuisance ;  but  the  magistrates  held  that 
dust  was  in  the  nature  of  an  article 
in  the  process  of  manufacture,  and  that 
these  premises  and  dust  heaps  were  ne- 
cessary to  enable  the  maniifacturer  to 
carry  on  his  business.  These  dust  heaps 
were  in  close  proximity  to  Battersea 
Park ;  but  if  they  had  been  in  the  im- 
mediate vicinity  of  Hyde  Park  he  was 
satisfied  that  they  would  not  have  been 
allowed  to  remain  there  for  24  hours, 
and  very  few  Members  of  that  House 
would  be  prepared  to  support  their  re- 
tention. The  Southwark  and  Vauxhall 
Company  had  no  control  over  the  dust 
heaps ;  but  what  they  undertook,  at  the 
instance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  the  late  Government  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke),  was  to  introduce,  in 
the  Bill  now  under  discussion,  a  clause 
giving  them  compulsory  powers  to  ac- 
quire the  dust  heaps.  The  Company 
did  introduce  a  clause  to  that  effect  in 
their  Billj  but  it  was  not  a  clause  to 


which  they  were  particularly  attached. 
They  gave  it  an  exceedingly  luke-warm 
support,  and  the  learned  counsel,  who 
appeared  on  behalf  of  the  Southwark 
and  Vauxhall  Water  Company,  spoke 
of  the  dust  heaps  as  being  merely  a 
sentimental  grievance.  It  was  hardly 
to  be  wondered  at  that,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, the  House  of  Lords  struck 
the  clause  out.  No  one  acquainted  with 
the  facility  with  which  water  was  pol- 
luted could  deny  that  dust  heaps  in 
the  vicinity  of  reservoirs  containing 
water  for  domestic  consumption  might 
have  a  most  serious  and  injurious  effect 
on  the  water  itself.  The  Company,  he 
believed,  relied  upon  the  fact  that  the 
filtering  process  which  the  water  would 
undergo  would  deprive  it  of  any  in- 
jurious effect  which  might  be  produced 
upon  it  by  the  contiguity  of  these  dust 
heaps.  Surely  it  was  hardly  necessary 
in  these  days  to  point  out  that  the 
germs  of  fever  which  were  often  con- 
tained in  polluted  water  were  not  of  a 
nature  to  be  removed  by  filtration.  The 
minute  organisms  which  produced  fevers 
and  other  diseases  could  not  be  re- 
moved by  filtration ;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  a  most  objectionable  thing  to 
have  reservoirs  and  filter  beds  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  dust  heaps.  The 
reservoirs  employed  for  holding  the 
drinking  water  of  the  Metropolis  ought 
to  be  in  some  place  where  the  water 
could  be  stored  in  a  perfectly  pure  state, 
and  so  distributed.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  at  all  an  exaggeration  to  say,  having 
regard  to  the  condition  of  two  European 
countries  in  our  immediate  neighbour- 
hood, that  there  was  serious  danger  of  an 
outbreak  of  cholera  in  this  country.  A 
patient  might  be  seized  with  cholera  in 
the  streets.  That  was  a  circumstance 
which  often  happened  in  visitations 
of  cholera.  If  such  a  patient  were  to 
vomit  upon  the  pavement,  and  the 
vomit  were  to  dry  up,  it  would  be 
carted  away  with  the  dust  of  the  street, 
and  from  those  very  dust  heaps  there 
would  be  danger  of  its  finding  its  way 
into  the  water  stored  for  drinking  pur- 
poses. By  this  means  a  serious  outbreak 
of  cholera  might  be  brought  about. 
What,  he  thought,  the  Water  Company 
ought  to  do  was  one  of  two  things.  If 
it  were  possible,  they  ought  to  cover  in 
the  filter  beds,  so  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  dust  from  these  dust 
heaps  to  find  its  way  into,  and  inj  uriously 
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affect,  the  purity  of  tlie  water.  Pro- 
bably that  would  be  a  very  difficult 
business  ;  the  Company  maintained  that 
it  could  not  be  done ;  and  that  in  regard 
to  the  large  quantity  of  water  collected 
in  this  locality,  it  was  somewhat  un- 
reasonable to  ask  them  to  cover  in  the 
filter  beds.  If  that  were  so,  he  (Sir 
Trevor  Lawrence)  thought  the  Company 
should  agree  to  re-introduce  the  clause 
which  had  been  struck  out  of  the  Bill 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  so  that  they 
might  be  able  to  take  over  the  dust 
yard  at  Battersea,  and  thus  prevent  it 
from  continuing  to  contaminate  the 
water.  It  was  nothing  less  than  a  great 
public  scandal  that  a  large  collection 
of  dust  should  be  allowed  to  be  made 
in  close  proximity  to  the  water  stored 
for  the  consumption  of  250,000  of  the 
inliabitants  of  the  Metropolis.  He 
hoped  that,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  obligation  would  be  imposed  upon 
the  Company,  if  the  Bill  were  allowed 
to  be  read  a  second  time,  of  dealing 
with  this  serious  evil.  The  clause  which 
bad  been  struck  out  provided  that,  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  the 
Company  might  acquire  and  oompul- 
sorily  enter  upon  this  piece  of  land  at 
Battersea  Park,  now  used  as  a  dust 
yard.  Then  followed  in  the  clause  a 
full  description  of  the  land  in  question. 
He  understood  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  were  not  unwilling  to  assent  to  the 
re-introduction  of  this  clause ;  and,  if  so, 
his  opposition  to  the  Bill,  as  its  pro- 
visions now  stood,  would  be  in  a  great 
measure  removed,  because  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  admit  that,  however  great 
the  objection  might  be  to  the  formation 
of  reser?oirs  in  a  great  City  like  Lon- 
don, it  was  altogether  impossible  to 
place  upon  the  Water  Company  the  ob- 
ligation of  removing  the  filter  beds  which 
already  existed.  That  subject  might 
have  to  be  considered  hereafter ;  but,  so 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill 
if  the  Company  would  agree  to  revive 
the  clause  which  had  been  struck  out  by 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  bethought 
that  every  proposal  which  came  from  a 
Water  Company  ought  to  be  looked 
upon  with  very  g^eat  suspicion.  This 
Water  Company  brought  in  their  Bill 
before  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works,  as  the  guar- 
dians of  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers 

Sir  Trevor  Lawrence 


of  the  Metropolis,  appeared  before  the 
Committee  of  that  House,  and  proposed 
certain  alterations  in  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  Those  alterations  were  op- 
posed by  the  Company,  and  the  House 
of  Lords  declined  to  concede  the  points 
demanded  by  the  Metrbpolitan  Board  of 
Works,  or  by  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers.  He  thought  there  were  two 
points  raised  by  the  Metropolitan  Board. 
The  first  was  this.  The  Water  Com- 
pany were,  as  was  well  known,  allowed 
to  earn,  without  any  reduction  of  rates,  a 
dividend  of  10  per  cent  on  their  capital; 
but  in  the  case  of  this  Company,  for  a 
considerable  time  they  did  not  earn  10 
per  cent,  and,  therefore,  they  maintained 
that  they  had  to  charge  for  the  defi- 
ciencies of  past  dividends — ^that  whereas, 
during  a  period  of  30  years,  they  had 
not  made  10  per  cent,  all  the  ezoesses 
they  now  obtained  over  10  per  cent 
should  be  devoted  to  making  up  past 
deficiencies.  Practically,  if  this  prin- 
ciple were  allowed,  the  public  would 
never  get  any  sort  of  advantage  in  the 
reduction  of  the  price  of  water  when  a 
Water  Company  came  to  earn  more  than 
10  per  cent.  The  proposal  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  in  this  case 
was  that  if  the  Company  succeeded  in 
obtaining  permission  to  raise  more  capi- 
tal, they  should,  instead  of  carrying  the 
deficiencies  in  past  dividends  over  for  30 
years,  only  carry  them  over  for  three 
years.  This  proposition  was  rejected  by 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  second  objec- 
tion of  the  Metropolitan  Board  was  to 
the  m*bde  in  which  the  Water  Company 
proposed  to  raise  the  new  capital  It 
was  proposed  to  be  raised  by  debentures 
at  4i  per  cent.  Now,  it  was  well  known, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  they  could 
raise  the  capital  at  par  at  4  per  cent, 
and  that  would  have  been  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  their 
general  Act.  Finding  that  the  premium 
at  which  the  shares  would  be  issued — a 
premium,  he  believed,  of  15  per  cent — 
would  in  no  way  benefit  the  public,  al- 
though they  would  in  some  way  benefit 
the  shareholders  of  the  Water  Company, 
the  Metropolitan  Board,  as  the  natural 
guardians  of  the  ratepayers  of  London, 
proposed  two  clauses.  It  was  urged 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
where  all  these  matters  could  be  more 
properly  discussed.  But  everybody  knew 
that  it  oost  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
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to  discuss  these  Bills  before  a  Commit- 
tee either  of  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  The  Company  refused  the 
fair  and  legitimate  tetms  offered  to  them 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  "Works, 
and  were  sustained  in  their  refusal  by 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
He,  therefore,  did  not  think  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board,  who  had  already 
appeared  before  one  Committee,  ought 
to  be  called  upon  to  appear  before  an- 
other, and  to  expend  more  of  the  rate- 
payers' money  in  Parliamentary  and 
legal  procedure.  It  ought  to  be  under- 
stood by  these  Companies  that  when  they 
came  forward  with  a  Bill,  they  must,  in 
the  first  instance,  come  to  terms  with 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  or 
their  Bepresentatiyes,  and  obtain  the 
assent  of  the  Board  to  their  proposals. 
If  they  did  not,  then  let  the  House  of 
Commons  always  refuse  to  read  their 
Bills  a  second  time.  For  those  reasons 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend,  who  objected 
to  the  suspension  of  the  Standing  Order, 
would  go  to  a  division,  and  that  the 
House  would  refuse  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Thb  PBESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfotjb)  said,  that  if  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  would  consent  to  the  re-intro- 
duction of  the  clause  creating  compul- 
sory powers  to  purchase  the  dust  yard 
he  should  not  oppose  the  measure ;  but 
if  the  clause  were  not  re-introduced  he 
should  oppose  it.  It  was  a  matter  which 
had  long  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Local  Goyernment  Board.  As 
far  back  as  1872  a  Eeport  was  made  by 
one  of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Board, 
showing  that  this  dust  yard  was  a 
nuisance  of  g^eat  magnitude,  and  that 
it  was  dangerous  to  the  health  of  the 
Metropolis.  The  Inspector  stated  that 
the  plot  of  ground  in  question  was  used 
for  the  storage  of  dust  collected  from 
8t.  George's  Hanoyer  Square,  and  other 
parts  of  the  West  End ;  that  after  it 
was  deposited  small  microscopic  parti- 
cles were  constantly  blown  from  the 
yard  to  the  filter  beds  of  the  Water 
Company;  and  that  some  of  the  particles 
so  blown,  being  of  organic  origin,  could 
not  be  remoyed  by  filtration.  He  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  under  these  circum- 
stances^ thought  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  unless  the  Water  Com- 
pany gave  the  promise  asked  for,  that 
the  clause  rejected  by  the  House   of 
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Lords    should  be    re -inserted    in 
Bill. 

Colonel  MAKIN8  said,  that  although 
the  Bill  had  been  attacked  all  along  the 
line  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  who 
had  moyed  the  rejection  of  it,  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  had  now  narrowed 
itself  to  the  re-insertion  of  the  clause 
giying  the  Water  Company  power  to 
acquire  compulsorily  the  land  now  used 
as  a  dust  yard.  The  position  of  the 
Company  in  regard  to  that  matter  was 
this — they  had  bond  fide  intended  to 
carry  out  that  undertaking,  and  had 
introduced  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which 
went  before  the  House  of  Lords.  But 
the  clause  was  opposed  by  the  Bail  way 
Company,  and  thrown  out  by  the  House 
of  Lords ;  and,  therefore,  the  Company 
had  no  power  of  introducing  it  in  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stood  before  the  House 
of  Commons.  If,  howeyer,  the  Local  Go- 
yernment Board  would  send  down  a 
clause  to  the  Committee,  the  Water 
Company  would  not  object  to  it,  but 
were  prepared  to  leaye  the  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Committee.  He  took 
that  to  be  the  practice  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  these  matters,  and  it  was  the 
limit  of  any  pledge  which  could  be  ^iyen. 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  questions 
which  had  been  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Surrey  (Sir  Tre?or 
Lawrence),  or  that  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  in  regard  to 
back  dividends.  The  last  was  a  point 
which  had  been  settled  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  who  decided  upon  following  for- 
mer precedents  in  similar  cases.  The 
Water  Company,  in  that  respect,  were 
not  initiating  anything  new;  and,  con- 
sidering the  formal  pledge  he  was  able 
to  giye  on  their  behalf,  he  thought  the 
House  would  do  well  to  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  sent  upstairs  to  a  Committee, 
where  eyery  point  which  had  been 
raised  could  be  dealt  with.  As  he  had 
explained,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Com- 
pany to  insert  a  clause  in  the  Bill  of 
their  own  Motion  ;  but  they  would  offer 
no  objection  if  a  clause  was  proposed  to 
the  Committee.  He  trusted  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  said, 
there  were  other  questions  inyolyed  in 
the  Bill  besides  that  of  the  dust  heaps. 
There  were  two  most  important  matters 
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which  had  been  noticed  hy  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)— namely,  the  efifect 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which  related 
to  the  raising  of  capital.  It  would,  he 
thought,  be  apparent  to  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  that  some  £600,000  of 
back  dividends  ought  not  to  be  kept 
back,  because  it  might  be  possible  here- 
after for  the  Municipal  Authority  of 
the  Metropolis  to  buy  up  this  Company. 
He  also  objected,  on  behalf  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works,  to  the  Auction 
Clauses  of  the  Bill,  which  provided  that 
the  debenture  stock,  created  under  the 
powers  of  the  Bill,  when  ofiPered  for  sale 
by  auction  or  tender,  and  not  sold,  should 
be  ofiPered  to  the  holders  of  ordinary 
shareholders  of  stock.  The  ground  of 
objection  was,  that  this  Water  Company 
ought  not  to  have  the  power  of  issuing 
fresh  dividends,  of  which  the  share- 
holders would  obtain  the  full  and  entire 
benefit.  If  there  was  any  profit  realized, 
beyond  the  interest  upon  the  borrowed 
capital,  it  ought  to  be  put  into  a  fund, 
so  that,  when  the  time  came  for  the 
Municipal  Authorities  to  buy  up  the 
concern,  this  additional  capital  should 
not  become  an  extra  charge.  He  would 
only  add  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  had  done  all  in  their  power  to 
fight  out  the  matter  in  the  interests  of 
the  ratepayers;  and  seeing  that  the 
Company  had  not  felt  it  right  to  accede 
to  the  proposals  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board,  or  in  any  way  to  help  them,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  throw  out  the 
Bill,  which  he  certainly  did  not  think 
was  worthy  of  a  second  reading. 

Me.  M*C0AN  said,  he  thought  that 
very  scant  justice  had,  by  some  of  the 
speakers  who  had  already  addressed  the 
House,  been  done  to  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  M*Coan)  was  satis- 
fied that  no  injustice  had  been  done  in- 
tentionally^ but  hon.  Members  had 
passed  over  all  the  evidence  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House  of  Lords  on 
the  matter.  What  were  the  actual  facts 
of  the  case?  They  had  either  been 
ignored  altogether,  or  incorrectly  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  The  chief  objec- 
tion to  the  BiU,  as  be  understood  from 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
was  to  the  proximity  of  the  dust  yard 
to  the  filter  beds  of  the  Company  at 
Battersea.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
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Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  heard 
evidence  upon  that  question  from  ex- 
perts and  medical  men ;  and  the  effect  of 
that  evidence  was  that  the  proximity  of 
the  dust  heaps  to  the  filter  beds  had  do 
injurious  eflTect  upon  the  water  supply, 
because  the  waterworks  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  dust  yard  were  not  re- 
servoirs,  but    filter  beds.      Important 
evidence  to  that  effect  was  given  by  Dr. 
Tidy  and  other   eminent  men ;  and  it 
was  conclusively  proved  that  such  par- 
ticles of  dust  as  passed  from  the  dust 
heaps  to  the  filter  beds  did  no  injury 
whatever  to  the  water.     That  evidence 
was  accepted  by  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  after  due  examination 
and  consideration,  and  conviction  was 
brought  home  to  the  minds  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  passed. 
The    result  was    that    the   Committee 
yielded  to  the  objection  raised  by  the 
London  and  Brighton  Eailway  Company, 
who  strongly  opposed  the  clause  which 
gave   compulsory  powers  to  take  the 
dust  yard,  and  made  it  a  condition  of 
passing  the  Bill  that  the  clause  should 
be  struck  out.     The  Company,  so  far  as 
they  were  themselves  concerned,  went 
to  the  House  of  Lords  with  a  clause 
asking  for  power  to  buy  up  this  dust 
yard ;  but  the  Lords,  of  their  own  Mo- 
tion, at  the  instance  of  the  London  and 
Brighton  Railway  Company,  refused  to 
pass  it.     He  (Mr.  M'Coan),  therefore, 
thought  that  it  was  somewhat  late  in 
the  day  to  make  the  omission  of  that 
clause   a  ground  of  opposition  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  An  objection  had  been  taken 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the 
Chairman  of  the   Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  (Sir  Jamos  M'Garel-Hogg) 
that  the  Bill  did  not  contain  the  ordi- 
nary Auction  Clauses.     Surely  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  could  hardly  have 
read  the  Bill,  or  he  (Mr.  M*Coan)  was 
quite  sure   that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  have  been  too  candid 
to  have  concealed  from  the  House  that 
a  clause  tantamount  to  the  usual  Auction 
Clauses  was  inserted  in  the  Bill.  Clause 
24  of  the  Bill  provided  that— 

**The  Company  may,  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act,  and  for  the  general  purposes  of  their 
undertaking,  subJKit  to  the  provisions  of  Part 
II.  of  the  Companies  Clauses  Act,  1863,  raise 
any  additional  capital  not  exceeding  in  the 
whole  two  hundrea  and  fifty  thousand  ponnds 
by  the  creation  and  issue  of  debenture  stock  at 
par,  and  may  attach  to  such  stock  any  fixed 
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and  perpetual  interest  not  exceeding  the  rate 
per  centum  per  annum  at  which  the  Company 
may  from  time  to  time  he  enahled  to  issue  the 
same  at  par  hy  puhlic  auction  or  hy  tender  in 
such  manner  at  such  times  and  suhject  to  such 
conditions  as  the  Ck>mpany  shall  from  time  to 
time  determine." 

There  was  no  premium,  therefore,  which 
would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  share- 
holders of  the  Company,  as  was  sug- 
gested; but  the  debentures  would  be 
issued  at  par,  not  to  shareholders  only, 
but  to  the  public  at  large.  It  was  un- 
fair to  attempt  to  impose  upon  those 
who  had  not  read  the  Bill,  and  were 
not  familiar  with  the  evidence  taken  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  that  this  was  a  job 
to  issue  new  stock  for  the  advantage  of 
the  shareholders.  Although  he  had,  of 
course,  no  authority  for  saying  so,  he 
believed  that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
while  they  could  not,  in  good  faith  to 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
or  to  the  Brighton  Railway  Company, 
volunteer  to  re -introduce  the  clause 
which  the  Lords  had  struck  out,  in 
regard  to  the  acquisition  of  the  dust 
yaJd,  were  perfectly  ready,  if  the  House 
of  Commons  made  it  a  condition  of  the 
passing  of  the  second  reading,  that  the 
clause  should  be  revived,  to  consent  to 
the  whole  question  being  remitted  to 
the  Committee  upstairs  to  hear  evidence 
upon  it,  and  decide  whether  the  clause 
should  be  inserted  or  not.  They  could 
not  offer  to  restore  the  clause  them- 
selves, because  it  would  be  an  act  of 
bad  faith,  not  only  towards  the  Brigh- 
ton Company,  but  towards  the  House 
of  Lords.  He  submitted  that  the  most 
equitable  course  would  be  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time,  and  to  remit  it  to  a 
Committee  upstairs  in  the  usual  way, 
leaving  it  to  them  to  say  what  should 
become  of  the  question  of  the  dust 
yard. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  71  ;  Noes 
119 :  Majority  48.— (Div.  List,  No.  235.) 

QUESTIONS, 


MINES  REGULATION  ACT  — CLIFTON 
HALL  COLLIERY  EXPLOSION. 
Mb.  BURT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing facte  brought  before  the  jury  at  the 
inquiry  into  the  Clifton  HaJl  Colliery 


Explosion,  whereby  177  lives  were  lost : 
— That  one  of  the  firemen  whose  duty  it 
was,  according  to  the  Mines  Regulation 
Act,  to  examine  the  working  places,  and 
to  keep  a  written  record  of  their  condi- 
tion, could  not  read  or  write ;  that  gas 
had  often  been  seen  in  the  mine ;  that 
the  Trencherbone  seam,  in  which  the 
explosion  took  place,  is  the  same  as  the 
Wigan  nine-foot  seam,  in  which  many 
very  serious  explosions  have  occurred ; 
that  naked  lights  were  generally  used, 
and  the  miners  were  allowed  to  take  pipes 
and  tobacco  into  the  working  places, 
whether  they  worked  with  lamps  or  with 
naked  lights;  that,  even  when  lamps 
were  ordered,  there  was  no  uniformity 
of  system,  sometimes  the  Davy,  some- 
times the  Clanny,  or  other  lamp  being 
used,  at  the  option  of  the  workmen ; 
that  Mr.  Dickinson  had  repeatedly  urged 
upon  the  owners,  apparently  without 
avail,  the  general  use  of  safety  lamps 
throughout  the  mine;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Davy  lamp,  which  was 
the  lamp  mostly  in  use  at  the  Clifton 
Hall  Colliery,  gives  a  very  imperfect 
light,  and  has  been  proved  to  be  utterly 
unsafe  when  the  ventilating  current  ex- 
ceeds six  foet  per  second ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  communi- 
cation sent  to  the  late  Home  Secretary 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Accidents  in  Mines  in  December 
1880,  in  which  the  following  statement 
is  made — 

"  The  employment  of  the  ordinary  Dary 
lamp,  Tvithoat  a  shield  of  metal  or  glass,  in  an 
explosive  mixture,  when  the  current  exceeds 
six  feet  a  second,  is  attended  with  risk  of  acci- 
dent almost  amounting  to  certainty,  llie 
Clanny  lamp,  when  tested  in  a  similar  current, 
has  proved  to  he  scarcely,  if  at  all,  less  dan- 
gerous ;  '* 

and,  whether,  under  all  the  circum* 
stances,  he  will  order  a  further  inquiry 
into  the  management  of  the  Clifton  Hall 
Colliery,  or  whether,  in  any  case,  he  will 
take  steps  to  ensure  that  in  future  only 
safety  lamps  of  the  best  kind  are  used 
in  the  colliery  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross),  in  reply,  said,  that 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  this  ac- 
cident, and  his  Predecessor  in  Office  had 
very  properly  sent  a  special  counsel  to 
inquire  into  the  matter ;  but  he  had  not 
yet  received  the  Report.  With  regard 
to  the  second  paragraph,  it  was  qiiite 
true  a  fireman  was  employed  who  could 
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not  read  or  write ;  but  he  was  with- 
drawn on  the  9th  February,  and  tbe  ac- 
cident did  not  take  place  until  loug  after 
tbat  date.  The  other  paragraphs  were 
also  practically  true ;  and  with  regard  to 
the  last  he  had  to  say  that  the  Inspector 
had  been  to  the  colliery  about  this 
matter,  and  steps  had  been  taken  to  in- 
sure that  in  future,  in  deference  to  ge- 
neral opinion,  safety  lamps  were  to  be 
used  exclusively,  and  such  lamps  were 
now  being  used.  The  provisions  with 
regard  to  smoking  were  in  force.  He 
would  rather  not  say  more  of  the  acci- 
dent until  he  had  the  Eeport  from  the 
counsel  who  went  down  to  investigate 
into  the  matter. 

GENERAL  GORDON. 

Mr.  EAIKE8  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
there  is  any  foundation  for  the  statement 
reported  to  have  been  made  by  M.  de 
Billing,  recently  a  French  Diplomatic 
Agent  in  Egypt,  that  an  offer  to  ransom 
General  Gordon  for  1,250,000  francs,  by 
the  Mahdi,  was  submitted  to  the  late 
Cabinet,  and  declined  by  them  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Mr.  Bourkb)  :  In  reply  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  I  have  to  state  that  there 
is  no  record  in  the  Foreign  Office 
upon  this  subject;  but  Lord  Granville 
has  authorized  Lord  Salisbury  to  make 
the  following  statement  upon  it : — Lord 
Granville  was  acquainted  with  M.  de 
Billing  as  a  youth,  and  subsequently 
with  him  when  employed  in  the  French 
Diplomatic  Service.  But  M.  de  Billing 
has  since  been  dismissed  from  the  French 
'  Service ;  and  there  were  other  circum- 
stances which  impaired  the  confidence 
which  Lord  Granville  might  have  placed 
in  M.  de  Billing  at  an  earlier  period. 
In  May,  1884,  M.  de  Billing  made  an 
offer  to  obtain  the  ransom  of  General 
Gt)rdon  for  £50,000,  and  upon  other 
conditions.  Lord  Lyons  transmitted  the 
offer  to  Lord  Granville,  but  pointed  out 
that  he  made  no  recommendation  on  the 
subject.  M.  de  Billing  offered  his  per- 
sonal guarantee  for  those  whom  he  re- 
presented ;  but  he  did  not  name  or 
describe  them.  The  first  step  was  to 
pay  over  £2,000  to  a  person  to  be  desig- 
nated by  M.  de  Billing.  Lord  Granville, 
after  consultation  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
and  with  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Seore- 
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tary  of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  who  maide  further  in- 
quiries, instructed  Lord  Lyons,  for 
various  reasons  of  weight,  to  decline  the 
offer. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— CASE  OF  DAVID  BRAD- 
LEY,  M.D. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  Memorial  addressed  to  the  late 
Home  Secretary,  by  a  large  number  of 
medical  practitioners  of  Sheffield,  and 
other  places,  having  reference  to  the 
case  of  David  Bradley,  M.D.,  who  was 
sentenced  to  two  years'  hard  labour  for 
an  alleged  outrage  upon  a  woman  named 
Sweetmore  who  was  subject  to  epilepsy ; 
and,  if  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
Memorial,  he  would  order  an  immediate 
inquiry  into  the  case  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  whe- 
ther, even  though  the  prisoner  might 
be  really  innocent,  an  inquiry  could  be 
granted  without  prejudice  to  "the  cause 
of  law  and  order  ?  " 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross),  in  reply,  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  this  was  a  very  diffi- 
cult case.  He  had  made  careful  inquiry 
into  the  case,  and  had  been  assisted  by 
both  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor;  and  the  conclu- 
sion he  had  arrived  at  was  that  there 
was  so  much  doubt  in  the  case  that  he 
did  not  think  the  man  ought  to  be  fur- 
ther detained  in  custody. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked,  consider- 
ing the  innocence  of  the  man  had  been 
established,  whether  the  Government 
proposed  to  take  into  consideration  the 
question  of  granting  some  compensation 
to  this  man,  whose  professional  career 
had  been  ruined  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  AssHETON  Cross)  said,  that  he  had 
not  said  the  man's  innocence  had  been 
established  to  his  satisfaction ;  what  he 
said  was  that  there  was  so  much  doubt 
that  it  was  not  right  to  detain  the  man 
further. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS 
(IRELAND). 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ir^and, 
If,  when  causing  an  inspection  of  the 
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Donegal  FishiDg  Piers  by  an  indepen- 
dent engineer,  he  will  issue  instructions 
to  him  to  take  whatever  steps  he  may 
consider  necessary  to  find  out  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  allegations  made  by  the 
fishermen  at  Poolhurrin  that  stones  were 
left  by  the  contractor  for  the  pier  at  the 
place  in  the  pool  below  the  pier  where 
fishermen  have  used  nets  from  time  im- 
memorial, and  which  have  been  torn 
and  destroyed  since  the  building  of  this 

5ier ;  whether  a  poor  fisherman  named 
ohn  M*Fadden,  of  Oroaghbeg,  had  his 
nets  destroyed  again  this  year,  notwith- 
standing the  report  of  the  Engineer  of 
the  Board  of  Works  that  none  existed 
there;  and,  can  he  also  state  if  the 
terms  of  the  reference  to  the  engineer 
will  be  published  ? 

The  OHIEF  SEORETAEY  fob  IEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Habt  Dykb)  :  I 
will  see  that  inquiry  is  made  into  this 
complaint ;  but  I  cannot  undertake  that 
the  inquiry  will  be  made  by  Mr.  Steven- 
son. I  have  already  expressed  my 
willingness  to  produce  the  Correspond- 
ence, which  would  include  the  terms  of 
reference  to  the  engineer ;  but,  as  I  ex- 
plained before,  I  think  the  proper  time 
to  do  so  will  be  when  he  has  completed 
his  Beport. 

Me.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  take  into  consideration 
that  we  are  anxious  to  see  the  Corre- 
spondence and  Instructions,  as  we  may 
desire  to  have  the  Instructions  amended. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT- PAUPEB 
LUNATICS. 

LoED  ALGERNON  PERCY  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  existing  state  of  the  Law 
as  to  the  detention  in  Workhouses  of 
persons  supposed  to  be  insane,  pending 
the  consideration  of  their  mental  condi- 
tion and  their  removal  to  certified  Lu- 
natic Asylums  ;  and,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  the  Lunacy  Bill,  at  present  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  not  being  proceeded 
with,  he  will  introduce  a  Bill  authorising 
such  detention  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue)  :  The  Lunacy  Act  Amendment 
Bill,  which  was  introduced  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  will  not,  I  believe,  be  pro- 
ceeded with  this  Session ;  and  as  I  realize 
the  importance  of  express  statutory  au- 
thority for  the  temporary  detention  of 


lunatics  in  workhouses  pending  the  ob- 
taining orders  of  justices,  I  propose  to- 
day to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
on  the  subject,  which  I  trust  I  shall 
have  the  assistance  of  the  House  in 
peissing  during  the  present  Session. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— AP- 
POINTMENT OF   SCHOOLMISTBESS  AT 
ASHBOCKING,  SUFFOLK. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  advertisement  in  Th$ 
Ipswich  Mercury : — 

**  Ashbocking  Board  School,  Suffolk.— Certi- 
ficated Mistress  wanted  in  September  ;  present 
number  on  books  78  ;  pupil  teaoher  in  second 
year;  good  treble  Toice  essential;  furnished 
schoolhouse;  superintend  Sunday  school  and 
lead  church  singing;  salary  ayerages  £56. — 
Apply,  Rev.  M.  Co  well,  Ashbocking  Vicarage, 
Needham  Market ; " 

and,  whether  the  imposition  of  such  con- 
ditions as  these  on  teachers  constitutes  a 
violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  Education 
Act.  1870  ? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  op  thb 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  in  reply, 
said,  he  presumed  the  advertisement 
was  inserted  by  the  chairman  of  the 
school  board,  with  full  authority  of  his 
board  ;  and  the  Education  Department 
had  not  the  power  or  the  right  to  in- 
terfere with  the  action  of  the  school 
board. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-BECHUANALAND— 
METHUEN'S  HORSE. 

Viscount  EBEINGTON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
When  **Methuen's  Horse**  may  be  ex- 
pected to  return  to  England  from 
Beehuanaland  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  foe 
THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Stanley),  in 
reply,  said,  that  steps  would  be  taken 
very  shortly  to  reduce  the  Force  in 
South  Africa;  and  Methuen's  Horse, 
forming  part  of  that  Force,  would  pro- 
bably return  before  long.  He  was  not 
able  to  give  the  exact  date;  but  he 
found  they  were  enlisted  for  not  less 
than  six  and  not  more  than  12  months  ; 
and  he  was  able  to  say  that  their  return 
would  be  well  within  the  term  of  their 
enlistment.  He  could  not  give  further 
details  on  the  subject  at  present,  but 
communications  were  still  proceeding 
with  the  High  Commissioner. 
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EDUCATION  DEPAR'niENT-RELI- 

GIOUS  INSTRUCTION  IN  BOARD 

SCHOOLS. 

Me.  PICTON  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council,  Whe- 
ther he  has  seen  a  statement  in  Ths 
School  Board  Chronicle  of  11th  July,  to 
the  effect  that  there  has  been  presented 
to  the  School  Board  of  Slinfold,  near 
Horsham,  a  Beport  of  an  examination 
of  the  children  by  the  Chichester  Dio- 
cesan Inspector,  which  Report  states 
that  they  were  examined  in  the  **  Cate- 
chism and  Liturgy ;  "  and,  whether  such 
examination  is  not  contrary  to  the  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1870  which  enacts  that 

"no  religious  cateohiam  or  religious  formu- 
lary which  is  distinctive  of  any  particular  deno- 
mination shall  be  taught  in  the  school ;  " 

and,  if  so,  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  such  exami- 
nation ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  :  I  haye 
made  inquiries  into  the  case  mentioned 
in  The  School  Board  Chronicle  of  July  1 1 
— that  the  children  of  Slinfold  school 
were  examined  in  the  ^*  Catechism  and 
Liturgy."  The  rector  of  the  parish  of 
Slinfold  writes  to  me — 

'*  The  school  buildings  in  this  parish  belong 
to  the  rector  and  churchwardens,  and  they  lent 
them  to  the  school  board  from  9.45  to  12.30  and 
from  1 .30  to  4. 16  on  five  d&jn  of  the  week.  The 
religious  instruction  is  given  previous  to  the 
hours  belonging  to  the  board.  The  examina- 
tion takes  place  on  one  of  the  holidays  allowed 
by  the  board,  proper  notice  of  which  is  posted 
at  least  14  days  previous,  and  opportunity  is 
thus  afforded  to  parents  to  withdraw  their  chil- 
dren in  accordance  with  Clause  76  of  the  Ele- 
mentary Education  Act." 

The  section  of  the  Act  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  applies  only  to  the  hours 
during  which  the  school  board  has, 
under  the  terms  of  the  transfer,  control 
over  the  school ;  and  I  can  see  nothing 
in  the  case  which  in  any  way  constitutes 
an  infringement  of  the  law.  The  rector, 
being  also  chairman  of  the  school  board, 
apparently  thought  it  right  to  commu- 
nicate to  his  colleagues,  for  their  infor- 
mation, the  satisfactory  report  which 
lie  had  received. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
REMOVAL  OF  PAUPERS  FROM  SCOT- 
LAND TO  IRELAND-CASES  OF  ANN 
MAGEE,  AND  THOMAS  OARLIN. 
Sib   HERVEY   BRUCE  asked  the 

honourable     Member    for    Buteshiro^ 


Whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  case 
of  a  pauper  named  Anne  Magee  or 
M'Cormac,  who  it  is  alleged  was  sent 
as  a  deck  passenger,  on  March  18th  1885, 
from  Greenock  to  Stranorlar Workhouse, 
in  the  county  of  Donegal ;  attended  there 
by  James  E.  Cowan,  after  living  all  her 
life  in  Scotland,  twenty  years  of  that 
time  in  Abbey  parish,  in  the  township 
of  Paisley,  her  husband  having  died  in 
November  1883,  a  lunatic  for  two  years 
in  Scotch  asylum;  the  woman  having 
with  her  £ve  children,  the  eldest  twelve 
years ;  and,  also  into  the  case  of  Thomas 
Carlin,  who  it  is  alleged  was  sent  to 
same  Union  from  Paisley,  November 
1884,  after  forty-two  years'  residence  in 
Scotland  ? 

The  lord  of  the  TREASURY  (Mr. 
Dalrymple),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
original  documents  had  been  furnished 
him  regarding  both  these  cases.  Both 
removals  were  effected  by  the  Parochial 
Board  of  the  Abbey  Parish,  Paisley. 
The  woman  in  question  was  a  native  of 
County  Donegal,  and  if  she  obtained 
she  never  had  retained  any  settlement  in 
Scotland.  All  the  information  furnished 
showed  that  her  removal  with  her  chil- 
dren, under  the  charge  of  an  officer  of 
the  parish,  was  effected  both  legally 
and  humanely.  With  regard  to  the 
man,  he  was  a  native  of  the  town  of 
Donegal  in  the  Union  of  Stranorlar; 
and  although  he  had  certainly  resided 
many  years  in  Scotland,  he  had  never 
resided  for  any  length  of  time  in  one 
place,  and  therefore  had  never  acquired 
a  setdement.  He  was  persuaded  that  his 
removal  was  also  perfectly  legal. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BECHUANALAND. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  What 
steps  were  being  taken  with  reference 
to  the  future  position  of  Bechuanaland, 
in  order  to  bring  to  a  close  the  large 
expenditure  of  British  funds  in  that 
country  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  tor 
THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Stanley),  in 
reply,  said,  steps  were  being  taken  to 
reduce  the  force  in  South  Africa.  That 
reduction  would  be  gradually  carried 
out,  and  a  force  of  police  substituted 
for  the  military  force  now  there.  He 
was  afraid  that  he  was  not  in  a  position 
to  give  full  details  as  to  the  question 
at  the  present  time;  but,  consistent  with 
the  security  of  Bechuanaland,  no  effort 
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would  be  spared  to  effect  a  reduction  as 
speedily  as  possible. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)—. 
MR.  O'BRIEN,  M.P. 

Mr.  M'OOAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  on  the  18th  of  June  1884,  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  made  an 
order  imposing  a  fine  of  £500  on  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien,  M.P.  for  Mallow,  for  con- 
tempt of  court;  whether,  on  the  1st  of 
July  1884,  a  warrant  was  duly  issued  in 
pursuance  of  that  order,  and  was  lodged 
for  execution  in  the  hands  of  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police ;  whether  such  police 
are  subject  to  the  Irish  Executive ;  whe- 
ther the  said  warrant  ordered  the  levy  of 
the  fine  off  Mr.  O'Brien's  property,  or, 
that  failing,  his  arrest  and  committal  to 
prison  for  twelve  months ;  and,  whether 
it  has  been  executed;  and,  if  not,  by 
whose  authority  or  direction  its  execu- 
tion has  been  stayed  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order;  and  upon  this  Question,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  submit  to  you  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  has  al- 
ready this  Session  asked  a  Question 
which  was  substantially  the  same  as 
this,  and  he  was  informed  that  the 
matter  was  not  one  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment could  interfere,  inasmuch  as 
it  lies  with  the  Court  of  Justice  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  As  this  is  the  second 
time  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wicklow  has  put  this  Question,  I  would 
ask  you.  Sir,  if  he  is  in  Order  in  press- 
ing further  a  matter  upon  which  he  has 
already  received  a  reply? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Minister  who 
is  to  answer  the  Question  will,  no  doubt, 
be  prepared  to  say  whether  the  Ques- 
tion has  been  already  answered  or  not. 

The  chief  SECEETARY  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  This 
is  not  the  first  Question  put  to  me  since 
I  became  concerned  in  Irish  affairs,  and 
it  is  difficult  for  me  to  say  whether  this 
Question  has  been  put  before  or  not; 
but,  in  answer  to  it,  I  may  say  there 
are  no  records  in  my  Office  connected 
with  this  matter,  and  I  am,  therefore, 
not  able  to  say  whether  the  facts  are  as 
stated  or  not. 

Mr.  M*C0AN  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  the 
House  whether  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police  are  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
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Executive ;  and  if  he  has  not  already 
means  of  ascertaining  whether  the  war- 
rant was  placed  in  their  hands  or  not  ? 

[No  reply.] 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACT— THE 
WRECK  REGISTER,  1883-4. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  asked  the  Parlia- 
mentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
When  the  Wreck  Register  for  the  year 
ending  the  30th  of  June  1884  will  be 
issued  ;  and,  why  the  issue  of  this  num- 
ber of  the  Register  has  been  delayed  so 
long? 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  trade  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  : 
Dummies  of  this  Return  were  laid  on  the 
Table  on  the  16th  instant.  It  is  hoped 
that  the  MSS.  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  printers  by  the  end  of  this  month, 
and  that  the  Return  will  be  ready  for 
distribution  about  the  same  time  as  last 
year— namely,  the  beginning  of  Sep- 
tember. Every  efifort  is  being  made  to 
hasten  the  work ;  it  has,  of  course,  been 
much  hindered  by  the  preparation  of 
Returns  for  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Loss  of  Life  at  Sea. 

REGISTRATION   ACT,    1843— APPOINT- 
MENT OF  REVISING  BARRISTERS. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  remarks  made  by 
Sir  Henry  Hawkins  at  Maidstone  on  the 
16th  instant,  and  reported  in  The  Times 
of  the  18th  instant,  with  reference  to  the 
power  of  appointment  of  revising  bar- 
risters ;  whether  such  power  of  appoint- 
ment ie,  by  the  Registration  Act  of  1 843, 
vested  in  the  **  Senior  Judge  for  the 
time  being  in  the  Commission  of  Assize  " 
of  every  county  but  Middlesex  ;  whether 
such  senior  judge  is  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  England ;  and,  whether,  if  the 
view  of  Sir  Henry  Hawkins  be  correct, 
it  is  proposed  to  rectify  a  state  of  things 
never  contemplated  by  the  Legislature  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  ;  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rutland  I  have  to  say 
that  my  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
remarks  of  Sir  Henry  Hawkins.  The 
appointment  is,  by  the  Registration  Act, 
vested  in  the  senior  Judge  for  the  time 
beinginthe  Commission  of  Assize.  Up  till 
a  few  years  ago  the  names  of  two  Judges 
going  the  Circuit  only  were  inserted  in 
the  Commission  I  but  in  pursuance  of  the 
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recommendation  of  the  Judicature  Com- 
missioD,  and  in  order  to  avoid  inoon- 
▼enience  in  the  event  of  illness,  the 
names  of  all  the  Judges  were  included. 
As  the  Commissions  now  stand,  the 
senior  Judge  named  in  the  Commis- 
sion is  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land; but  I  am  desired  by  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  to  say  that  he  never  made 
the  slightest  claim  to,  nor  had  he  any 
intention  of  claiming,  the  right  to  nomi- 
nate the  revising  barristers  on  the  Cir- 
cuits ;  but  in  each  case  the  appointments 
have  been  made  and  will  continue  to  be 
made  by  the  senior  Judge  going  the 
Circuit.  I  have  given  Notice  to-night 
of  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  matter. 

NAVY— NAVAL  ACCOUNTANT  AND 
ENGINEER  OFFICERS. 

Mb.  GABBETT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  When  he  expects  the 
alteration  in  the  existing  rules  for  count- 
ing jimior  service  of  accountant  and  en- 
gineer officers  of  the  Boyal  Navy  (stated 
on  the  16th  March  last  by  the  late  Se- 
cretary to  have  been  sanctioned)  would 
be  brought  into  effect;  whether  it  would 
be  retrospective  to  the  commencement  of 
the  financial  year ;  and,  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  list  of  paymasters  is  to  be 
increased  by  the  immediate  promotion 
of  a  certain  number  of  assistant  pay- 
uiastorfi  1 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Ritchie)  :  We  are  now  in 
correspondence  with  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject,  and  I  hope  but  little  further 
delay  wiU  result.  With  regard  to  the 
second  Question,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  inten- 
tion as  that  referred  to. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— ALLEGED  CASE  OF  ABDUC. 
TION. 

Mb.  PICTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
case  brought  before  the  Bow  Street 
Police  Court,  on  Saturday  the  18th 
July,  in  which  a  complaint  was  made  of 
the  abduction  and  seduction  of  a  girl 
alleged  to  have  been,  at  the  time  of  the 
offence,  under  twelve  years  of  age; 
whether  the  complainant  is  the  step; 
mother,  and  the  father  dead ;  and,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor will  take  the  matter  up  ? 

The  Attorney  General 


Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  E. 
AssHETox  Caoss),  iu  reply,  said,  the 
Treasury  Solicitor  would  watch  the  case. 
He  had  received  a  letter  shortly  after 
the  meeting  of  the  House  purporting  to 
be  from  the  brother-in-law  of  the  girl 
alleged  to  have  been  abducted,  in  which 
a  denial  was  given  to  most  of  the  state- 
ments made  in  the  paragraph. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN. 

ISTAN  — THE  RUSSO-AFGHAN  FRON- 

TIER. 

Mb.  morgan  LLOYD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 
Affairs,  If  he  has  seen  the  following 
paragraph  in  The  Standard  newspaper 
of  the  20th  instant,  namely — 

''There  is  some  reason  for  beliering  that 
although  Russia  is  so  persistent  in  her  demand 
with  regard  to  Sulficar,  the  real  object  ooreted 
is  Memchak.  A  proposition  is  not  unlikely  to 
be  made  for  a  concession  to  the  Russian  claims 
in  the  latter  quarter,  in  return  for  the  recogni- 
tion of  the  Ameer's  rights  at  the  former  place  ;*' 

and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gk>- 
yernment  to  make  or  entertain  such  a 
proposition  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Chuechill): 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer 
this  Question.  No  proposition  of  the 
kind  indicated  in  the  Question  has  been 
made  to  Her  Majesty's  present  Gh)vem- 
ment,  and  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment have  no  intention  to  make  any 
proposition  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  noble  Lord  will  answer  the 
other  portion  of  the  Question — namely, 
if  such  a  proposition  is  made  by  Russia 
Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment  will  enter- 
tain it  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Lord 
Randolph  Chtjbohill)  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will,  I  am  sure,  see  that  that  is 
a  very  hypothetical  Question,  and  I 
cannot  answer  it. 

EGYPT  (MILITANT  EXPEDITION)- 
8IR  HERBERT  STEWARTS  FORCE. 
GENEEix  OWEN  WILLIAMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  gallantry  displayed  and 
of  the  great  hardships  endured  by  the 
Force  under  the  command  of  the  late 
Sir  Herbert  Stewart,  during  the  Desert 
march  to  Qubat,  and  in  the  various  en- 
gagements with    the  enemy,   he    will 
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cause  a  special  decoration  to  be  given 
to  the  officers  and  men  of  this  Force  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAE  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  This  point 
will  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  general  question  of  rewards  for  the 
campaign,  on  which  I  shall  make  a 
statement  shortly. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
MAAMTRASNA  MURDERS. 

Mk.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  have  instructions  served  to  the 
Maamtrasna  police  to  preyent  Casey 
(Big)  of  Bunnacine  and  his  son  from 
leaving  the  district,  pending  the  decision 
of  the  Executive,  will  he  obtain  a  report 
from  the  authorities  as  to  whether  these 
parties  had  not  all  their  preparations 
for  absconding  made  last  October,  until 
they  learnt  of  the  determination  to  re- 
fuse inquiry,  and  have  the  English  police 
any  information  as  to  the  whereabouts 
of  Lyden  the  third  alleged  murderer  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  for  IEE- 
LAND  vSir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  I 
am  advised  that  the  Maamtrasna  police 
would  not  be  legally  justified,  in  present 
circumstances,  in  preventing  Casey  or 
his  son  from  leaving  the  district.  Nor 
do  I  see  what  object  can  be  served  by 
obtaining  a  report  such  as  that  referred 
to.  I  am  not  aware  whether  the  English 
police  have  any  information  as  to  the 
.whereabouts  of  Lyden. 

IRELAND -THE  PROTESTANT 
EPISCOPALIAN  CHURCH  OF  IRELAND. 

Me.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Will  instructions  now  be  issued  to  the 
Begistrar  General  and  other  Govern- 
ment Departments  in  Ireland  as  to  the 
style  by  which  members  of  the  dis- 
established religion  of  that  country  are 
to  be  officially  addressed,  in  accordance 
with  the  decision  of  the  authorities  that 
the  title  "Church  of  Ireland,"  no 
longer  belongs  to  Protestant  Episco- 
palianism  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  fob  IEE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Habt  Dyke)  :  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  on  succeeding  to 
Office,  found  that  their  Predecessors  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  to  adopt  the  title  of 
Protestant  Episcopalian  Church  of  Ire- 
land. No  orders  have  been  given  on  the 
subject,  and,  owing  to  the  great  press  of 


Public  Business,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
has  not  yet  been  able  to  deal  with  it. 

EDUCATION   DEPARTMENT— SCHOOL 
BOARD  ELECTIONS. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
What  course  it  was  proposed  to  take  in 
respect  to  the  School  Board  Elections 
that  fell  due  in  the  month  of  No- 
vember ? 

The  VICE  PEESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
the  case  of  school  board  elections  in 
London  and  in  the  country  is  mate- 
rially dififerent.  In  the  country  gene- 
rally, if  a  school  board  election  would 
naturally  fall  in  November,  it  is  in 
the  power  of  the  board,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Education  Department,  to 
anticipate  the  ordinary  day  of  election 
by  not  more  than  50  days.  In  the  case 
of  London,  the  margin  of  discretion  is 
much  smaller,  as  the  elections  must  be 
held  in  the  month  of  November.  I 
have  accordingly  communicated  with  the 
Chairman  of  the  London  School  Board, 
and  have  inquired  of  him  if  any  incon- 
venience is  likely  to  result  this  year. 
He  informs  me  that,  having  consulted 
many  of  his  colleagues,  he  is  of  opinion 
that  no  difficulty  will  arise,  and  that  the 
London  School  Board  elections  can  be 
held  early  in  November,  it  being  under- 
stood that  the  Parliamentary  cannot 
take  place  at  the  earliest  till  the  third 
week  in  November.  In  these  circum- 
stances, I  have  not  thought  it  my  duty 
to  propose  any  amendment  of  the  law  on 
this  subject,  nor  are  there  any  facts  at  pre- 
sent before  me  which  appear  to  render 
that  course  necessary. 

THE  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS- 
MEDLEY'S  CHARITY. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  If  he  is  aware  that  the  Trustees 
of  Medley's  Charity,  Tidd  St.  Mary, 
Lincolnshire,  have  advertised  to  let  the 
land  of  the  charity  by  auction  on  Thurs- 
day July  23rd  for  a  term  of  five  years, 
instead  of  offering  it  to  the  labourers  of 
the  parish,  as  directed  by  the  Allotments 
Extension  Act,  1882 ;  and,  whether  the 
Charity  Commissioners  will  take  imme- 
diate steps  to  prevent  the  letting  of  the 
land  by  auction,  and  will  compel  the 
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Trustees  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1882? 

The  vice  PEE8IDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope):  This 
case  was  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  the  first  time 
yesterday  by  the  labourers.  The  Com- 
missioners have  issued  a  warning  to  the 
Trustees  by  telegraph  as  well  as  by 
letter,  and  an  Inspector  will  go  down 
to  Tidd  St.  Mary  to-morrow  with  in- 
structions to  inquire  into  the  matter. 

IRELAND- FAILURE  OF  THE  MUNSTER 
BANK. 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  yiew  of  the  mone- 
tary situation  created  in  Ireland  by  sus- 
Sension  of  payment  on  the  part  of  the 
[unster  Bank,  and  considering  that  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  enjoys  special  facili- 
ties under  the  Law,  and  exceptional  ad- 
vantages from  the  Government,  and  has 
at  its  disposal  unused  note-issue  power 
to  the  extent  of  above  a  million  sterling, 
whether  the  Goyernment  will  use  its 
influence  to  cause  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
to  assist  the  Munster  Bank  to  recover 
its  position,  and  thus  avoid  liquidation, 
if  the  different  classes  of  persons  in- 
terested in  this  Bank  as  depositors  and 
shareholders  should  undertake  to  do 
their  part,  and  the  affairs  of  the  Bank 
should  be  found  in  a  condition  to  warrant 
assistance  from  the  Bank  of  Ireland  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
The  hon.  Member  has  asked  me  a  Ques- 
tion to  which  I  could  not  give  an  aflBrma- 
tive  reply  without  the  risk  of  raising 
hopes  which,  so  far  as  I  see,  could  not 
be  realized  ;  but  I  may  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  exceptional  position  of  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  entails  upon  it  at  times 
such  as  those  special  duties,  and  I  have 
good  reason  to  believe  that  this  is  re- 
cognized by  the  Directors  of  the  Bank, 
and  that  they  are  ready  to  help  in  pro- 
moting the  very  desirable  object  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  so  far  as  may  be 
possible  consistently  with  due  regard  to 
the  safety  of  the  Bank. 

Mr.  gray  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  1st  Geo.  4,  chap. 
39,  intituled — 

<*  An  Act  for  the  assistance  of  Trade  and 
Manufactures  in  Ireland,  by  authorising  the 
advance  of  certain  sums  for  the  support  of  com- 
mercial credit  there ; " 

Mr,  Jesse  Collings 


and,  whether  he  would  consider  the 
propriety  of,  if  necessary,  introducing 
a  Bill  based  on  similar  principles  for 
the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  resuscitation 
of  the  Munster  Bank  ? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  :  Yes,  Sir,  my  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Act  in  question ;  but,  having 
regard  to  the  revival  of  confidence  in 
Dublin,  and  the  vigorous  efforts  being 
made  to  resuscitate  the  Munster  Bank 
by  its  shareholders  and  others  primarily 
interested,  I  think  I  should  do  much 
more  harm  than  good  by  holding  oat 
any  hopes  that  I  could  comply  wiUi  the 
hon.  Member's  suggestion. 

MEDICAL  RELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 
REMOVAL  BILL. 

Mb.  PELL  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether,  in 
the  Medical  Eelief  Disqualification  Be- 
moval  Bill,  the  term  medical  assistance 
is  intended  to  cover  what  is  generally 
known  as  medical  extras — namely,  wine, 
spirits,  malt  liquor,  beef,  and  other 
butcher's  meat ;  and,  whether,  in  order 
to  avoid  misconception,  he  will  in  the 
BiU  define  what  is  meant  by  medical 
assistance  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue):  The  term  medical  assistance  is 
not  intended  to  cover  the  medical  extras 
referred  to.  The  words  uRod  are  the 
same  as  those  in  the  Eegistration  (Ire- 
land) Act,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  be  necessary  to  introduce  in  the  Bill 
any  definition  of  the  term. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Will  the 
Bill  not  cover  everything  ordered  by  the 
medical  officer,  no  matter  what  the  arti- 
cles may  be  ? 

Mb.  OAUSTON  :  WiU  the  Bill  cover 
surgical  appliances  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOAED:  These  are 
all  matters  to  be  debated  in  Committee. 
It  is  not  convenient  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion now. 

LAW   AND    POLICE    (ENGLAND    AND 
WALES) -SALE  OF  OBSCENE 
LITERATURE. 
Mb.   STAVELEY  HILL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, For  how  much  longer  it  is  in- 
tended to  acquiesce  in  the  sale  by  men, 
womeq,  and  children  of  tl^is  indelicate 
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literature  in  the  streets  of  London  ?  THe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  added  :  The 
namby-pamby  word  **  indelicate  "  is  not 
my  word.  The  word  I  used  was  "  filthy ; ' ' 
but  if  that  is  thought  inadmissible,  I 
choose  to  describe  the  literature  as  ob- 
scene 

Thb  SECEETAET  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (3ir  E. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  If  this  Question 
refers  to  what  appeared  in  a  newspaper 
some  time  ago,  I  have  nothing  to  add 
to  the  answer  which  I  gave  to  the  Ques- 
tion at  that  time.  If  obscene  literature 
is  spread  abroad  the  persons  who  spread 
it  do  it  at  their  peril. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  illustrated 
copies  of  this  filthy  literature  are  being 
sold  in  the  streets  of  London  ? 

Mr.  ONSLOW:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  aware  that  this  litera- 
ture, accompanied  by  pictures,  is  being 
sold,  I  beg  to  hand  him  a  copy  of  the 
publication. 

The  Secretary  of  State  refused  to 
receive  the  print. 

^  Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  how  much  longer 
he,  as  responsible  for  order  and  decency 
in  the  streets,  is  going  to  allow  these 
vile  prints  to  be  sold  in  the  shops  and 
streets  of  London?  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  give  an  answer  now, 
I  will  put  the  Question  down  for  to- 
morrow. 

PARLIAIMENT^BTTSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  perhaps  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  state 
what  Business  was  likely  to  be  taken  to- 
morrow and  on  Thursday;  and  also 
when  it  was  proposed  to  take  the  Army 
Estimates  ? 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  whether  the 
Government  would  fix  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  question  with  respect 
to  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
could  afford  any  facilities  for  the  Motion 
which  he  bad  on  the  Paper  for  Thurs- 
day night  with  reference  to  Herlot's 
Hospital  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach),  in 

yOI^.  COXCIX.    [third  sjiries.] 


reply,  said,  that  that  must  depend  upon 
the  condition  of  Business  on  Thursday 
evening.  If  they  could,  consistently 
with  the  convenience  of  the  House,  al- 
low the  Motion  to  come  on  about  12 
o'clock,  they  would  endeavour  to  do  so. 
If  the  Motion  could  not  come  on  then,  he 
would  try  and  find  a  later  date  for  it. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  to  take  the  remaining 
Estimates  to-morrow,  except  those  for 
the  Queen's  Colleges  and  the  Army 
Estimates.  The  Army  Estimates  they 
hoped  to  take  on  Monday,  and  the 
Queen's  College  Estimates  on  Friday; 
but  that  must  depend  upon  the  time  at 
which  they  were  reached.  He  was 
aware  of  the  importance  of  the  Vote  for 
the  Queen's  Colleges. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  asked  if  the 
Telegraph  Bill  would  be  taken  on 
Thursday  ? 

The  CHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  last  week 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 
him  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Buteshire 
(Mr.  Dalrymple)  in  connection  with  his 
Motion  about  Herlot's  Hospital,  and  as 
the  matter  was  still  undecided,  it  was 
desirable  to  know  when  the  Motion  could 
be  proceeded  with  ? 

TheOHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  the  Eeport  or  the  third 
reading  of  the  Medical  Eelief  Disquali- 
fication Eemoval  Bill  would  stand  as 
the  first  Order  on  Thursday,  and  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue  Bill  as 
the  second.  They  hoped  also  to  make 
some  progress  with  the  Telegraph  Bill. 
With  those  three  measures,  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  break  off  at  12 
o'clock,  so  as  to  allow  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  proceeded  with.  If 
the  hon.  Member  wanted  a  definite  pro- 
mise, he  would  much  rather  find  an  op- 
portunity some  time  next  week,  which 
would  be  in  plenty  of  time. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  would  like 
some  definite  arrangement  to  be  made 
with  regard  to  the  Queen's  College 
Estimates,  as  several  prominent  eccle- 
siastics were  coming  over  from  Ireland 
to  hear  the  discussion. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEE  :  I  understand  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  that  he  will  be  prepared  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Vote  on  Friday. 
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MEDICAL  RELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 

REMOVAL  BILL.— [Bill  232.] 

{Mr,  Arthur  Balfour ^  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Dalrymple.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  COUETNET,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**  That  this  House  cannot  approve  of  a  mea- 
sure which  removes  an  incentive  to  inde- 
pendence, and  fundamentally  changes  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Poor  Law  under  which  pauperism 
has  steadily  diminished  since  1834,'' 

said,  that  after  the  majoritj  by  which 
the  House  refused  the  other  night  to 
prolong  the  discussion  on  the  principle 
of  this  measure,  some  apology  mignt, 
perhaps,  be  expected  for  the  attempt  to 
renew  the  debate  this  evening.  He 
thought  the  House  would  agree  that  no 
private  end  could  be  served  by  taking 
the  unpopular  side  in  this  question,  and 
that  those  who  took  it  were  rendered 
liable  to  some  misunderstanding,  and 
perhaps  misrepresentation.  But  upon 
that  gpround  alone  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  be  impatient  if,  under 
the  circumstances,  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  Bill  desired  somewhat  fur- 
ther to  discuss  some  of  the  questions 
that  were  raised  on  Thursday.  He  would 
say  nothing  about  the  Parliamentaiy 
history  of  that  subject,  except  that  it 
was  in  some  respects  extraordinary  and 
even  painful.  When  the  proposal  was 
first  submitted  to  the  House  it  was  op- 
posed, not  merely  on  the  gpround  that  it 
was  one  that  was  unfit  to  be  discussed 
on  the  occasion  on  which  it  was  then 
brought  forward,  but  also  because  it 
was  unsound  in  principle.  It  was  op- 
posed upon  both  sides  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James)  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  both 
opposed  the  proposition,  on  the  ground 
of  its  public  inexpediency ;  and  he  might 
say  of  one  of  them,  without  any  breach 
of  confidence,  that  he  was  so  impressed 
with  the  impropriety  of  the  proposal 
that  he  appealed  to  Members  who  had 


strong  views  against  its  adoption  to  take 
part  in  the  debate  and  submit  arguments 
against  it.  The  late  Attorney  General 
absented  himself  from  the  division  last 
Friday  morning;  but  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  took  part  in  the 
majority  in  favour  of  a  proposition 
which  he  had  before  strenuously  re- 
sisted upon  its  merits.  They  were,  he 
thought,  entitled  to  ask  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  explain  this  evening  whether 
he  had  changed  his  opinion  on  the 
policy  of  the  question.  They  had  a 
right  to  ask  whether  one  who  had  been  so 
long  and  so  honourably  associated  with 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law, 
and  who  thought  the  proposal  to  allow 
the  franchise  to  be  conferred,  irrespec- 
tive of  the  reception  of  medical  relief, 
was  a  most  injurious  proposal,  had 
changed  his  opinion  upon  the  policy  of 
the  question,  and,  if  so,  upon  what 
grounds  he  rested  that  change?  He 
would  not  enter  into  what  he  regarded 
as  the  contemptible  question  whether 
the  enfranchisement  of  those  who  re- 
ceived medical  relief  would  tell  for 
the  Liberals  or  for  the  Conservatives; 
nor  would  he  examine  into  the  numerical 
extent  of  the  change  proposed.  He 
would  simply  remark  that  before  the 
statutory  provisions  in  the  Keform  Act 
of  1832,  it  appeared  to  be  a  well  settled 
principle  of  the  Common  Law  that  the 
receipt  of  alms — that  the  dependent  con- 
dition of  any  person  receiving  aid  from 
the  Poor  Law  authorities  disabled  him 
from  taking  part  in  borough  elections. 
Parliamentary  Committees  had  changed 
their  opinions  from  time  to  time ;  bat 
still  the  balance  of  authority  had  been 
clear,  and  it  had  been  laid  down  with 
precision  th^t  those  who  had  received 
alms  or  Poor  Law  relief  were  unable  to 
to  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament.  It 
was  now  sought  to  reverse  what  ap- 
peared to  be  the  sound  proposition  that 
the  unfree  man,  the  man  who  was 
unable  to  support  himself,  who  was  in  a 
dependent  position  and  in  the  receipt  of 
public  charity,  was  not  a  person  on 
whom  it  was  expedient  to  confer  the 
electoral  right.  The  Bill  which  was 
now  before  them  embodied  in  it  some- 
thiug  of  that  principle,  because  it  con- 
tained an  exception  from  its  general 
enfranchising  efi^ect  in  this  way — ^that 
those  who  were  in  the  receipt  of  medical 
relief  should  not  be  enfranchised  with 
regard  to  voting  for  Boards  of  Guar- 
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dians  or  persons  who  administered  the 
Poor  Laws.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  made  a  very  extraordinary 
speech  on  Friday,  a  speech  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  endea- 
voured to  explain  why  it  was  expedient 
that  those  should  have  the  right  to 
determine  as  far  as  they  could  who 
should  be  returned  to  that  House,  were 
not  to  have  the  right  of  determining 
who  were  to  be  administrators  of  the 
Poor  Law.  Again,  these  persons  were 
to  have  their  share  in  electing  Town 
Councils  and  other  municipal  bodies. 
As  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  aware, 
there  were  many  schemes  in  the  air 
which  aimed  at  conferring  upon  Town 
Councils  and  other  municipal  autho- 
rities great  powers  of  practically  giving 
employment  to  those  who  were  de- 
pendent upon  public  aid.  The  hon. 
Mepiber  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings), 
who  was  the  real  hero  of  this  Bill,  and 
whose  purpose  had  been  single,  simple, 
and  honourable,  had  confessed  that  with 
respect  to  School  Boards  he  looked  for  a 
considerable  effect  being  produced  by 
this  Bill.  This,  however,  he  did  not 
consider  a  cardinal  point  of  the  Bill. 
The  calculations  from  various  parts  of 
the  country  brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  corresponded 
in  a  very  remarkable  degree  with  the 
figures  obtained  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Ijeicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  in 
1 870.  The  hon.  Member  had  then  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  about  60,000 
persons  would  be  affected,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  said  that 
the  proportion  would  be  about  2*5  per 
1,000.  If  this  were  applied  to  the 
population  of  the  Kingdom  it  would 
•amount  to  about  66,000,  or,  practically, 
an  identical  figure  with  that  arrived  at 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leices- 
tershire. It  would,  no  doubt,  be  brought 
forward  as  an  argument  that  that  was  a 
very  small  number,  but  it  was  a  number 
capable  of  indefinite  increase;  and  the 
importance  of  this  Bill  lay  in  the  belief 
which  they  entertained  that  that  number 
would  be  considerably  increased.  It 
had  only  been  brought  so  low  by  the 
action  for  30  years  of  well-understood 
and  well-observed  principles  of  Poor 
Law  relief.  The  insignificant  numbers 
affected  at  present  by  this  Bill  would 
soon   grow  a^ain  into  something  like 


the  large  numbers  which  had  prevailed 
before  the  reform  of  Poor  Law  admi- 
nistration, and  they  would  find  a  serious 
danger  arising  from  that  multiplication 
of  tie  numbers  receiving  relief.  This 
brought  him  to  what  he  especially  wished 
to  impress  upon  the  House — namely, 
that  he  did  not  oppose  this  Bill  because 
it  enfranchised  or  disfranchised  more 
or  less,  or  because  he  believed  that  it 
would  have  a  bad  effect  upon  the  legis- 
lation of  the  future,  but  because  he 
earnestly  believed  that  it  would  in- 
juriously affect  the  character  and  posi- 
tion of  the  labourers  of  England.  He 
pressed  this  point  because  the  Bill  ap- 
peared to  show  in  this  tendency  a  threat 
of  the  possibility  of  developing  and  in- 
creasing pauperism  in  the  country,  of 
retarding  that  steady  progress  which 
during  the  last  30  years  had  been  made 
in  reducing  it.  and  of  taking  them  back 
in  their  political  action  so  as  to  produce 
those  evils  which  had  formerly  existed, 
but  which  many  of  them  were  now  too 
apt  to  forget.  It  was  because  of  this 
evil  effect  on  the  working  classes  that 
he  opposed  this  Bill  so  heartily  and 
must  continue  to  oppose  it.  The  old 
Poor  Law  had  greatly  aggravated  the 
natural  tendency  towards  pauperism. 
A  great  step  had  been  taken  towards 
reforming  Poor  Law  administration  and 
putting  it  upon  sound  principles,  so 
that  the  nation  had  boen  enabled  to 
escape  from  the  slough  of  pauperism 
and  to  attain  a  healthy  improvement. 
Now,  it  was  proposed  to  turn  back  to  the 
old  system,  and  what,  in  his  opinion, 
was  most  shocking  in  the  whole  question 
was  the  thoughtlessness  and  levity  with 
which  it  was  now  being  treated  after 
having  occupied  the  attention  and  the 
minds  of  so  many  people  so  anxiously 
during  the  last  generation.  He  would 
like  to  recall  to*  the  House  a  few 
words  written  some  12  or  13  years  ago 
by  one  whose  reputation  had  been  great 
and  well- deserved,  and  whose  character 
for  independence  and  sincerity  was  uni- 
versally recognized.  Mr.  Fawcett,  in 
1872,  had  used  these  words — 

"  The  English  Poor  Law  is  distinctly  Social- 
istic in  its  tendencies,  and  the  extent  to  which 
this  tendency  operates  depends  upon  the  condi- 
tions upon  which  parochial  relief  is  granted. 
If  it  is  given  with  unwise  liberality  and  inju- 
dicious laxity  England  would  soon  again  suffer 
from  all  the  ills  which  affected  her  under  the 
old  Poor  Law.  This  is  a  danger  from  which 
it  can  scarcely  be  said  that  the  country  is  safe,^ 
„  uigiTizeaoy  VJWv^^^l^ 
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the  step  they  were  now  taking  they  were 
removing  from  the  labourer  the  necessity 
of  fulfilling  one  of  the  primary  necessi- 
ties of  a  self-supporting  man,  of  pro- 
viding for  a  contingency  which  befell 
everyone— that  of  sickness  happening  t 
himself  or  to  some  member  of  his  family. 
This  question  of  disqualification  upon 
the  receipt  of  medical  relief  had  been 
raised  now  for  the  first  time  in  relation 
to  the  counties,  but  it  had  existed  ever 
since  1832  in  respect  of  the  vote  for 
towns.  Some  five  or  six  years  ago,  at 
the  annual  Oonference  of  the  Trades 
Unions,  the  question  was  brought  before 
the  delegates  of  the  propriety  of  remov- 
ing the  disqualification,  some  thinking 
that  it  affected  injuriously  the  enfran- 
chisement of  the  working  classes  in 
towns.  It  was  referred  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary Committee  of  the  Trades  Union 
Societies,  and  nothing  had  ever  oome  of 
it  since.  He  believed  that  when  this 
question  came  to  be  discussed  by  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  of  the  Trades 
Union  Societies  there  was  found  to  be 
such  a  division  of  opinion  among  the 
trades  unionists  themselves,  so  many  op- 
posed the  alteration  of  the  law  on  the 
groimd  of  the  injurious  efiPect  it  would 
have  in  discouraging  provident  agencies, 
that  the  matter  was  dropped.  So  that 
here  they  had  the  practical  testimony  of 
the  trades  xmionists  themselves  against 
the  alteration  of  the  law  which  a  Con- 
servative Government  and  Gentlemen  on 
his  own  side  of  the  House  were  now 
making.  The  editor  of  The  Lancet  sent 
him  last  week  an  earnest  communica- 
tion on  the  subject,  and  he  would 
refer  to  an  article  which  appeared  in 
that  journal  in  which  the  argument  he 
had  now  submitted  was  pressed  with  great 
force.  The  article  said  that  the  more 
the  poverty  of  the  working  man,  if  he 
supported  himself  the  more  was  his 
credit.  So  long  as  the  humblest  labourer 
contrived  to  maintain  himself  and  his 
family  in  sickness  and  health,  they  must 
consider  him  entitled  to  the  highest 
political  immunities.  He  had  something 
to  teach  even  a  wealthy  nation — namely, 
that  it  should  live  within  its  resources, 
and  his  views  were  entitled  to  expression 
and  representation.  In  Bradfield,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leices- 
tershire (Mr.  Pell)  referred  the  other 
night,  medical  relief  was  given  at  first  as 
a  loan.  The  result  was  that  relieving 
officers  seldom  |;ot  an  applicatioii  for  ^ 


when  it  is  seen  how  strongljr  the  current  is 
running  in  favour  of  State  assistance,  and  also 
when  the  eagerness  is  observed  with  which 
rival  politicians  make  Socialistic  bids  for  popu- 
lar support." 

Those  were  the  words  of  Mr.  Fawoett  in 
1872,  and  they  would  now  be  recognized 
as  almost  prophetic.  He  objected  to 
the  Bill  because  it  would  bring  back 
upon  us  that  laxity  of  administration  in 
the  Poor  Law  from  which  we  hoped  we 
had  escaped,  would  lead  to  the  revival  of 
evils  which  we  hoped  we  had  got  rid  of, 
and  would  promote  a  tendency  to  rely  on 
public  relief  from  which  we  were  slowly 
emancipating  the  popular  mind.  These 
were  said  to  be  the  principles  of  doctri- 
naires ;  but  the  man  whom  ne  had  quoted 
possessed  large  practical  knowledge,  and 
was  acquainted  with  the  characteristics 
of  rural  life,  being  himself  the  son  of  a 
farmer  and  one  who  had  lived  among 
farmers  in  one  of  the  most  agricidturdi 
counties  of  England,  and  who  knew  the 
virtues  and  the  failings  of  the  agricul- 
tural class.  In  connection  with  this 
subject  he  would  remind  the.  House 
that  we  had  still  left  among  us  one  of 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Inquiry  in 
1834 — ^he  referred  to  Mr.  Chad  wick — 
and  what  did  that  gentleman  say  ?  He 
said  that  this  was  a  movement  towards 
serious  error,  tending  to  the  maintenance 
of  what  was  really  deadly  error.  This 
was  a  movement  which  diminished  the 
self-respect  and  independence  of  the 
labourer,  and  would  do  him  no  good, 
because  one  of  the  clearest  results  of 
the  Inquiry  of  1834  was  that  all  the 
assistance  which  the  labourer  received 
was  taken  away  from  him  again  in 
diminution  of  his  wages.  It  was  easily 
seen  that  if  they  relieved  a  labourer,  or 
any  other  man,  of  a  primary  want,  they 
removed  from  him  the  necessity  of  sup- 
plying something  essential  to  his  life, 
and  at  the  same  time  deprived  him  of 
ideas  of  prudence  and  self-respect ;  they 
did  not  in  any  degree  improve  his  cpn- 
dition,  but  left  him  precisely  at  the  same 
level*  gravitating  downwards  to  the 
position  he  held  before.  The  status  of 
the  labourer  was,  in  fact,  determined 
very  much  by  the  conditions  under  which 
he  lived.  Take  away  from  him  the  ne- 
cessity of  providing  for  his  wants  and 
they  lowered  the  scale  of  his  remunera- 
tion until  the  remuneration  he  received 
was  only  just  enough  to  supply  the 
wants  that  were  left  unsatisfied.     By 
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medical  order.  If  the  party  was  able  to 
pay  he  said  he  might  as  well  pay  his 
own  doctor  as  take  the  order  lor  the 
parish,  doctor  on  loan,  or  he  joined  the 
medical  officer's  club,  in  which,  for  a  few 
shillings  per  annum,  he  could  procure 
medical  attendance  for  his  family.  In 
St.  Neot's  Union  the  sum  expended  on 
medical  relief  had  fallen  in  the  last  20 
years,  in  consequence  of  a  strict  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Liaw,  from  £406 
a-year  to  £101.  Brixworth  Union  af- 
forded another  example  of  the  salutary 
results  of  a  strict  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law.  The  utmost  number  of  cases 
of  medical  relief  there  in  half-a-year  was 
now  about  six  ;  whereas  at  one  time  the 
number  was  250.  It  was  said  by  the 
adyocates  of  the  proposed  ctlteration  of 
the  law  that,  while  it  would  be  hazardous 
to  relax  the  existing  conditions  that  re- 
gulated the  general  subject  of  outdoor 
relief,  it  was  not  hazardous  to  relax  the 
conditions  surrounding  the  question  of 
medical  relief.  But  was  not  the  need 
for  medical  relief  a  need  which,  sooner 
or  later,  must  come  upon  everyone,  and 
was  not  the  failure  to  provide  medical 
relief  for  one's  family  a  failure  to  pro- 
vide one  of  the  necessities  of  life  ?  This 
necessary  relief  could  be  procured  as  a 
right,  without  any  loss  of  independence, 
by  labourers  who  chose  to  belong  to 
clubs  at  a  cost  never  exceeding  Si. 
a- week.  The  reception  of  medical  relief 
was  one  of  the  most  insidious  modes  of 
beginning  a  system  of  complete  depen- 
dence upon  outdoor  relief.  In  fact, 
medical  relief  was  the  first  step  towards 
outdoor  relief.  This  view  was  sustained 
in  an  interesting  Beport  emanating  from 
the  Guardians  of  the  Spalding  Union. 
The  following  sentences  occurred  in  that 
Eeport: — 

**  Here  is  an  ordinary  agricultural  labourer 
who,  up  to  the  present  time,  has  not  in  any 
shape  been  chargeable  to  Uie  Union  funds. 
Either  he  or  one  of  his  family  is  stricken 
down  by  sickness.  As  a  rule,  in  an  event  of 
this  character,  only  one  of  two; alternatives 
is  presented  to  him — either  he  may  on  his 
own  responsibility  call  in  a  medical  attend- 
ant, in  which  case,  even  supposing  there  be 
no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  doctor 
to  attend  him,  he  incurs  a  heavy  pecuniary 
liability  which  for  many  months  he  will  not 
be  able  to  discharge,  or  he  may,  and  gene- 
rally does,  adopt  a  much  easier  course  by  apply* 
ing  to  the  relieving  officer  for  a  medical  order, 
which  at  once  places  him  in  the  depressing  and 
demoralizing  atmosphere  of  pauperism.  He 
forthwith  loses  very  largely  his  previous  self- 
reliance  and  sooial  independence,  and  becomes 


with  his  whole  family  so  habituated  to  paro- 
chial relief  that  he  is  sadly  liable,  whenever 
any  difficulty  or  depression  oocurs,  to  seek 
periodically  if  not  permanently  to  swell  the 
pauper  list." 

To  apply  for  medical  relief  was  a  form 
of  degradation,  for  such  an  application 
showed  that  the  head  of  a  family  had 
not  placed  himself  in  a  position  to  sup- 
ply what  was  one  of  the  primary  wants 
of  the  members  of  his  family.  The 
Rev.  T.  W.  Fowle,  Rector  of  Islip,  a 
gentleman  who  had  shown  himself  most 
zealous  about  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise, had  written  to  him  the  following 
letters : — 

"  I  write  in  a  sick-room— hardly  able  to  hold 
a  pen — to  exhort  you  to  resist  the  Medical  Re- 
lief Bill  so  long  as  there  is  a  ditch  left  to  die 
in.  Of  me,  at  least,  no  one  can  say  that  I  wish 
to  deprive  the  country  labourer  of  his  vote; 
but  I  know  the  man  and  I  know  the  Poor  Law, 
and  I  denounce  any  relaxation  of  the  latter  as 
the  most  fatal  curse  to  the  former— historically 
and  demonstrably  so — that  can  be  inflicted  on 
him.  It  was  from  such  trivial  beginnings  that 
all  his  woes  arose  under  the  old  law.  I  am 
afraid  the  time,  if  any,  for  action  will  be  over 
before  I  am  well  enough  to  volunteer  help. 
The  pauper  voter  will  *  go '  Conservative,  and 
thus  reidize  in  outward  shape  and  existence 
what  has  hitherto  been  a  somewhat  hazy  dream, 
for  he  will  be  the  first  product  of  the  Tory  de- 
mocracy.'* 

"Whatever  I  write  is,  of  course,  quite  at 
your  disposal,  and  anything  that  has  the  effect 
of  separating  my  unimportant  self  from  the 
serious  mistake  my  Radical  friends  are  com- 
mitting is  what  I  should  like.  The  root  of 
their  error  consists  in  their  misapprehension  of 
the  character  and  position  of  the  country 
labourer.  Absurd  as  it  was,  the  old  '  happy 
and  virtuous  peasantry'  notion  was  far  nearer 
the  truth  than  the  new  *downtrod  serf  and 
pathetic  figure  *  theory.  The  men  I  know,  and 
of  whose  friendship  I  am  proud,  are  worthy, 
sensible,  good-natured  folk  whom  the  hardships 
of  life  for  centuries  have  wrought  into  the 
soundest  moral  material  of  any  class  of  men 
(so  I  believe)  in  Europe,  and  whose  progress, 
owing  to  cheap  food,  declining  numbers,  edu- 
cation, and  the  Press,  has  been  of  late  simply 
prodigious.  But  the  taint  of  the  old  Poor  Law 
(and  of  the  new  as  well)  still  hangs  about  them, 
and  they  may  at  any  time  yield  to  the  tempta- 
tion of  demanding  out-relief,  with  which  it  is 
the  interests  of  the  employers  and  landlords  to 
allure  them." 

He  (Mr.  Courtney)  believed  that  all 
efforts  to  raise  the  position  of  the  la- 
bourers would  for  ever  be  valueless  if 
they  were  not  encouraged  to  be  inde- 
pendent and  prudent,  and  if  their  moral 
character  were  not  touched.  We  might 
multiply  the  wealth  of  the  country  by 
Free  Trade,  but  we  should  still  have 
this  large  cloud  of  paupers  unless  we 
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could  do  something  to  touch  the  moral 
character  of  the  people  by  inspiring 
them  with  a  spirit-  of  prudence  and  in- 
dependence which  would  make  them 
self-supporting.  We  might  abolish  the 
curse  of  drunkenness  and  the  vice  of 
drinking  in  this  land,  but  still  we  should 
have  at  the  bottom  of  our  population 
this  body  of  pauperized  labour.  It  was 
only  by  touching  the  character  of  the 
people— and  this  alteration  in  the  law 
threatened  to  touch  it  in  a  false  and  in- 
jurious way — and  by  raising  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  themselves  the 
standard  of  their  condition,  and  it  was 
only  by  giving  them  prudence  to  look 
before  and  after  that  they  could  ever 
cure  this  nation  of  the  curse  of  pau- 
perism which  clung  to  it.  The  late 
Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party,  of 
whom  that  Party  were  justly  proud,  was 
seriously  occupied  with  this  question, 
and  in  several  of  his  books  dwelt  on  it 
again  and  again ;  and  many  men,  and 
women  too,  had  been  working  and  think- 
ing and  striving  for  some  solution  of  it 
for  the  last  20  or  30  years — all  these  he 
oould  call  upon  to  condemn  the  change 
that  was  now  being  initiated.  He  did 
not  oppose  the  measure  on  the  ground 
that  political  danger  might  be  involved 
in  it;  but  he  did  oppose  it  because  the 
people  at  large  would  be  degraded  by 
it,  and  because  it  would  arrest  that  ac- 
tion for  good  that  had  been  in  operation 
for  the  past  50  years.  [Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings  :  Working  cruelty.  J  Cruelty !  The 
Divine  Government  of  this  world  is 
cruel,  if  it  is  cruelty  to  makd  the  people 
feel  the  consequences  of  their  own  acts, 
to  prevent  them  indulging  in  vice  and 
pursuing  improvidence  !  There  was  no 
cruelty  in  that.  It  was  strength  and 
sternness  perhaps.  This  was  not  a  sub- 
ject upon  which  it  was  necessary  only  to 
appeal  to  recent  experience.  Juvenal 
had  written  in  the  same  strain,  as  ap- 
peared from  the  following  lines : — 

**  Monstro  quod  ipse  tibi  possis  dare ;  semita  certe 
TrnnquillaB  per  virtutem  patot  unioa  vitse. 
Nullum  Numen  abest  si  sit  prudentia  ;  sed  te 
Nos  facimus,  Fortuna,  Beam,  coeloque  loca- 
mus.*' 

If  they  would  raise  the  people  of  this 
country,  they  must  tell  them  that  their 
position  in  the  world  depended  on  pru- 
dence, and  if  they  had  prudence  they 
needed  no  other  magic  to  improve  their 
position.  It  was  through  that  old- 
fashioned  teaching,  and  that  alone^  that 
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we  could  raise  their  character  and  posi- 
tion. Otherwise,  we  should  still  have 
this  dark  fringe  of  pauperism  which  had 
so  long  disgraced  our  land,  and  which 
for  the  past  generation  men  and  women 
had  so  strenuously  laboured  to  remove. 
It  was  because  he  believed  that  the  step 
which  was  now.  being  taken,  and  taken 
apparently  with  a  large  popular  sup- 
port, would  produce  this  result  and 
bring  about  the  fatal  consequences  he 
had  apprehended,  that  he  proposed  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.    CLAKE    EEAD   said,    he   de- 
sired to  second  the  Amendment,  because 
he  believed  the  Bill  was  a  direct  attack 
upon  one  of  the  main  principles  of  the 
Poor  Law.     The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  in  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading  referred  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) as  an  ancient  philosopher.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  most  pro- 
bably tell  him  (Mr.  Clare  Read)  that 
he  was  an  antiquated  farmer,  because 
he  had  been  all  his  life  long  engaged  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law.   It 
was  said  the  other  day  that  the  Poor 
Law  of  1834  was  a  charitable  and  bene- 
volent Act,  and  that  it  was  rendered 
harsh  and  cruel  by  the  Guardians.  That 
Poor  Law  was  passed  to  remedy  a  great 
evil,  and  was  a  just  and  determined 
effort  to  curtail  the  wave  of  pauperism 
which    demoralized  and  damaged   the 
country,  and  the  principle  of  it  was  that 
no  man  should  be  relieved  unless  he  was 
destitute.     As  to  the  Bill   before  the 
House,  it  was  introduced  at  3  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  and  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  gave  no  reason 
for  bringing  it  in,  but  simply  compared  • 
it  with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich,   and  told  the  House  that  its 
scope  and  duration  were  more  compre- 
hensive.     When  he  had  ventured  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  had  de- 
nounced him  as  an  Obstructionist.    For 
20  years  he  had  been  connected  with  the 
House,  and  this  was  the  second  time  he 
had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, and  he  did  not  think  he  could 
fairly  be  called  an  Obstructionist.    The 
hon.     Member     for     Ipswich    seemed 
to  imagine  that    the   overseer  of  the 
poor    was    intimately    connected    with 
the  poor;   but  in  these  days  he  was 
nothing  more  or  less  than  a  rate  col- 
lector.   All  he  would  know  would  be 
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that  such  and  such  a  man  had  received 
parochial  relief,  but  whether  that  relief 
had  been  in  kind,  or  in  money,  or  in 
medicine,  he  would  not  know.  The 
clerks  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
the  only  men  who  would  know  anything 
about  the  matter,  and  they  ought  to  be 
instructed  to  make  out  the  lists  of  these 
Toters.  This  disqualification  had  been 
universal  in  boroughs  and  in  counties, 
and  no  complaint  had  been  heard  until 
quite  recently.  There  had  hitherto 
been  a  general  concurrence  that  no 
pauper  should  vote.  Most  exaggerated 
statements  had  been  made  as  to  the 
amount  of  disfranchisement  that  would 
ensue  if  this  Bill  were  not  passed.  The 
junior  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had  asserted  that  one- 
fourth  of  the  new  voters  would  be  dis- 
franchised. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  (Mr.  Horace  Davey) 
said  one-fifth.  [Mr.  Horace  Davey: 
In  some  counties.]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  talkea  of  tens  of  thousands. 
He  (Mr.  Clare  Eead)  thought  these  esti- 
mates were  very  excessive.  In  his  Union 
there  was  a  population  of  12,000 ;  the 
paupers  numbered  1,156,  or  9J^  per  cent, 
andtbe  persons  who  had  received  medical 
relief  alone,  275,  of  whom  61  we»e  men. 
Some  of  those  had  received  it  on  loan, 
which  would  not  disqualify  them,  and 
it  might  be  taken  that  only  about 
4  per  cent  of  the  new  voters  would  be 
affected.  The  sole  reason  given  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  this  *^  great  and  momentous 
change"  was  that  the  junior  Member 
for  Birmingham,  had  poisoned  the  minds 
of  the  new  electors.  That  might  be  a 
great  compliment  to  the  junior  Member 
for  Birmingham;  but  it  placed  a  distinct 
premium  on  agitation.  The  Bill  would 
encourage  the  first  step  to  pauperism, 
and  would  ultimately  greatly  increase  the 
number  of  paupers  in  the  country.  It 
would  also  deal  a  fatal  blow  to  benefit 
and  medical  clubs.  The  Fall  Mall  Gazette, 
which,  until  it  took  to  writing  obscene 
articles,  was  a  fair  exponent  of  the  home 
policy  of  the  late  Government,  pointed 
out  that  those  who  wished  to  increase 
the  number  of  electors  in  the  country 
ought  to  use  their  influence  to  make  the 
people  join  benefit  clubs,  for  it  would 
keep  them  from  resorting  to  parish  re- 
lief. Those  clubs  were  well  within  the 
means  of  the  ordinary  labourer.  For 
7«.  a-year  a  man  could  secure  the  best 


doctor  in  the  district  for  himself  and 
wife,  and  U.  a-year  per  child.  He 
supposed  that  when  County  Boards 
— which  would  probably  deal  with  allot- 
ments, indoor  relief,  and  such  mat- 
ters— were  established  they  would  be 
elected  by  the  same  constituency.  We 
should  then  have  Parliament  elected  by 
a  majority  of  voters  who  paid  no  direct 
taxes,  and  County  Boards  elected  by 
a  vast  majority  of  voters  who  directly 
paid  no  rates,  and  with  both  of  these 
there  would  be  a  fair  sprinkling  of 
paupers.  Calling  attention  to  the  sud- 
den conversion  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  this  question,  he  pointed  out 
that  on  the  20th  of  May  last  he  received 
a  Whip,  signed  by  Mr.  Rowland  Winn, 
asking  him  to  support  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  the  Hegistration  Bill,  the  chief 
of  wliich  was  that  rejecting  the  clause 
dealing  with  medical  relief.  On  the 
14  th  of  July  he  received  another 
Whip,  which  asked  him  to  support  the 
Bill  of  the  Government,  and  he  found 
that  it  was  practically  the  clause  which 
they  had  voted  against  when  they  sup- 
ported the  Lords'  Amendments.  It  had 
been  said  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  edu- 
cated his  Party;  but  he  took  a  great 
many  years  to  do  it.  In  these  days, 
however,  they  saw  a  much  more  wonder- 
ful result  in  the  instantaneous  conver- 
sion of  the  whole  Conservative  Party. 
A  process  of  this  kind  might  be  under- 
stood in  the  case  of  the  liberals,  as, 
having  no  fixed  principles,  they  were 
converted  easily ;  but  it  was  much 
more  startling  when  it  became  demon- 
strated in  the  case  of  the  Party  with 
which  he  was  associated,  who  usually 
were  not  so  easily  converted  from  their 
principles.  On  the  6th  of  May  a  division 
was  taken  in  the  House,  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Christchurch 
moved  what  he  might  call  this  Bill.  On 
that  occasion  the  proposal  was  rejected 
by  a  majority  of  68.  In  that  majority 
he  found  these  honoured  and  respected 
names — Beach,  Gibson,  GifiPard,  Hamil- 
ton, Northcote,  Smith,  and  Stanhope, 
two  old  Whips  and  two  new  Whips  of 
the  Conservative  Party ;  but  six  Tories, 
and  two  Members  of  the  Fourth  Party — 
that  absorbed  or  absorbing  Party — voted 
in  the  minority.  On  the  12th  of  May, 
after  a  snatch  division  in  the  House,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  brought  for- 
ward his  clause  on  Consideration  ;  it  was 
then  carried  by  a  majority  of  37.  In  tho 
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minority  he  found  the  names  of-  Beach, 
Gross,  Gibson,  Northcote,  and  Stanhope. 
On  the  20th  of  May,  when  the  Lords' 
Amendments  were  agreed  to  by  a  ma- 
jority of  4 1 ,  he  found  in  that  majority  the 
names  of  Beach,  Cross,  Gibson,  North- 
cote, Smith,  and  Stanhope.  They  had 
also  the  following  Members  of  the  late 
Government  voting  in  favour  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments : — the  late  Prime 
Minister,  the  late  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  the  late  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  the  late  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  the  late  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  and  the  late  Government 
Whips.  He  was  very  much  astonished 
and  surprised  at  the  conduct  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. With  his  gpreat  experience  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law, 
with  his  thorough  and  complete  know- 
ledge of  the  rural  labourer,  he  believed 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend 'in  his  heart 
still  thought  that  this  was  a  most  dan- 
gerous experiment.  No  doubt,  this  was 
a  very  good  horse  to  ride  for  the  next 
Election.  He  did  not  believe,  if  there 
had  not  been  a  General  Election  pend- 
ing, they  would  have  had  this  Bill  either 
from  the  one  side  or  the  other.  He 
deeply  regretted  to  see  that  there  seemed 
to  be  no  steadying,  no  restraining,  no  di- 
recting power  in  the  State.  The  whole 
duty  of  one  Party  appeared  to  him  to 
consist  in  outbidding  and  overtrumping 
its  adversaries.  He  should  not  be  sur- 
prised, if  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
were  in  his  discretion  to  move  that  a 
polling  booth  should  be  placed  in  every 
workhouse,  that  some  kind-hearted  Tory 
would  move  that  there  should  be  a 
polling  booth  placed  in  every  gaol.  He 
woidd  be  told  that  such  a  contingency 
as  this  was  absurd ;  but  he  contended 
that  it  was  not  much  more  absurd  than 
the  recent  legislation  which  had  been 
passed,  allowing  the  most  degraded 
felon  outside  a  prison  to  vote,  but 
not  allowing  soldiers  and  consta- 
bles to  exercise  the  franchise.  He  be- 
lieved that  neither  Party  had  pluck 
enough  to  be  honest  and  truthful  on  this 
matter.  He  said  that  with  great  respect 
to  both  Parties.  It  was  a  good  election 
cry,  no  doubt ;  but  on  reading  election 
addresses  to  the  new  electors  he  could 
not  find  the  candidates  telling  the  people 
what  their  responsibilities  or  their  duties 
were,  or  even  what  was  best  for  the 
country  or  for  Party,  but  simply  an  at- 
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tempt  to  please  the  populace  and  to 
gain  votes.  This  would  probably  be  the 
last  time  that  he  would  have  the  honour 
of  making  any  lengthened  observations 
to  the  House.  He  thanked  hon.  Members 
for  the  undeviating  courtesy  and  kind 
attention  with  which  they  had  always 
listened  to  his  remarks.  He  hoped  it 
would  not  be  believed  that  he  was  afraid 
of  Tory  democracy ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
believed  in  it.  He  thought  the  British 
workman  would  Ibe  as  good  a  Tory  in 
his  way  as  a  Duke  was  in  his;  but 
there  was  something  he  was  afraid  of, 
and  which  he  detested,  and  that  was 
State  Socialism.  Because  he  saw  in 
this  Bill  what  he  believed  to  be  the  ad- 
vent and  germ  of  that  detested  principle 
he  had  ventured  to  raise  his  voice  against 
the  measure,  and  he  intended  to  give  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
**  this  House  cannot  approve  of  a  measore  -which 
remoTes  an  incentive  to  independence,  and  fun- 
damentally changes  the  principle  of  the  Poor 
Law  under  which  pauperism  has  steadily  di- 
minished since  1834,"— (^r.  C§urtn$y^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 

? reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion.'' 

Mb.  EATHBONE  said,  he  felt  most 
strongly  the  dangers  which  had  been 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member  forlis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Read); 
but  from  practical  experience  he  did  not 
quite  agree  that  medical  advice  given  to 
people  who  paid  rates  had  necessarily 
the  same  effect  as  ordinary  outdoor  re- 
lief. In  Ireland  they  had  a  very  large 
extension  of  medical  relief,  combined 
with  a  very  much  more  stem  and  very 
much  better  administration  of  outdoor 
relief  than  there  was  in  this  country.  If 
the  leisured  classes  in  England  had  all 
done  their  duty,  as  they  had  done  in  the 
parishes  which  had  been  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Derbyshire  (Lord  Edward  Cavendish) 
and  by  his  two  hon.  Friends  oppo- 
site (Mr.-  Pell  and  Mr.  Clare  Bead), 
there  would  be  no  ground  for  this  law  at 
all.  He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  revert  to  the  proposal  made 
in  the  first  instance  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings),  and 
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confine  the  meaoure  to  one  or  two  years, 
and  that  they  would  appoint  a  really 
strong  Committee  at  the  commencement 
of  next  Session  to  inquire  thoroughly 
how  those  beneficial  arrangements  which 
existed  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
might  be  carried  out ;  and  in  case  that 
could  be  done  generally  he  believed  there 
would  be  no  need  for  continuing  this 
Bill.  He  spoke  as  the  oldest  but  one 
Guardian  of  perhaps  the  largest  parish 
in  this  Kingdom,  and  as  a  Guardian 
who  had  never  willingly  been  absent 
from  any  meeting  of  the  Belief  Com- 
mittee. He  wished  distinctly  to  urge 
upon  his  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings)  to  join  in  limiting  the  duration  of 
the  Bill,  so  as  to  give  time  to  inquire 
whether  they  could  not  provide  better 
for  the  wants  of  poor  people  than  by 
such  a  measure.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
spoken  somewhat  harshly  of  Guardians 
in  describing  them  as  guardians  of  the 
poor  rate.  He  assured  him  that  in  his 
native  town  of  Liverpool  the  Guardians 
had  erred  rather  by  too  lax  than  by  too 
stem  an  administration  of  the  Poor  Law. 
One  short  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  his 
own  experience  might  be  given  with  ad- 
vantage. In  Liverpool  they  had  a  great 
demand  for  the  labour  of  men,  and  much 
less  demand  for  the  labour  of  women, 
while  in  the  manufacturing  districts  the 
labour  of  women  was  wanted  much  more 
than  the  labour  of  men.  It  had  seemed 
to  him  strange  that  Liverpool  should 
be  burdened  constantly  with  a  number 
of  women  who  would  be  welcomed  by 
the  manufacturing  districts,  and  so  he 
persuaded  the  Guardians  to  induce  the 
Charity  Organization  Society  to  have  one 
of  their  Visitors  in  attendance  at  the 
commencement  of  business  when  new 
cases  were  considered.  He  also  got  them 
to  go  through  all  relief  cases  on  the 
parish,  and  pick  out  the  cases  in  which 
there  were  large  families  of  girls  who 
would  be  suitable  for  migration  to  the 
manufacturing  districts.  He  then  en- 
gaged a  friend  of  his  to  act  as  his  agent 
in  the  matter,  and  go  through  the  manu- 
facturing districts  and  establish  a  con- 
nection where  labour  was  required.  The 
Guardians  induced  the  Charity  Organiza- 
tion Society  to  take  charge  of  widows 
with  families  of  girls,  and  insisted  that 
where  there  were  openings  for  these 
women  in  th  manufacturing  districts  they 
should  either  go  there  or  be  deprived  of 
relief.  In  two  years  by  that  system  they 


migrated  about  1,200  persons  from  Liver- 
pool into  the  manufacturing  districts,  and 
he  wished  his  hon.  Friend  to  give  a  little 
notice  to  the  results.  Very  few  of  those 
women  ever  came  back  to  the  city  where 
they  had  been  paupers  or  worse.  In 
one  family,  for  instance,  there  were  five 
or  six  girls.  The  eldest  girl  had  already 
had  a  child,  and  the  second  was  reported 
to  be  in  the  same  way,  and  the  whole  of 
these  girls  would  have  been  on  the  town 
in  five  or  10  years ;  but  within  two  years 
from  their  migration  they  were  earning 
£5  a-week,  and  were  practically  removed 
from  temptation.  The  Guardians  by  such 
means  had  converted  about  1,200  people 
from  pauperism,  or  the  verge  of  pau- 
perism, into  well-doing  people,  and  most 
of  them  in  the  course  of  a  year  or  two- 
were  not  only  gaining  ample  wages,  but 
had  repaid  the  manufacturers  the  whole 
expense  of  their  furniture,  which  had 
been  advanced,  and  the  whole  cost  of 
that,  beyond  the  salary  of  his  agent,  was 
under  £40. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  subjeet  before 
the  House  is  medical  relief  disqualifica- 
tion.    The  hon.   Member  seems  to  be 
oing  into  the  general  subject  of  Poor 

w  administration. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  said,  what  he  was 
wishing  to  point  out  was  the  danger  of 
a  lax  administration  of  medical  relief. 
The  effect  of  removing  the  1,200  people 
to  whom  he  had  referred,  and  some  of 
whom  had  been  in  receipt  of  medical  or 
other  reHef,  was  that  in  two  years  the 
position  of  those  remaining  was  so  im- 
proved that  it  was  difficult  to  get  a  char- 
woman at  1«.  6(/.  a-day.  He  was  reply- 
ing to  the  statement  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  that  the  Guardians  were 
hard-hearted  in  their  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law,  and  ho  used  this  case  as  an 
analogy.  He  thought  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  right  in 
pointing  out  the  dangers  of  the  system 
of  relief,  he  was  not  going  beyond  the 
province  of  debate  in  showing  that  it 
was  not  hard-hearted  to  insist,  as  the 
Guardians  in  Liverpool  had  done,  on  re- 
moving those  women,  but  that  they  were 
really  doing  a  benefit  to  the  working 
classes.  What  he  wanted  to  urge  on  the 
Government  and  on  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings)  was  that  they  should  not 
plunge  at  once  into  this  question  irre- 
vocably, but  that  they  should  pass  the 
Bill  for  only  two  years,  and  that  the  Go- 
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vernment  in  power  should  at  the  com- 
mencement of  next  Session  appoint  a 
really  strong  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  subject  and  see  whether  the 
working  classes  in  all  districts  could  not 
be  placed  in  a  position  in  which  they 
were  not  yet  placed  in  some  districts,  so 
as'  to  provide  medical  relief  for  them- 
selves without  a  greater  amount  of  self- 
control  than  they  could  be  fairly  ex- 
pected to  exercise  in  all  circumstances. 

Sm  GABEIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  he 
should  support  the  Bill.  He  maintained 
that  the  population  of  large  towns  had 
the  advantage  of  hospitals  and  dispen- 
saries, assistance  from  which,  as  long  as 
they  were  not  connected  with  parochial 
relief,  did  not  imply  any  disqualification. 
This  was  not  the  case  in  country  dis- 
tricts. In  these  circumstances,  he  looked 
upon  the  Bill  before  the  House  as  a  fair 
and  righteous  complement  to  the  recent 
Act  extending  the  household  franchise 
to  counties,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be- 
come law. 

Me.  BKYCE  said,  he  thought  that 
the  whole  matter  was  one  not  of  theory, 
but  of  experience;  and  he  would  ask 
the  House  to  see  exactly  where  the  path 
would  lead  them  upon  which  they  were 
now  entering.  It  had  been  the  Liberal 
Party  who  had  passed  the  new  Poor 
Law  Act  of  1834,  and  who  had  supported 
the  reforms  it  introduced  against  the 
constant  opposition  of  the  Tory  Party, 
who  had  endeavoured  to  break  down 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
and  bring  back  the  old  system  of  out- 
door relief,  partly,  no  doubt,  from  a 
charitable  sentiment  which  did  credit  to 
their  hearts  if  not  to  their  heads,  but 
largely  also  because  they  did  not  object 
to  keeping  the  agricultural  labourers  in 
a  condition  of  dependence.  The  motive 
which  now  induced  the  Tory  Party  to 
bring  in  this  Bill  was  not  merely  a  wish 
to  outbid  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
but  also  a  notion  that  the  poorest  class 
of  voters,  being  most  dependent  on  the 
squire,  would  be  most  likely  to  vote  with 
the  squire.  He  believed  that  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Bead)  was  correct, 
and  that  this  BiU  would  increase  the 
number  of  voters  for  the  Conservative 
Party.  Those  who  received  medical  relief 
were  those  who  were  most  likely  to  come 
under  the  influence  of  intimidation,  of 
money,  or  of  the  administrators  of 
the  poor  rate  itself.     He  had  listened 
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with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  he 
had  wondered  what  arguments  a  per- 
son of  his  cultivated  mind  would  be  able 
to  bring  forward  in  favour  of  a  Bill  of 
this  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  brought  forward  two  arguments. 
In  the  first  place,  he  had  argued  that 
the  number  of  voters  added  by  the  Bill 
would  be  very  small.  For  his  own 
part,  he  thought  that  that  seemed  an 
argument  rather  the  other  way.  If  the 
persons  affected  were  few,  there  was  all 
the  less  reason  why  the  House  should 
sacrifice  a  valuable  principle.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  used  another  arga- 
ment,  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  so 
poisoned  the  consciences  of  the  people 
that  it  was  no  use  to  appeal  to  them 
any  more.  His  right  hon.  Friend  would 
probably  not  cease  to  apply  poison  of 
that  kind,  when  he  found  how  it  affected 
the  action  of  the  Ministry,  but  would  be 
encouraged  to  do  so  more.  They  had 
heard  much  lately  of  schemes  for  the 
nationalization  of  the  land  and  pro- 
gressive taxation  of  landed  property. 
Why  should  not  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  say  there  was 
no  use  in  defending  property  any  more  ? 
But  the  argument  most  frequently  used 
was,  that  the  principle  involved  in  the 
Bill  had  been  conceded  when  the  fees  of 
poor  parents,  whose  children  were  sent 
to  school  under  the  Act  of  1870,  were 
paid  for  them,  and  the  provision  inserted 
that  such  payment  should  not  disqualify 
the  parent  for  the  suffrage.  No  doubt, 
we  did  pay  the  fees ;  but  the  reason  of 
that  was  because  we  had  madn  educa- 
tion compulsory,  and  we  had  thrown  a 
new  duty  on  the  parent  which,  unless 
the  fees  were  paid,  he  might  not  be 
able  to  discharge — that  of  sending  his 
child  to  school.  But  inasmuch  as  we 
did  not  leave  the  parent  to  his  own 
choice,  he  did  not  think  we  could  be 
said  to  have  conceded  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  when  we  provided  that  the 
payment  of  school  fees  should  not  dis- 
qualify. But  this  case  was  an  instance 
of  the  way  in  which  political  decadence 
proceeded  from  step  to  step.  In  1870 
no  one  argued  for  more  than  the  par- 
ticular point  then  raised.  Now  the 
instance  of  school  fees  was  relied  on  to 
justify  a  further  step  in  the  direction  of 
admitting  to  the  suffrage  persons  who 
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received  public  aid,  and,  probably,  be- 
fore long,  having  admitted  that  medical 
relief  was  no  disqualification,  we  should 
be  told  that  the  receipt  of  Poor  Law 
relief  in  any  form  should  be  no  dis- 
qualification. Did  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  think  that  the 
receipt  of  any  form  of  Poor  Law 
relief  ought  to  be  a  disqualification  ? 
[Mr.  Jesse  Collinqs:  I  said  nothing 
about  it.]  His  hon.  Friend  might 
have  said  nothing  about  it,  but  what 
did  he  think  about  it  ?  For  they  knew 
that  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
thought  to-day  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  think 
to-morrow.  He  challenged  his  hon. 
Friend  to  deny  that  he  held  that  the 
receipt  of  ordinary  outdoor  relief  ought 
not  to  disqualify.  If  this  Bill  passed,  there 
would  be  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
number  of  voters  whose  interest  it  was 
to  have  a  lax  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law.  He  asked  the  House  to  pause 
before  it  took  a  step  of  that  kind.  In 
the  United  States — and  no  country  could 
be  more  consistent  in  carrying  out 
democratic  principles — there  was  a  con- 
siderable number  of  States  the  Consti- 
tutions of  which  declared  that  no  person 
in  receipt  of  Poor  Law  relief  should  have 
a  vote.  A  great  deal  had  been  said  about 
taxation  and  representation.  We  had 
lost  our  13  Colonies  in  North  America 
because  we  had  insisted  on  taxing  them 
without  giving  them  representation. 
But  now  we  were  reversing  the  prin- 
ciple; we  were  giving  representation 
without  taxation.  He  had  no  fear,  of 
universal  suffrage;  but  he  had  great 
fear  of  giving  political  power  to  those 
who  were  pensioners  of  the  State  and 
dependent  on  the  rates  for  support.  He 
had  been  a  Eepresentative  of  a  popular 
constituency  for  five  years.  In  that  con- 
stituency the  vast  majority  of  the  voters 
were  working  men,  and  during  all  those 
five  years  he  had  never  heard  a  com- 
plaint of  the  disqualification  in  question, 
although  the  statistics  produced  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  showed  that 
more  persons  received  medical  relief  in 
the  towns  than  in  the  country.  He  be- 
lieved that  we  were  perfectly  safe  in 
the  hands  of  the  working  men,  and 
during  the  five  years  he  had  repre- 
sented his  present  constituency  he  had 
learnt  more  and  more  to  respect  and 
admire  the  working  classes  of  this  coun- 
try.   And  why  ?    Because  ho  recognized 


in  them  a  spirit  of  self-help  and  inde- 
pendence. He  never  heard  in  his  con- 
stituency a  word  said  against  the  strict 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  which 
had  been  lately  introduced  into  the 
East  End  of  London,  and  which  had 
done  so  much  good  there,  because  the 
working  classes  knew  that  such  an  ad- 
ministration was  for  the  real  advantage 
of  the  poor.  He  believed  that  self-help, 
thrift,  providence,  independence,  were 
the  most  valuable  possessions  the  work- 
ing men  could  have,  and  were  even  more 
valuable  than  the  possession  of  a  vote, 
and  he  therefore  urged  the  House  to 
pause  before  it  passed  a  measure  tend- 
ing to  impair  those  qualities.  For  the 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  something  might  be  said. 
It  was  meant  to  meet  the  case  of  per- 
sons taken  by  surprise — disqualified  be- 
cause they  had  not  known  of  the  rule 
that  medical  relief  involved  disqualifi- 
cation— and  he  should  have  hesitated 
before  voting  against  it.  There  was 
also  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  the  case 
of  persons  applying  for  medical  relief 
when  attacked  by  infectious  diseases, 
because  the  State  obliged  people  in  such 
cases  to  obtain  medical  relief,  so  that 
the  acceptance  was  not  their  voluntary 
act,  but  that  of  the  law.  But  the  present 
Bill  went  far  beyond  the  case  of  persons 
surprised,  far  beyond  the  case  of  in- 
fectious diseases;  it  was  a  bold  and. 
reckless  bid  for  popularity,  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  apparently  resolved  to  se- 
cure this  popularity,  be  the  consequences 
to  the  country  what  they  might.  He 
regretted  that  the  decision  come  to  by 
repeated  majorities  in  that  Hou^e  should 
now  be  reversed,  and  he  only  hoped  he 
might  be  mistaken  in  predicting  unfor- 
tunate results  from  the  step  which  the 
House  was  taking  with  so  light  a  heart. 
Sib  FEEDERICK  MILNEE  said, 
that  after  the  speeches  which  the  House 
had  heard  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  in  supporting  the  measure  of  the 
Government  they  undertook  a  very  se- 
rious responsibility.  The  hon.  Members 
for  West  Norfolk  and  South  Leicester- 
shire and  Liskeard  were  famous  for  the 
firmness  with  which  they  expressed  their 
convictions  upon  all  topics.  They  spoke 
from  the  heart  their  honest  convictions, 
regardless  of  their  own  or  their  Party's 
interests.  It  seemed  a  curious  thing 
that  politicians  who  differed  so  very 
much  as  the  Member  for  Liskeard  and 
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the  Members  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House  who  had  opposed  this  Bill 
should  be  found  agreeing  upon  this  very 
important  question,  the  whole  history  of 
which  showed  the  grave  danger  of  pur- 
suing important  subjects  for  the  sake  of 
making  Party  capital  rather  than  in  the 
interests  of  the  questions  themselves. 
The  intemperate  and  unscrupulous 
speeches  made  outside  the  House,  and 
especially  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Ohamberlain),  had  raised  passions 
which  should  never  have  been  stirred 
up,  and  which  had  prevented  the  ques- 
tion being  discussed  impartially.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk  had 
been  rather  severe  in  pointing  out  the 
inconsistencies  of  the  Government  Bench 
on  this  subject.  When  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Christchurch  (Mr. 
H.  Davey)  brought  forward  this  Amend- 
ment it  was  opposed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, chiefly  because  it  ought  not  to 
have  been  brought  forward  at  that  time. 
The  question  then  being  discussed  was 
the  Registration  of  Voters  Bill,  and  the 
contention  of  the  Government  was  that 
the  question  of  medical  relief  disquali- 
fication did  not  arise  upon  the  discus- 
sion of  that  Bill.  It  was,  however, 
true  that  the  late  Attorney  General  went 
out  of  his  way  to  say  he  did  oppose  the 
clause  on  principle.  He  (Sir  Frederick 
Milner)  had  noticed  that  no  Member  ou 
the  Front  Gt)vemment  Bench  took  part 
in  that  discussion,  and  the  only  Conser- 
vative Member  who  spoke  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff),  whp  spoke  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment.  He  might  there- 
fore assume  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment supported  the  late  Government  on 
that  occasion  on  the  gpround  that  the 
question  ought  not  to  have  been  brought 
forward  on  the  Eegistration  Bill.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  were  delighted  with 
the  very  witty  way  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  pointed  out 
the  inconsistencies  of  Her  Majesty's 
Advisers;  but  he  did  not  think  they 
could  deny  that  the  inconsistencies  of 
the  late  Government  exceeded  those  of 
the  present.  It  was  most  remarkable 
how  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
had  at  one  time  been  supported 
by  Representatives  of  all  sections  of 
that  Party  which  sought  to  find  shelter 
under  that  umbrella  which  was  so 
graphically  described  by  Lord    Rose- 
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bery  at  Edinburgh.  The  clause  dis- 
qu«difying  voters  through  receiving 
medical  relief  was  originally  intro- 
duced by  the  Liberal  Gt)vemment  of 
1832  into  the  law  of  the  land,  and  since 
that  time  it  had  remained  on  the  Statute 
Book  with  hardly  any  protest  against  it 
It  was  true  that  10  years  ago  the  hon. 
Member  who  then  represented  Liverpool 
did  call  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
moved  that  the  clause  should  be  omitted, 
because  he  thought  that  it  inflicted  great 
hardship,  and  that  at  any  rate  it  ought 
to  be  provided  that  medical  relief  for 
infectious  or  contagious  diseases  should 
not  disqualify.  It  had  been  argued  by 
the  junior  Member  for  Birmingham  that 
the  grave  importance  of  this  question 
W8LH  never  brought  home  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  until  the  Registra- 
tion Bill  had  gone  to  the  House  of 
Lords ;  but,  as  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk,  as  long  ago 
as  the  19th  of  June,  1884,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon  (Mr.  Com- 
mins)  brought  forward  an  Amendment 
that  medical  relief  should  not  dis- 
qualify a  voter  and  went  at  some  length 
into  the  question.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  complimented  the  hon. 
Member  on  the  clear  statement  he  had 
put  before  the  Committee,  and  went  on 
to  say  that  he  considered  that  if  this 
Amendment  were  adopted  it  would 
strike  a  very  heavy  blow  at  all  friendly 
societies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
alter  his  Amendment  so  as  to  provide 
that  no  person  who  received  medical  re- 
lief for  himself  or  his  family  for  infec- 
tious or  contagious  diseases  should  be 
deemed  to  be  disqualified  as  a  voter, 
and  he  further  recommended  the  hon. 
Member  to  include  a  provision  allowing 
A  man  to  send  a  child  to  an  asylum  with- 
out becoming  disqualified.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  if  these 
Amendments  were  not  accepted  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment  as  it  stood,  and 
he  went  so  far  as  to  persuade  the  hon. 
Member  not  only  to  withdraw  his  clause 
but  to  allow  it  to  be  negatived  so  that  it 
could  not  be  reintroduced.  Ever  since 
that  time,  whenever  this  proposal  was 
brought  forward,  it  received  uncompro- 
mising opposition  from  Her  Majesty's 
late  Government,  and  until  the  measure 
went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  that 
state  of  things  continued.  He,  there- 
fore^ did  not  think  any  hon.  Member 
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opposite  could  have  any  justifioation  in 
eneering  at  Her.  Majesty's  present  Go- 
Yernment  for  having  changed  its  mind. 
It  was  evident,  from  what  the  late  Prime 
Minister  had  said  in  reply  to  a  Question, 
that  he  was  in  agreement  with  the  late 
Attorney  General,  and  that  if  he  had 
been  in  the  House  he  would  have  op- 
posed the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Mr.  S.  Davey),  and  therefore 
it  was  pretty  clear  that  all  sections  of 
the  House  had  been  bitterly  opposed  at 
one  time  or  another  to  that  Amendment. 
He  joined  issue  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
when  he  said  he  had  never  voted  for  the 
Disqualifying  Clause.  Every  time  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  voted  for  the  Bill 
he  voted  for  the  Disqualifying  Clause 
which  was  contained  in  the  Bill.  It 
was,  therefore,  a  most  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
never  before  last  week  raised  his  voice 
in  the  House  as  to  the  injustice  of  the 
clause.  It  might  be  asked  why,  as  both 
sides  of  the  House  had  at  one  time  or 
another  opposed  the  Bill,  he  himself  in- 
tended to  vote  for  it?  "Well,  he  con- 
fessed that  his  reason  was  a  more 
or  .less  sentimental  one.  He  could 
not  help  feeling  that  if  a  felon  who 
had  been  discharged  from  gaol  was 
to  have  the  privilege  of  a  vote  it  would 
be  rather  hard  that  an  honest  poor 
man,  who  only  received  temporary  relief 
during  sickness,  should  not  be  allowed 
the  same  privilege.  He  did  not  think 
that  if  the  Bill  were  passed  it  would 
prevent  a  working  man  continuing  to 
subscribe  to  clubs  which  would  give  him 
assistance  in  distress  or  when  he  was 
out  of  work ;  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  a 
mistake  to  make  a  man  a  pauper  who 
only  received  temporary  relief.  Some 
distinction  ought  to  be  made  between 
a  man  who  was  in  receipt  of  regular  re- 
lief and  a  man  who  only  received  tem- 
porary relief  in  times  of  sickness.  At 
the  same  time,  the  question  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  discussed  on  its 
merits ;  and  if  hon.  Members  considered 
there  was  any  weight  in  the  eloquent 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  and  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Norfolk,  they  ought  not  to  be  influenced 
by  any  Party  motive  in  registering  their 
votes.  If  they  thought  that  by  passing 
the  measure  they  would  be  setting  a 


dangerous  precedent,  and  would  be  add- 
ing to  the  pauperism  of  the  country, 
they  ought,  regardleas  of  consequences, 
to  register  their  votes  against  the  mea- 
sure. 

Me.  HENEAGE  said,  he  considered 
that  the  main  question  at  issue  was 
whether  the  person  who  received  medi- 
cal relief  was  or  was  not  a  pauper.  He 
denied  that  the  receipt  of  such  relief 
made  any  man  a  pauper  any  more  than 
his  participation  in  the  numerous  chari- 
ties organized  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poorer  classes.  There  was,  in  fact,  no 
distinction  between  the  two.  A  man 
might  receive  such  relief  and  yet  be 
perfectly  solvent.  What  was  the  differ- 
ence between  the  case  of  a  man  who 
received  medical  relief  and  the  case  of 
one  who  was  given  soup  or  wine  by  the 
squire  or  the  clergyman  of  the  parish  ? 
The  receipt  of  rehef  was  said  to  be  de- 
moralizing ;  but  it  was  not  so  demora- 
lizing as  getting  into  debt,  and  when 
poor  people  obtained  the  assistance  of 
a  doctor  they  often  ran  up  bills  which 
they  could  hardly  hope  to  be  ever  able 
to  pay.  He  personally  knew  of  a  case  in 
which  a  girl  ran  up  a  bill  of  £19  when 
her  annual  salary  was  only  £10,  and  of 
another  in  which  a  man  whose  weekly 
receipts  amounted  only  to  18«.  found 
himself  indebted  to  a  doctor  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £32.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich ;  but  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  the  matter  up  he 
was  ready  to  accept  their  Bill,  believing 
it  was  a  fair  and  equitable  measure. 

Mr.  HALSEY  said,  he  must  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  on  his  return  to  his 
allegiance  to  the  doctrines  of  political 
economy,  which  he  had  been  compelled 
to  abjure  when  a  Member  of  the  late 
Government.  He  (Mr.  Halsey)  had  al- 
ways been  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  if  he  had  been  in  his 
place  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  (Mr.  Horace  Davey) 
introduced  his  Amendment  on  the  He- 
distribution  Bill  he  shoidd  certainly  have 
supported  him.  He  supported  the  Bill 
because  it  appeared  to  him  that  medical 
relief  stood  on  a  totally  different  footing 
to  any  other  form  of  relief.  It  might 
be  necessitated,  in  some  instances,  by 
improvidence;  but  in  the  majority  of 
cases  illness  came  upon  people  sud- 
denly, often  at  most  difficult  times,  and 
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its  pressure  was  not  unfrequently  felt 
most  severely  by  persona  far  higher  in 
the  social  scale  than  agricultural  la- 
bourers. Apart  from  a  man's  duty  to 
his  family,  there  was  a  duty  that  he 
owed  to  the  public  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  sickness;  and,  therefore,  it  seemed  to 
him  absolutely  to  the  public  advantage 
that  no  discouragement  should  be  placed 
in  the  way  of  poor  persons  who  applied 
for  medical  relief.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Leicestershire  had  said  that 
the  qualification  for  admission  to  an  in- 
firmary was  not  destitution  ;  but  in  his 
neighbourhood  there  was  a  hospital 
which  was  intended  entirely  for  the 
destitute  poor.  They  had  heard  a 
great  deal  also  about  the  clubs  and 
friendly  societies,  and  they  had  been 
told  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill  would 
discourage  such  institutions.  He  did 
not,  however,  anticipate  anything  of 
that  sort,  and  he  believed  that  all  the 
more  provident  and  well-to-do  people 
would  continue  to  use  them.  Many  poor 
persons  of  the  older  generation  had  been 
regular  subscribers  to  these  clubs,  but 
when  the  pinch  came  they  found  that 
the  clubs  having  been  established  on  a 
rotten  footing  all  their  money  was  gone. 
Surely  such  men  ought  not  to  be  classed 
with  the  habitual  and  improvident 
paupers,  because  when  overtaken  by 
sickness  they  applied  to  the  parish  doctor 
for  relief. '  They  had  given  a  large  and 
extended  measure  of  enfranchisement  to 
the  people,  and  it  would  be  a  very  in- 
vidious thing  to  strike  out  a  few  of 
these  poor  people  because  from  no  fault 
of  their  own  they  had  been  compelled 
to  apply  for  relief  to  the  parish  doctor. 
Were  this  disqualification  persisted  in, 
it  would  work  most  unequally,  as  in 
many  districts  the  absence  of  a  club  or  a 
dispensary  would  deprive  a  man  of  his 
vote,  while  in  other  districts  no  'Such 
thing  would  happen.  The  case  of  those 
who  supported  the  Bill  was  far  stronger 
than  any  that  could  be  stated  by  those 
who  favoured  the  principle  of  non-dis- 
qualification in  consequence  of  the  pay- 
ment of  school  fees,  a  principle  which 
already  had  the  sanction  of  the  law.  He 
thought  it  most  invidious  to  take  the 
vote  away  from  a  few  poor  people  on 
whom  misfortune  had  suddenly  fallen. 
Since  the  criminal  was  not  denied  his 
vote  he  did  not  see  why  the  man  who 
accepted  medical  relief  should  be  dis- 
qualified.    The  arguments  in  favour  of 
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this  Bill  were  quite  overwhelming ;  and, 
in  spite  of  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  and  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham, which  tended  to  sow  ill-will 
between  class  and  class,  he  should  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  said,  it  was 
fortunate  that  this  Bill  had  a  strong 
backing  out-of-doors;  because,  if  tbey 
were  to  judge  from  what  had  taken 
place  in  that  House  as  well  as  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  on  previous 
occasions,  he  thought  there  was  little 
chance  of  it  passing  into  law.  This 
question,  however,  had  got  far  beyond 
the  abstract  and  rigid  lines  of  political 
economy.  The  people  of  this  country, 
now  thoroughly  aroused,  were  deter- 
mined that  they  would  not  be  disfran- 
chised in  any  large  numbers  because 
they  or  their  families  had  received  tem- 
porary or  medical  aid.  He  looked  upon 
medical  relief  of  this  sort  as  totally  dif- 
ferent from  ordinary  Poor  Law  relief. 
In  listening  to  the  debate  that  evening 
he  found  himself  compelled  to  say  that 
he  much  preferred  that  the  House  should 
come  back  to  the  original  Bill  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
to  whom  he  paid  a  tribute  for  industry 
and  unflinching  courage  throughout  the 
contest.  As,  however,  it  was  intended 
to  extend  its  operation,  he  would  vote 
for  the  Bill  rather  than  that  there  should 
be  no  Bill  at  all.  He  was  opposed, 
however,  to  the  proposal  which  the  hon. 
Member  intended  to  move  in  Committee, 
that  medical  comforts  should  be  included 
with  medical  aid  without  disqualifica- 
tion. To  do  that  it  seemed  to  him  would 
be  introducing  a  large  pauperizing 
element.  He  maintained  that  Poor  Law 
relief,  as  generally  understood,  was  es- 
sentially different  in  its  character  from 
medical  relief;  medical  relief  was  dif- 
ferent on  account  of  the  sudden,  un- 
expected form  of  the  emergency  which 
it  implied.  He  asked  the  House  to 
consider  the  case  of  a  bread-winner  of  a 
family  meeting  with  a  sudden  accident, 
or  the  case  of  a  wife  struck  down  with 
sudden  illness.  The  family  had  found 
it  difficult  to  make  both  ends  meet,  and 
this  blow,  so  unexpected,  made  it  im- 
possible for  them  to  do  anything  on 
their  own  accoimt  to  meet  the  difficulty. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  man  ought  to 
have  been  provident ;  but  he  could  not 
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very  well  be  so  on  10«.  or  12*.  a- week. 
The  parish  doctor  was  called  in  and 
attended  to  a  family  of  this  kind,  and 
the  man  found,  by  the  action  of  his  wife 
and  quite  unknown  to  him,  that  he  had 
been  disqualified  from  exercising  the 
franchise.  This  he  considered  to  be  a 
case  of  great  hardship.  It  was  most 
desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
health,  that  people  should,  on  the  first 
symptoms  of  illness,  obtain  medical  aid 
in  order  that  if  they  were  threatened 
with  infectious  disease  it  might  be  pro- 
perly treated  and  not  allowed  to  spread. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  whether 
any  man  who  in  such  a  case  was  sent  By 
a  parochial  order  to  a  hospital  for  in- 
fectious diseases,  which  was  supported 
by  the  State,  would  necessarily  be  dis- 
franchised under  the  existing  law  on 
account  of  being  admitted  to  such  an 
institution  ?  He  did  not  think  he  would ; 
but  the  idea  was  widely  prevalent  among 
poor  people  that  it  was  a  disqualifica- 
tion. The  great  argument  in  favour  of 
this  Bill  was,  in  his  view,  that  as  they 
were  now  introducing  a  large  number 
of  new  electors  into  the  constituencies 
they  should  all  be  allowed  to  start  fair ; 
and  while  he,  therefore,  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  measure  would  be  passed  into 
law,  he  expressed  his  regret  that  its 
provisions  were  not  to  be  temporary  in 
their  character. 

Mb.  HORACE  DAVEY  observed, 
that  if  he  might  offer  a  criticism  upon 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  he  should  say  it  was  too  big  for 
the  occasion.  The  occasion,  he  thought, 
did  not  call  for  such  panic-stricken  pro- 
phesies as  those  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  indulged  in  with  reference  to  the 
passing  of  that  Bill.  For  himself,  he 
regarded  that  as  a  very  modest  measure, 
and  he  saw  nothing  in  it  which  could 
possibly  have  the  effect  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  apprehended  in  the  way  of 
relaxing  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law.  He  knew  that  in  the  country 
districts  great  strides  had  been  made  in 
reducing  the  numbers  of  persons  who 
brought  themselves  under  the  Poor  Law, 
and  he  rejoiced  that  it  was  so.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Poor  Law  had  been  the 
greatest  curse  to  this  country  of  any  law 
that  was  ever  passed.  But  he  took 
things  as  they  were,  because  as  prac- 
tical politicians  they  had  to  regard  the 
existing  order  of  things,  and  to  regulate 
their  political  conduct    in    accordance 


with  it.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Liskeard  had  deseribed  in  glowing 
language  the  evils  of  the  Poor  Law 
system  before  1834,  and  they  had  also 
been  warned  against  State  Socialism ; 
but  he  denied  that  either  the  state  of  the 
Poor  Law  before  the  year  1834,  or  the 
subject  of  State  Socialism,  had  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question  now  be- 
fore the  House.  His  hon.  Friend  was  not 
very  sparing  in  lecturing  the  supporters 
of  that  measure  as  to  medical  relief.  The 
mildest  thing  he  could  find  to  say  of 
them  was  that  they  were  guilty  of  im- 
moral thoughtlessness  and  levity.  For 
himself,  he  did  not  feel  entitled  to  use 
language  of  that  kind  towards  those 
who  did  not  agree  with  him.  In  the 
controversies  he  had  to  wage  in  daily 
life  he  allowed  that  those  who  differed 
from  him  were  at  least  as  honest  as  he 
was  himself,  and  as  anxious  to  form  a 
fair  opinion  as  he  desired  to  be  thought 
to  be.  The  House  would  recollect  the 
epithet  which  which  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  one 
of  his  happiest  moments,  applied  to  his 
hon.  Friend's  Predecessor  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  Liskeard  (Mr.  Horsman), 
callinghim  **  a  superior  person."  Neither 
his  hon.  Friend  nor  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Norfolk  had  dealt  with  the  prac- 
tical considerations  which  attended  that 
question.  He  did  not  remember  either 
of  those  Gentlemen  rising  in  his  place 
when  the  Irish  Kegistration  Bill  was 
under  discussion  and  protesting  against 
the  introduction  into  the  Irish  Kegistra- 
tion Bill  of  a  clause  based  on  precisely 
the  same  principle  as  that  On  which  the 
present  Bill  was  founded.  Neither  his 
hon.  Friend  nor  any  other  hon.  Member 
had  even  attempted  to  justify  such  an 
anomaly  as  that.  It  might  have  been 
quite  wrong  to  have  passed  such  a 
clause  in  the  Irish  Registration  Bill; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
apprehended  such  disastrous  and  revolu- 
tionary consequences  from  the  present 
Bill  he  ought  to  have  risen  in  his  place 
when  the  Irish  Eegistration  Bill  was 
before  them  and  pointed  out  the 
abyss  into  which  the  House  was  hurry- 
ing. In  his  opinion  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  came  a  little  late. 
The  House  was  aware  that,  under  the 
Education  Act,  if  a  person  were  too 
poor  to  pay  for  the  education  of  his 
children,  the  Board  of  Guardians  had 
power  to  pay  the  school  pence  for  him, 
80  that  his  children  should  not  be  de- 
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prived  of  public  elementary  education. 
That  Act  expressly  enacted  that  such  ao- 
captance  of  school  fees  should  not  de- 
prive the  recipient  of  his  right  of  fran- 
chise. What  was  the  difference  between 
this  educational  relief  and  medical  re- 
lief? He  should  have  liked  to  have 
heard  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  had  to  say  upon  that  question. 
The  speech  of  the  lion.  Member  would 
have  been  more  useful  if  delivered  on 
an  earlier  occasion,  or  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  condescended  to  step  down  from 
his  position  of  lofty  contempt  for  his 
opponents  and  to  grapple  with  the  ques- 
tion in  a  practical  matter.  No  attention 
had  been  paid  to  the  particular  circum- 
stances of  this  case.  There  were  a  num- 
ber of  new  electors  for  the  first  time  to 
be  placed  on  the  register,  and  this  dis- 
qualification would  not  be  one  which 
existed  y  but  would  only  be  imported 
into  their  case.  It  would  be  annexing  a 
condition  to  the  franchise  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  disappointing  men 
who  had  been  led  by  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  expect  and  believe 
that  they  would  be  invested  with  the 
franchise.  He  had  not  had  time  to 
scrutinize  the  figures  laid  before  the 
House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  but,  accepting  them  as  correct, 
they  did  not  really  displace  the  estimate 
which  he  had  ventured  to  lay  before  them 
on  a  former  occasion.  He  had  said  that 
he  had  been  informed  that  in  some  parts 
of  the  country — as,  for  instance,  in 
Somersetshire — the  effect  of  maintain- 
ing this  disqualification  on  the  ground 
of  acceptance  of  medical  relief  would 
be  to  deprive  one-fifth  of  the  new  voters 
of  their  franchise.  From  inquiries  which 
he  had  since  made  he  believed  that  that 
estimate  was  not  inaccurate.  The  num- 
ber of  persons  disqualified  was  estimated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  25  per 
1,000  of  the  whole  population.  The 
effect  of  that  disqualification  was  un- 
evenly spread  over  the  whole  country ; 
for  instance,  in  Somerset,  Dorset,  and 
probably  in  Hampshire,  it  was  larger 
than  in  the  Midland  or  Northern  coun- 
ties, where  the  people  were  better  off. 
Then,  of  course,  they  had  to  remember 
that  a  large  number  were  not  voters; 
the  average  of  voters  to  population  being 
about  one-seventh  or  one-eighth,  many 
of  whom  were  out  of  the  way  of  temp- 
tation or  necessity  for  medical  relief. 
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Altogether  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  estimate  which  he  had  formed, 
that  in  some  parts  of  the  country  about 
one-fifth  of  the  new  voters  would  be 
disqualified,  was  very  far  wrong.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Glare  Bead) —whose  declaration  that  this 
was  probably  the  last  occasion  on  which 
he  would  address  the  House  was  re- 
ceived with  universal  regret — had  left 
out  of  accoimt  one  important  fact,  and 
that  was  that  the  disqualification  would 
operate  most  unfairly  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts, where,  broadly  speaking,  (there 
were  no  public  charities  such  as  existed 
to  a  very  great  extent  in  large  towns, 
where  a  man  might  receive  relief  J.  in 
almost  every  way  without  being  dis- 
qualified from  voting.  He  could  not 
understand  the  justice  of  the  proposal 
that  a  man  should  lose  his  franchise 
who,  living  in  a  town,  obtained  medical 
relief,  whereas  a  man  who  resided  in 
the  country  might  spend  six  months  in 
the  county  infirmary  and  yet  be  free 
to  exercise  his  franchise  the  moment 
he  came  out.  The  main  argument 
which  had  been  used  against  this  Bill 
was  that  it  would  tend  to  develop 
pauperism.  If  he  thought  that  would 
be  the  effect  of  it  he  would  not  support 
it ;  but  he  did  not  believe  it  would  have 
any  such  effect.  He  had  not  heard  from 
any  hon.  Member  what  change  it  was 
expected,  or  was  feared,  would  be  made 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law  in 
consequence  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
He  had  been  very  much  struck  by  the 
statistics  which  had  been  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk,  to  the 
effect  that  the  amount  of  medical  relief 
received  in  the  country  districts  was 
much  smaller  than  that  received  in  the 
towns.  The  inference  that  he  drew  from 
those  figures  was  that  while  in  the  towns, 
where  the  population  had  already  en- 
joyed the  franchise,  and  where  this  dis- 
qualification had  existed  ever  since  the 
passing  of  the  Eeform  Act  of  1832,  that 
disqualification  had  not  acted  as  a  deter- 
rent against  persons  receiving  medical 
relief,  in  the  ooimtry  places  where  the 
labourers  had  not  been  in  possession  of 
the  franchise  they  had  exercised  pru* 
dence  and  thrift,  and  had,  in  very  few 
instances,  resorted  to  the  parish  for 
medical  relief.  In  these  circimietances, 
he  did  not  anticipate  that  any  great 
change  in  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  would  result  from  the  passing  of 

uigiiizea  by  VjOOpi  i\^ 


1441 


Medical  Relief  {July  21,  1885}     IHsqmlificnUan^SfC,  Bill.      1442 


this  measure.  He  congratnlated  the 
country  on  the  decline  of  pauperism, 
bnt  he  failed  to  trace  that  decline  to  the 
existence  of  this  disqualification.  He 
thought  that  decline  \ras  the  result  of  the 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  the 
people,  caused  by  the  increased  cheap- 
ness of  food  and  clothing,  which  had 
been  of  such  enormous  benefit  to  the 
working  classes  of  the  country.  He 
should  have  anticipated  that  the  posses- 
sion of  the  votes  would  be  the  means  of 
educating  the  people,  and  that,  so  far 
from  lowering  their  self-respect  and  in- 
ducing them  to  seek  parochial  assistance 
where  it  was  not  necessary,  the  result 
would  be  exactly  the  contrary.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  think  the  man  who, 
by  casual  misfortune,  was  compelled  to 
accept  parochial  medical  relief  of  a  tem- 
porary character  ought  to  be  classed  as 
a  pauper  and  with  those  who  habitually 
lived  upon  the  rates.  He  desired,  in 
conclusion,  to  express  his  personal  grati- 
fication at  the  frank  and  candid  way  in 
which  this  measure  had  been  taken  up 
by  the  Government.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  say  one  word  that  would  embarrass 
the  Government  in  dealing  with  it ;  and 
while  he  congratulated  the  House  upon 
the  progress  made  in  the  matter,  he 
rejoiced  in  the  belief  that  the  measure 
was  on  a  fair  way  to  success. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  was  not 
surprised  at  the  tone  of  jubilation  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
sx>oke,  since  it  was  he  who  had  first 
raised  this  subject,  and  his  views  were 
now  prevailing.  He  (Mr.  J.  G.  Tal- 
bot) found  it  impossible  to  change  his 
opinions  on  this  matter  within  a  month  ; 
and  having  within  that  period  voted 
ag^nst  the  proposal  to  remove  this  dis- 
qualification, he  found  himself  unable  to 
support  the  Government  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  had  based  this  Bill  to 
some  extent  on  the  principle  of  equality 
as  between  dwellers  in  towns  and  rural 
districts.  But  why  should  they  follow 
bad  examples  ?  It  was  found  that  there 
was  a  larger  percentage  of  pauperism  in 
the  towns  than  in  the  rural  districts.  They 
should  level  up  and  not  down,  and  should 
try  and  bring  the  people  of  the  towns  up 
to  the  same  level  of  independence  and 
self-reHance  as  the  people  of  the  rural 
districts.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
people  of  the  towns  bad  hospitals  to 
go    to,  whereas  the   rural  inhabitants 
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had  not;  but  if  this  argument  went 
to  anything,  it  went  to  this — that  in- 
door paupers  in  workhouse  infirmaries 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  vote,  for  the 
workhouse  infirmaries  were  somewhat 
analogous  to  town  hospitals.  Were  they 
prepared  to  set  up  a  polling  station  in 
each  workhouse  ?  The  Bill  proposed  to 
make  it  no  disqualification  to  receive 
**  medical  or  surgical  assistance;"  but 
those  words  would  not  cover  the  nourish- 
ing food  which  generally  followed  the 
medical  assistance,  and  notwithstanding 
the  Bill,  very  many  ** capable  citizens" 
would  still  find  themselves  disqualified. 
If  this  Bill  were  to  pass,  whenever  the 
question  of  free  education  came  to  be 
discussed,  it  would  be  found  that  they 
had  been  giving  the  vote  to  those  who 
were  directly  interested  in  receiving 
education  at  the  public  expense.  The 
Bill  would  also  have  this  absurd  re- 
sult— that  while  the  man  who  received 
assistance  out  of  the  rates  was  allowed 
to  vote,  the  man  who  was  late  in  con- 
tributing his  amount  to  the  rates  would 
be  disqualified.  It  would  strike  a  great 
blow  at  the  friendly  and  provident 
societies,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  had  pointed 
out  in  a  speech  he  made  last  year.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  gentleman 
of  great  Poor  Law  experience,  who  said 
that  much  mischief  would  be  caused  if 
the  disqualification  was  done  away  with, 
and  that  it  was  impossible,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  make  a  distinction  between 
medical  and  other  Poor  Law  relief. 
Poor  Law  relief  would  go  in  aid  of  wages, 
and  that  would  tend  to  bring  wages 
down.  He  could  not  conclude  without 
saying  how  very  much  he  regretted  the 
position  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  His  right  hon.  Friend,  he  was 
sure,  had  a  great  future  before  him  ;  but 
let  him  urge  him  not  to  sully  it  by  a 
departure  from  the  great  principles  of 
political  economy.  He  had  one  poor 
consolation,  and  it  was  this — that  if  he 
could  poll  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  by  some  form  of  secret  voting,  he 
thought  that  they  would  vote  with  him 
rather  than  with  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  D.  GRANT  said,  he  held  that 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  the 
man  who  accepted  medical  relief  and  the 
man  who  accepted  parochial  relief.  If 
in  the  towns  they  had  hospitals  where 
men  were  entitled  to  receive  relief  wiih- 

"  A  uigiiizea  Dy  vjv/vJQlC 


1443 


Medical  Relief 


{COMMONS}     Disqualification,  ifc.  Bill.     1444 


out  losing  the  right  to  vote,  why  should 
they  put  the  population  of  the  country 
to  a.  disadvantage  by  retaining  the  dis- 
qualification ?  When  a  man  got  ordi- 
nary poor  relief,  he  felt  that  he  was  a 
constant  burden  on  the  community.  But 
a  man  might  have  been  so  healthy  all 
his  life  as  never  to  require  medical  re- 
lief, and  yet  an  accident  might  befall 
him.  In  such  a  case  he  would  feel  that 
he  was  entitled  to  medical  relief.  This 
was  a  question  which  afrected  the  whole 
mass  of  the  people.  Men  said  that  they 
had  received  from  the  Legislature  the 
right  of  voting;  and  why  should  that 
be  given  with  one  hand  which  was  taken 
away  with  the  other  ?  There  were  some 
things  upon  which  it  was  a  point  of 
wisdom  to  yield,  and  this  was  one  of 
them.  He  was  inclined  to  believe  that 
the  good  that  would  be  done  would  far 
outvalue  the  little  evil. 

VisoouNT  EMLYN  said,  that  there 
was  one  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare 
Bead)  which  must  have  been  heard  with 
regret.  It  was  when  the  hon.  Member 
hinted  that  the  next  Parliament  would 
lose  what  this  Parliament  had  to  a  great 
extent  appreciated — ^namely,  the  strong 
common  sense,  the  manly  eloquence,  and 
the  independence  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  exhibited.  But  the  hon. 
Member,  while  strong  in  his  own  inde- 
pendence, was  a  little  hard  on  the  inde- 
pendence of  others.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  think  that  those  who  differed 
from  him  must  have  lost  their  indepen- 
dence. Now,  he  claimed  for  himself 
that  he  had  been  independent  since  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Norfolk  told  them  that  upon  questions 
upon  which  he  did  not  possess  informa- 
tion he  followed  his  Party,  but  upon 
questions  which  he  understood  he  gave 
an  independent  vote.  He  claimed  for 
himself  the  same  credit.  But  the  ques- 
tion was  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  were  justified  in  their  action 
or  not.  He  would  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Norfolk,  as  an  independent 
Member,  as  a  man  who  always  acted  as 
he  thought  right,  whether  this  question 
was  so  entirely  free  from  complication 
as  he  seemed  to  suppose  ?  Was  it  not 
a  fact  that  it  was  hampered  and  encum- 
bered by  the  circumstance  that  they  had 
broken  in  upon  the  principle  which  the 
Mr,  D,  Grant 


hon.  Gentleman  advocated  ?  In  Ireland 
they  had  practically  scattered  this  prin- 
ciple to  the  wind.  He  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  would 
undertake,  were  he  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister, to  go  to  any  English,  Welsh, 
or  Scotch  constituency,  and  tell  them 
that  while  in  Ireland  a  man  who 
got  medical  relief  did  not  lose  his 
vote,  anyone  in  England,  Wales,  or 
Scotland  who  got  medical  relief  should 
lose  it  ?  Were  the  Bill  not  to  become 
law,  great  inequalities  would  in  future 
exist.  In  one  parish  there  would  be  a 
club,  and  the  men  belonging  to  it  would 
get  their  medical  attendance  and  retain 
their  vote;  in  the  next  parish  there 
would  be  no  club,  and  the  labourers 
would  consequently  be  compelled  to  ap- 
ply for  medical  relief  to  the  Guardians, 
and  so  they  would  lose  their  votes.  He 
asked  the  House  whether  that  would  be 
fair  ?  Certain  hon.  Members  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  debate  seemed  to  think 
that  when  this  Bill  was  passed  a  great 
and  a  radical  change  would  come  over  the 
administration  of  medical  relief.  They 
seemed  to  think  that  there  would  be  an 
influx  of  applicants  for  medical  relief, 
and  that  the  Guardians  who  had  to  ad- 
minister it  would  change  their  system 
of  administration  from  the  very  root 
He,  however,  believed  that  none  of  those 
things  would  take  place.  A  man  who 
found  himself  in  want  of  relief  was  not 
likely  to  be  deterred  from  asking  for  it 
because  its  acceptance  would  disqualify 
him,  nor  was  he  likely  to  demand  it  be- 
cause its  acceptance  would  have  no  such 
effect.  In  fact,  the  question  of  the  effect 
of  an  application  for  relief  upon  his 
electoral  rights  was  not  likely  to  trouble 
the  mind  of  a  man  who  had  a  cherished 
wife  or  child  laid  low  by  illness.  It 
would  be  desirable  to  guard  i^ainst 
establishing  a  precedent  for  the  enfran- 
chisement of  all  recipients  of  outdoor 
relief;  and  they  would  do  well,  there- 
fore, to  define  distinctly  what  they  meant 
by  medical  relief.  In  many  cases  medical 
officers  ordered  food  for  their  patients. 
Was  this  food  to  be  included  in  the 
meaning  of  the  words  ''medical  relief  ?" 
In  his  opinion,  the  meaning  ought  to 
be  confined  to  articles  provided  for  dis- 
tinctly medical  purposes.  He  admitted 
that  he  disliked  the  principle  embodied 
in  the  Bill ;  but  he  recognized  that  had 
he  been  placed  in  the  position  in  which 
those  who  had  to  deal  with  this  subject 
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found  tliemselTes,  he  would  not  have 
acted  difiPerently  for  them ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  felt  bound  to  record  his  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  said,  that  pro- 
bably the  House  would  expect  him  to  give 
some  explanation  of  the  vote  which  he  was 
about  to  record,  and  would  think  him 
wanting  in  moral  courage  if  he  were  to 
abstain  from  voting  or  to  give  a  silent 
vote.  He  was  about  to  vote  against  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  and  he 
was  aware  that  he  must  explain  his  con- 
duct, having  regard  to  the  course  which 
he  had  taken  on  a  previous  occasion. 
The  question  before  the  House  was  first 
raised  on  the  Kegistration  Bill,  which  it 
was  his  duty  to  carry  through  the  House 
within  a  certain  time.  Perhaps  he  was 
over-anxious  about  the  performance  of 
his  task;  but  his  desire  was,  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  be  passed,  and  that 
those  who  had  to  perform  the  duties  of 
registration  might  have  sufficient  time 
in  which  to  fulfil  them,  to  shut  out  any 
Amendment  not  directly  bearing  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  measure.  The 
Amendment  relating  to  the  subject  of 
medical  relief  appeared  to  him  to  be 
hardly  germane  to  the  Bill,  as  it  was 
concerned  with  a  matter  relating  to  en- 
franchisement and  not  to  registration. 
As  he  stated  on  the  second  occasion 
when  the  subject  came  before  the 
House,  the  desire  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed of  shutting  out  the  Amend- 
ment was  not  shared  by  his  Col- 
leagues. Beference  had  been  made  *to 
the  fact  that  the  Government  opposed 
the  Amendment  to  abolish  medical  relief 
disqualification  when  the  Begistration 
Bill  came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  it  would  be  remembered  that  if 
the  Lords'  Amendment  had  not  been 
accepted,  the  Bill  could  not  have  been 
passed  before  Whitsuntide,  and  registra- 
tion would  have  become  almost  impos- 
sible. What  had  happened  since  his  first 
opinion  on  the  subject  was  made  known  ? 
The  question,  the  House  would  re- 
member, was  first  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee on  May  6,  and  then  the  atten- 
tion of  the  country  was  directed  to  the 
matter.  The  electors  treated  it  as  a 
great  question,  and  within  a  week  much 
information  which  was  quite  new  to 
them  reached  many  hon.  Members.  In 
thelteform  Bill  of  1832  no  one  proposed 
that  parochial  relief  shpuld  disqualify 


in  counties.  It  might  be  that  one  of  the 
reasons  which  led  to  that  wa^  the  dif- 
ference between  medical  relief  in  the 
counties  and  the  boroughs.  It  was  not 
till  1867 — and  then  the  question  was 
brought  forward  in  the  House  of  Lords 
— ^that  parochial  relief  was  made  a  dis- 
qualification in  boroughs.  Since  the 
question  was  first  discussed  information 
had  reached  Members  of  the  House 
which  determined  many  of  them  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  It  became 
known  that  this  question  was  being 
used  as  a  weapon  of  disqualification, 
and  that  in  counties  medical  relief 
was  not  only  being  granted,  but  was 
pressed  upon  people  in  order  that 
they  might  be  disqualified  from  the 
franchise.  \^Cheer8^  and  **No,  no!"] 
But  even  if  this  information  were  incor- 
rect, the  fact  that  such  a  weapon  might 
be  used  would  make  Members  very  care- 
ful how  they  voted  against  such  a  mea- 
sure. The  hon.  Member  for  West  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Clare  Eead)  had  said  that  no 
candidate  would  venture,  or  would  be 
wise  to  avow  himself  an  opponent  of 
the  Bill.  The  real  question  was  whether- 
they  should  accept  the  Bill  now  or  in 
the  month  of  February  or  March  next. 
Did  anyone  believe  that  the  arguments 
of  his  hon.  Friend  who  opposed  the  Bill 
would  prevail  upon  a  political  platform  ? 
No  one  now  desired  that  parochial  relief, 
apart  from  medical  relief,  should  not 
disqualify.  But  how  was  that  principle 
endangered  if  this  Bill  should  be  thrown 
out?  The  question  would  be  brought 
for  decision  before  the  worst  possible 
judges  of  such  a  question.  It  would  be- 
come a  political  instead  of  an  economical 
question.  It  would  be  the  candidates 
who  would  have  to  decide,  under  the 
pressure  of  their  constituents,  whether 
they  would  support  enfranchisement  for 
those  who  had  received  general  parochial 
relief;  and  in  99  cases  out  of  100  thoy 
would  yield  to  the  pressure  and  promise 
to  support  a  larger  measure,  enfran- 
chising even  those  who  had  received 
other  than  medical  relief.  Thus  this 
question,  which  in  a  Registration  Bill 
was  one  of  comparatively  small  im- 
portance, had  become  a  burning  ques- 
tion in  the  country,  and,  if  this  Bill  were 
rejected,  would  become  still  more  pro- 
minent. While  that  was  the  case, 
could  those  economical  principles  prevail 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  so  strongly 
supported,    or  would   they   not  rather 
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be  endangered  in  fio^hting  the  battle 
through  an  appeal  to  the  constituencies  ? 
They  were  choosing  an  unfavourable 

§  round  for  the  contest,  and  had  better 
eal  with  it  at  once  in  this  House  rather 
than  on  electioneering  platforms.  There 
was,  besides,  a  great  difference  between 
the  two  kinds  of  relief.  A  person  who 
received  general  relief  was  known  to  be  a 
pauper;  but  not  so  in  respect  of  medical 
relief — it  might  be  afforded  to  his  family, 
and  its  receipt  did  not  mark  him  as  a 
pauper.  Beyond  all  questions  of  foreign 
and  domestic  policy  this  matter  of  medi- 
cal relief  was  agitating  the  agricultural 
labourers.  The  sooner,  therefore,  it 
was  got  out  of  the  way  the  better.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  had  deprecated  the  treat- 
ment of  this  subject  with  levity.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend ;  and  it  was 
because  he  desired  to  get  it  out  of  the  area 
of  political  partizanship  that  he  urged 
with  all  earnestness  that  it  should  be 
disposed  of  without  delay.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  said  that  rival  candidates 
would  compete  for  popularity  on  this 
question.  He  hoped  that  there  were 
Bepresentatives  who  would  not  compete 
in  such  a  bad  course;  but  he  was  en- 
titled, in  reply  to  his  hon.  Friend,  to  ask 
who  had  created  this  question  ?  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  electors  of  the 
country  had  virtually  created  it,  and 
were  insisting  upon  its  solution.  In 
his  opinion,  this  measure  having  become 
a  political  question,  it  was  necessary  to 
judge  it  from  that  point  of  view,  and 
political  considerations  must  prevail. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  said  he 
did  not  care  how  many  persons  were  dis- 
franchised by  the  present  law  or  given 
the  franchise  by  the  Bill ;  but  he  would 
submit  that  that  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
|>ortant  points  which  had  to  be  considered 
m  connection  with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  pell  observed  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  rested  his  whole  argument 
upon  one  ground  only — that  of  expe- 
diency. He  did  not  say  that  the  reasons 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  bad  ;  but  this 
he  did  say — that  they  were  most  ably 
put  forward,  and  would  carry  conviction 
if  anything  could  do  so.  It  had  been 
urged  that  the  disqualification  which 
existed  in  respect  of  medical  relief  could 
be  made  use  of  to  disqualify  electors. 
He  thought  it  more  likely  that  some  of 

Sir  Henry  James 


those  gentlemen  who  were  always  ready 
to  do  a  good  act  on  the  eve  of  a  General 
Election  would  come  forward  in  those 
cases  where  from  sheer  necessity  a  really 
capable  citizen  was  likely  to  be  disquah- 
fied  and  prevent  his  vote  from  being 
lost.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  made  some  distinction  be- 
tween parochial  and  medical  relief ;  but 
he  would  remind  him  that  a  person 
must  be  a  pauper  in  law  before  he  could 
get  medicine  from  the  pariah.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  form  of  relief  under 
the  Poor  Law  known  as  medical  rehel 
was  more  frequently  granted  by  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  times  of  prosperity  than 
in  times  of  depression.  In  1872  this 
country  was  going  through  such  good 
times  that  it  was  really  demoralized, 
yet  at  that  time  there  were  695,000  out- 
door paupers  in  England  and  Wales. 
In  1884,  a  year  of  great  depression, 
outdoor  pauperism  had  declined  to 
612,000,  or  a  reduction  of  183,000  upon 
the  figures  of  1872.  To  show  the  dif- 
ference between  the  condition  of  the 
country  in  1875  and  1882,  it  was  suffi- 
cient to  say  that  in  the  former  year 
Schedule  D  of  the  Income  Tax  for 
England  and  Wales  was  returned  at 
£230,000,000,  while  in  the  latter  year 
it  was  only  about  the  same  amount. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  there  was 
good  proof  that  the  demand  for  pariah 
assistance  was  not  the  result  of  poverty 
and  bad  times  so  much  as  of  a  weak 
and  vicious  system  of  administration  <^ 
the  Poor  Law,  which  encouraged  per- 
sons to  throw  themselves  upon  the  rates. 
It  had  been  argued  that  because  a  con- 
cession h^d  been  made  to  Ireland  the 
same  ought  to  be  extended  to  England 
in  regard  to  outdoor  medical  relief. 
Nothing  in  the  history  of  Ireland  or  in 
the  history  of  the  legislation  of  the  late 
Government  with  respect  to  that  country 
could  be  more  deplorable  than  the  enor- 
mous increase  of  pauperism,  to  which  the 
recent  administration  of  the  law  in  that 
country  had  led.  In  1 878  the  number  of 
outdoor  paupers  in  Ireland  was  only 
35,500 ;  in  1884  the  number  had  swelled 
to  68,000.  Was  that  the  country,  he 
asked,  where  we  were  to  look  for  an 
illustration  in  respect  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law  ?  What  had 
been  its  effect  on  Ireland  ?  Ireland  yas 
more  pauperized  at  the  present  time 
than  it  had  been  since  1874.  The  charge 
on  the  people  in  respect  of  pauperism 
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in  Ireland  was  3».  5i.  in  1874  ;  in  1884 
the  charge  amounted  to  a  poll  tax  of 
4i.  9d.  He  maintained  they  could  not 
find  any  encouragement  from  such  an 
illustration  as  this.  On  the  Front  Minis- 
terial Bench  were  sitting  men  who  liad 
advocated  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on 
th©  food  of  tlie  poor ;  but  it  was  a  far 
more  terrible  thing  to  have  for  leaders 
men  who  advocated  dear  bread  and  pills 
for  nothing.  He  thought  it  would  be 
a  wiser  course  to  keep  up  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  poor  man  by  plenty  of  whole- 
some food,  and  think  of  the  medicine 
afterwards.  It  would  be  better  also  to 
maintain  consistency  on  this  subject  of 
taxing  food,  and  to  retain  the  advan- 
tage derived  from  Free  Trade,  leaving 
theqnestion  of  medical  relief  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings).  The  principle  of  this  question 
had  never  been  more  clearly  enunciated 
than  in  1834,  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons consisted,  in  a  large  degree,  of 
wealthy  men,  who  represented  the  people 
in  a  very  inadequate  manner.  It  was 
because  those  g^eat  men  adhered  to 
those  principles,  were  guided  by  them, 
would  not  deviate  from  them,  and  trusted 
to  them,  that  in  the  end,  after  many 
years  of  conflict,  they  were  enabled  to 
carry  that  great  measure  of  the  Poor 
Law,  and  to  earn  for  themselves  the 
gratitude  and  respect  of  men  like  him- 
self, who  did  not  entirely  agree  with 
them  in  general  politics.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  men  who  had  opposed  this 
proposal  would  be  nowhere  at  the 
Mection.  Well,  he  was  consistent  at 
any  rate,  and  he  would  rather  die  con- 
sistent than  vote  for  a  Bill  that  was 
only  intended  to  catch  votes.  He  read 
to  the  House  some  words  written  by  Sir 
George  Nicholls  on  this  question.  He  said 
the  condition  of  the  paupers  ought  to 
be  less  eligible  than  that  of  the  inde- 
pendent labourer.  They  were  going  to 
make  this  condition,  by  such  a  measure 
as  this,  just  as  eligible  in  point  of  voting 
as  that  of  the  independent  labourer. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Christohurch  (Mr.  Horace  Davey)  had 
asserted  that  this  disqualification  as  re- 
garded counties  was  created  by  statute 
in  1867.  He  believed  this  was  not  the 
case.  Hon.  Members,  if  they  cared  to 
inquire  into  this  subject,  would  find  that 
as  early  as  1795,  in  the  course  of  a  de- 
bate, Mr.  Fox  stated  that  by  the  Com- 
mon Law  of  England  no  pauper  could 


exercise  the  franchise.  He  believed  it 
was  utterly  incorroct  to  say,  as  had  been 
said  that  evening,  that  large  numbers  of 
the  new  constituencies  would  be  dis- 
qualified by  this  form  of  relief  ;  but  if 
it  be  true  that  large  numbers  of  electors 
would  be  disqualified  to  vote  by  the 
receipt  of  medical  relief,  then,  he  said, 
there  was  all  the  greater  reason,  in  his 
opinion,  for  not  altering  the  law  as  it 
at  present  stood.  He  had  received  that 
morning  a  letter  from  a  clergyman,  who 
wrote  thus — 

**  Will  it  help  you  to  have  my  experience  aa 
chairman  for  many  years  of  a  rural  Board  of 
Guardians,  and  one  who  has  not  played  at  the 
work?  I  haye  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
medical  reUef  is  not  only  the  most  dangerous 
form  of  relief  (everyone  knows  that),  but  also 
the  most  unnecessary.  In  this  district — and  it 
is,  or  ought  to  be,  the  case  everywhere — medical 
clubs  are  within  the  reach  and  within  the  means 
of  alL  and  are  made  use  of  by  all  who  have 
any  re^^ard  for  their  own  independence.  Those 
only  neglect  to  do  so  who  are  neglectful  about 
everything — namely,  the  *  shacks.'  One  of 
them  said  the  other  day  to  a  doctor  in  this  dis- 
trict— *  Good  times  for  your  clubs  now,  doctor  ; 
we  shall  aU  have  to  join  or  we  shall  lose  our 
votes.'  During  the  last  five  years  the  average 
number  of  persons  who  received  medical  relief 
in  this  Union  has  been  one  in  every  2,000  ;  and 
during  the  last  half  year  only  two  in  13.000. 
As  a  rule,  only  the  *  shacks '  applied  to  us  for 
medical  relief,  and  they  get  it  only  when  we 
are  unable  to  move  them  to  the  house.  And 
these  are  they  whose  political  independence 
Parliament  is  so  anxious  to  protect.  What  a 
farce  it  is,  and  yet  what  a  mischievous  farce  ! 
Medical  clubs— indirectly,  all  benefit  clubs — 
discouraged;  those  of  us  who  have  been  at 
some  pains  and  incurred  no  little  odium  in  the 
endeavour  to  teach  wholesome  principles  slapped 
in  the  face ;  and  the  distinction  between  a  man 
who  is  fit  to  exercise  a  vote  and  a  man  who  is 
not  obliterated.  If  this  is  not  doing  the  Devil's 
work  what  is? I  have  always  advo- 
cated the  extension  of  the  franchise ;  but  if 
this  is  the  first  fruits  of  it,  and  if,  in  conse- 
quence of  it,  only  20  men  can  be  found  in  the 
House  of  Commons  with  courage  enough  to 
vote  for  the  unpopular  right,  the  prospect  is 
gloomy." 

Now,  he  hoped  that  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  that  night  of  again  re- 
tjording  their  votes  on  that  question, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill  would  find  their  numbers  increased 
and  not  decreased  in  the  division. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that  at  that  late 
hour  of  the  evening  (12  o'clock)  it  was 
impossible  to  ask  for  the  attention  of  the 
House  while  he  recounted  over  again 
all  the  various  arguments  which  had 
been  used  against  this  Bill;  but  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  one  particu^ 
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lar  point  connected  with  it  which  had 
not  yet  received  due  attention  at  the 
handjB  of  the  House.  That  became  the 
more  important  after  the  speech  which 
had  been  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
and  lecumed  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Henry  Jaines).  Although 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  never  been  known  to  be  a  very  ad- 
vanced politician,  the  speech  he  had 
delivered  that  night  was  a  most  remark- 
able one.  It  seemed  to  be  an  invitation 
to  everyone,  however  extreme  his  prin- 
ciples, to  insist,  before  the  lowest  classes 
of  the  electoral  body,  that  this  enfran- 
chisement of  the  principles  of  political 
economy  was  being  adopted  simply  be- 
cause it  was  believed  to  be  a  matter  of 
political  necessity.  He  thought  there 
was  a  slight  deficiency  in  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
as  to  the  history  of  this  question.  They 
were  now  asked  by  the  late  Attorney 
General  to  believe  that  the  whole  of  his 
conduct  in  reference  to  the  Hegistration 
Bill  had  regard,  not  so  much  to  this 
particular  question  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Christchurch  (Mr. 
Davey)  moved  his  clause,  as  to  the  para- 
mount necessity,  as  a  matter  of  Govern- 
ment programme,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  passed  in  some  foim  or  other.  Those 
who,  like  himself  (Mr.  Lewis),  were  pre- 
sent in  the  House  on  the  first  occasion — 
the  6th  of  May — when  this  clause  was 
brought  forward,  would  never  forget 
the  readiness  and  eagerness  with  which 
the  late  Attorney  General  contested  the 
proposition,  not  as  a  matter  of  argu- 
ment, but  as  a  matter  of  principle.  He 
(Mr.  Lewis)  wished  to  say  a  word  now 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  Lreland.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  Farrer  Herschell)  had  de- 
scribed it  as  the  first  effective  representa- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland;  but  he 
(Mr.  Lewis)  ventured  to  remind  the 
House  that  in  regard  to  Ireland  medi- 
cal relief  was  a  matter  of  arrange- 
ment, and  its  details  were  totally  dif- 
ferent from  those  which  were  proposed 
by  the  present  Bill.  In  Ireland  medi- 
cal relief  was  not  distinctly  part  of  the 
Poor  Law ;  but  there  was  an  arrange- 
ment by  which  medical  relief  was  dis- 
pensed, not  by  the  Guardians  of  the 
Poor,  but  by  special  Committees.  [  Cries 
o/**No!"]  He  would  appeal  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Cork  (Co- 
lonel OoltiiurBt)  who,  during  the  pro- 

Mr,  Lewis 


gross  of  the  Registration  Bill,  had  ex- 
plained the  matter  with  the  greatest 
care  and  simplicity  to  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Lewis)  now  desired  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  ground  on 
which  the  Government  asked  the  House 
to  accept  the  Bill.  Every  hon.  Member 
must  have  been  struck  by  the  very  ex- 
traordinary statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour).  His  statement  of  the  reasons 
which  induced  the  Government  to  ask 
the  House  to  accept  the  Bill  was  pre- 
faced by  this  most  remarkable  obsOTva- 
tion,  and  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  thought  it  was 
one  which  would  be  admitted  to  be  of  a 
most  grave  and  momentous  character— 
for,  however  much  inclined  he  was  to  be 
serious  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  he  certainly 
had  not  been  prepared  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  use  the  words  he  had 
employed  in.  describing  the  nature  of 
this  legislation.  Let  them  see  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  justified  the  mat- 
ter. The  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  this  form — that  he  had 
always  thought  this  particular  kind  of 
disfranchisement  formed  a  lesson  of 
thrift  and  independence ;  but  during  the 
last  month  the  whole  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
organization,  from  Cabinet  Ministers 
downwards,  had  been  occupied  in  im- 
pressing the  labourers  with  the  behef 
that  the  sole  reason  why  they  were  kept 
out  of  their  rights  was  that  the  Party 
which  had  been  chiefly  employed  in 
keeping  them  out  of  their  rights  were 
actuated  by  selfish  motives.  This  was 
the  reason  which  had  induced  the  Go- 
vernment to  come  forward  now  with  this 
Bill,  and  to  make  a  surrender  along  Uie 
whole  line,  not  because  they  beheved 
that  the  measure  was  just  or  expedient, 
but  because  it  had  become  a  political 
necessity  owing  to  the  action  of  their 
political  opponents. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  :  I  never  said  that ;  I  quoted 
the  report  of  a  speech  which,  if  not 
accurate,  had  been  generally  received 
as  accurate,  and  which  gave  the  inter- 
pretation I  placed  upon  the  action  of  the 
late  Government. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  would  point  out 
how  far  this  political  principle  might  he 
extended.  Suppose  tiiey  were  to  have 
a  Conservative  Government  in  Office  for 
the  next  five  years — [Laughter.']    Hon. 
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Members  opposite  laughed ;  but  he  should 
not  be  surprised  at  that,  considering  the 
political  allies  whom  they  had  recently 
secured.     But,  supposing  they  did  re- 
main in  Office  for  the  next  five  years, 
-what  would  be  the  result  ?    In  the  first 
year,   remaining  in  the  same  alliance, 
and  with  the  same  influences  at  work, 
the  constituencies  and  capable  citizens 
being  limited  to  the  same  class  of  people 
— with  the  bitter  animosities  and  strong 
class  prejudices  to  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  referred,  he  was  afraid  that 
one  of  the  conditions  for  the  exercise  of 
the  franchise— namely,  the  payment  of 
rates,  and  of  12  months'  residence,  would 
go;    and  by-and-bye  they  would  find 
themselves  in  the  position  of  a  celebrated 
class  of   American  citizens,   who  were 
able  to  get  off  a  steamer  in  New  Tork 
one     day,    and    claim    the    rights    of 
citizenship  the  next.     The  next  year 
indirect  taxation  would  be  swept  away 
as  a  wi<)ked  infliction  upon  the  lower 
classes.    The  usual  emissaries  would  be 
set  to  work  to  explain  that  the  imposi- 
tion of  these  taxes  were  for  the  benefit 
of  a  particular  class,  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  their  own  interests  and  privi- 
leges.   He  presumed  that  his  right  hon. 
Fnend,  under  such  circumstances,  would 
be  ready  to  declare  that  the  object  of 
maintaining  indirect  taxation  had  been 
entirely  frustrated;    that  it  had  been 
turned  into  a  means  for  bringing  pas- 
sion and  Party  bitterness  into  play,  and 
that  the  time  for  the  surrender  of  indi- 
rect taxation  had  arrived.     The  next 
year,    indirect    taxation    having    been 
swept  away,  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  with,  if  pos- 
sible, a  few  other  kindred  spirits  more 
wicked    than     himself,    would     begin 
stumping  the  country  against  the  House 
of  Lords,  who  would  be  described  as  a 
body  kept  in  existence  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  serving  class  prejudices  and 
class    interests,    and  for  grinding   the 
poor.     The  hon.  Member  would  be  able 
to  obtain  a  large  amount  of    support 
among  capable  citizens  of    the    lower 
order,  and  possibly  this  would  be  put 
forward  as  a  reason  why  this  concession 
should  in  some  way  or  other  be  made. 
Then  next  year  it  would  be  suggested 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  graduated  In- 
come Tax,  and  hon.  Members  would  go 
to  their  constituents  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  how  unequal  the  Income 
Tax    was   imposed  ;    that,   instead    of 


serving  any  public  advantage,  it  was, 
in  point  of  fact,  another  form  of  oppres- 
sion upon  the  poor  man  ;  that  there  was 
no  justification  whatever  for  keeping  up 
an  Income  Tax  on  lower-class  incomes  ; 
and  that  there  ought  to  be  a  graduated 
scale  in  such  a  way  as  to   inflict  the 
largest  amount  of  injustice   upon  the 
richer  classes  and  the  greatest  amount 
of  freedom  upon  the  poor.     The  same 
reasons  which  had  been  put  forward  for 
the  support  of  this  Bill  would  be  brought 
forward  again,  and  some  hon.  Member 
would  get  up   and  suggest  that    this 
body  also   should  be    thrown    to    the 
wolf.      By-and-bye  the  question  might 
arise  as  to  the  propriety  of  continuing 
the  Established  Church.     One  of  the 
most  recent  operations  of  the   Liberal 
programme   was  to   describe  how  the 
tithe  was  the  property  of  the  poor ;  how 
hardly  it   pressed  upon    the  working 
classes  of  the  country,  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  divided  among  them,  instead  of 
being   retained   for  the  endowment  of 
the  Church.     Would  it  be  difficult  to 
tesu^h  people  then  that  the  poorer  classes 
were  sustaining  injury,  and    that  the 
grievance  ought  to  be  removed  if  they 
were  to  do  justice  between  man  and 
man  and  class  and  class?    He  would 
ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  how,  unless 
he  could .  escape  from  the  proposition 
which  he  had  distinctly  laid  down  in 
his  speech  last  week,  any  part  of  the 
Constitution,  or  any  portion  of  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  country,  could  be  pre- 
served if  this  sort  of  Dutch  auction  was 
to  be  followed  of  putting  the  Constitu- 
tion up  to  auction  piece  by  piece,  and 
selling  it  to  the  lowest  bidder?    This 
question,  although  it  had  been  described 
as  a  small  one,  was  a  very  far-reaching 
one ;  and  it  was  idle  to  suggest  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  maintain  any  prin- 
ciple of  disfranchisement  on  the  ground 
of  the  receipt  by  any  man  of  Poor  Law 
relief  if  the  Bill  passed.     It  was  fur- 
ther impossible  to  suggest   that  they 
would  be  entitled  to  disqualify  an  elector 
for  non-payment  of  rates  if  those  who 
received  medical  relief  were  entitled  to 
retain  their  vote.     A  difficulty  had  been 
created  at  the  very  threshold.     In  what 
way  were  they  going  to  limit  the  form 
in  which  medical  relief  was  to  be  g^ven  ? 
Were  they  going  to  say  that  the  parish 
would  be  allowed  to  administer  medicine 
to  patients,  and  not   give  that  which 
would  keep  life  together  and  render  the 
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medicine  applicable  ?  Were  they  going 
to  draw  any  distinction  of  that  kind  ?  It 
seemed  to  him  impossible  to  commence 
this  class  of  legislation  without  compre- 
hending and  deliberately  providing  that 
it  should  have  its  full  efifect.  It  was 
perfectly  obvious  that  the  whole  of  this 
disousaion  had  arisen  from  the  political 
exigencies  of  the  candidates ;  but  he 
ventured  to  prophesy  that,  supposing 
every  Member  of  the  House  was  now 
sitting  in  it  for  the  last  time,  and  were 
called  upon  to  vote  upon  the  question, 
their  views  would  be  much  more  in 
favour  of  tho  principles  laid  down  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  than  the  wild  and  reactionary 
doctrines  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings).  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Government  considered 
themselves  bound  to  hold  on  to  the  Bill, 
although  there  was  so  little  to  commend 
it  to  the  acceptation  of  the  House.  For 
bis  own  part,  he  could  not  help  believing 
that  this  measure  was  one  of  the  results 
of  being  on  that  side  of  the  House — in 
Office  without  a  majority.  He  did  not 
believe  for  a  moment  that  the  Bill  was 
supported  by  the  good  sense  and  intelli- 

fepce  of  his  right  hon.  Friends  on  the 
'rent  Bench.  No  doubt,  they  had  ac- 
ceded to  Office  under  circumstances  of 
difficulty;  but,  nevertheless,  he  pro- 
tested against  that  surrender  at  discre- 
tion which  induced  their  Leaders  to 
accept,  in  circumstances  of  difficulty, 
measures  which  .a  few  years  ago  they 
•would  have  strenuously  opposed.  The 
Members  of  the  Conservative  Party 
must  be  aware  that  they  were  voting 
now  in  favour  of  an  alteration  which 
had  received  the  unanimous  opposition,  a 
few  weeks  ago,  of  every  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  was  now  seated  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench.  [Crtw  of 
'*  No  !  "]  However  that  might  be,  it  was 
perfectly  clear  they  were  now  asked,  all 
of  a  sudden,  to  make  a  change  of  front ; 
and  after  having  voted  as  a  Party,  on 
the  invitation  of  their  Leaders,  against 
this  measure,  when  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  they  were  now  asked 
to  vote  contrary  to  their  convictions,  and 
against  the  opinion  they  had  clearly  ex- 
pressed on  former  occasions.  He  (Mr. 
Lewis),  for  his  part,  should  certainly 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  should  do  all 
that  he  could  to  prevent  such  a  lyieasure 
as  this  from  being  passed. 

Mr*  Lewis 


The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue)  :  There  was  no  sentence  that 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  G^- 
tleman  the  late  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Henry  James)  in  which  I  more  cordially 
agree  than  the  one  in  which  he  stated 
that  the  sooner  we  got  this  question  out 
of  the  way  the  better.  Therefore,  I 
shall  confine  my  remcurks  within  the 
narrowest  possible  limits,  commenting 
only  on  the  new  matter  which  has  been 
originated  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
It  seems  ungracious  to  criticize,  nor 
shall  I  criticize,  the  apologia  which  the 
late  Attorney  General  has  delivered  to- 
night ;  but  I  think  he  has  not  perfectly 
or  accurately  quoted  the  facts  wi^ 
which  he  was  dealing.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  represented  that 
his  sole  motive  for  the  action  which  he 
took  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Christchurch  (Mr.  Horace  Daipey)  when 
it  was  before  the  House  was  to  exclude 
from  the  Bill  then  under  discussion  any- 
thing irrelevant,  and  to  get  the  measure 
as  fast  as  possible  through  the  House. 
But,  in  the  first  place,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  late  Government  ad- 
mitted into  the  Irish  Bill  something 
equally  irrelevant — namely,  that  very 
Amendment;  and  the  late  Attorney 
General,  in  the  strongest  manner,  ex- 
pressed his  dissent  from  the  principle  of 
the  measure.  I  do  not  wish  to  press 
this  matter,  or  to  twit  the  late  Attorney 
General  with  inconsistency;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  his  action,  however 
kindly  we  may  be  disposed  to  look  at 
it,  has  really  been  explained  to  the 
House.  My  hon.  Friend  who  began 
the  debate  (Mr.  Pell)  made  a  speech 
which  was,  to  my  mind,  of  a  most  im- 
pressive kind.  We  all  know  the  ex- 
treme strength  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
feelings  upon  this  subject,  and  we  know 
that  he  has  approached  it  with  perfect 
indijSerence  as  to  the  consequences  it 
might  have  to  himself.  The  subject  is 
one  which  he  is  peculiarly  fitted  to  ex- 
pound to  the  House,  for  it  is  one  upon 
which  he  has  long  felt  strongly.  The 
same  comment  may  be  made  on  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Read), 
who  told  the  House,  to  the  universal 
regret  of  all  who  heard  him,  that  this  is 
probably  the  last  speech  of  any  length 
which  it  will  be  his  lot  to  make  here.  I 
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am  sure  that  I  express  the  feelings  of 
hon.  Members,  of  whatever  Party  poli- 
tics or  on  whatever  side  of  the  House 
they  sit,  when  I  say  that  that  announce- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  re- 
ceived with  universal  regret.  But  both 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  and  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk,  to  which  I 
allude,  were  primarily  disquisitions  on 
the  general  principle  of  the  Poor  Law, 
and  then  only  in  a  secondary  manner 
bore  upon  the  particular  Bill  which  I 
have  in  my  charge.  As  to  the  general 
principle  which  animates  my  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  and  which  distinguishes  him 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Collin gs),  I  am  entirely  in  accord 
with  my  hon.  Friend.  I  so  far  separate 
myself  from  the  Conservative  Party  of 
1834,  and  so  far  attach  myself  to  the 
Liberal  Party  of  that  year,  as  to  say 
that  the  general  opinions  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  expressed  in  regard  to  Poor 
Law  management  have  my  hearty  con- 
currence. What  I  deny,  however,  is 
that  those  opinions  offer  adequate  rea- 
sons, under  the  special  circumstances  of 
the  case,  for  refusing  assent  to  this  Bill. 
My  hon.  Friend  asked  me  to  explain, 
and  has  taunted  me  for  not  having  ex- 
plained before,  how  it  was  that  the  Bill 
included  certain  other  elections  besides 
Parliamentary  elections,  while,  at  the 
same  time,  it  excluded  Poor  Law  elec- 
tions. I  think  my  hon.  Friend  him- 
self, in  the  course  of  his  speech,  gave 
an  explanation  of  that  apparent  ano- 
maly. His  chief  contention  was  that 
the  position  of  the  labouring  classes 
in  this  country  since  1834  had  been 
raised  chiefly  by  a  rigid  administration 
of  the  Poor  Law.  I  do  not  deny  that, 
and  I  therefore  submit  that  if  these 
od  consequences  are  to  be  obtained 
»y  a  rigid  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  there  is  the  strongest  ground  for 
excluding  those  who  accept  medical  re- 
lief from  voting  in  Poor  Law  elections. 
If  that  is  not  an  adequate  reason  for 
the  exclusion,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand what  the  late  Attorney  General 
would  give  as  an  adequate  reason  on 
his  own  principle.  Then  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  announced 
his  fear  lest  this  measure  should  largely 
increase  pauperism  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts. Of  course,  the  only  way  in  which 
pauperism  can  be  increased  is  by  medi- 
cal relief.    There  is  no  ground  whatever 


for  that  fear.  The  Government  do.  not 
believe  that  if  they  extend  the  exemp- 
tion of  the  counties  it  would  produce 
more  serious  or  disastrous  consequences 
than  long  experience  has  shown  that  it 
has  produced  in  the  towns.  The  statistics 
which  I  produced  the  other  night 
showed  that  in  the  towns,  where  the 
penalty  of  losing  the  vote  always  at- 
taches to  the  receipt  of  medical  relief, 
the  relief  is  greater  than  in  the  country 
towns  where  it  has  never  attached. 
With  regard  to  the  exemption  of  the 
towns,  something  dropped  from  the  late 
Attorney  General  which  requires  an 
explanation.  I  do  not  at  all  take  the 
ground  put  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  as  to 
the  number.  The  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral said  that  in  certain  counties  labourers 
would  be  pressed  to  take  medical  relief 
in  order  to  disqualify  them.  That  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  a  very  grave  accusa- 
tion, and  I  certainly  hope  that  any  com- 
plaint of  that  sort  will  be  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Government.  I  believe 
that  any  such  practice  would  be  a  cor- 
rupt practice ;  and,  if  not,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  do  well 
to  supplement  his  late  Bill  and  make  it 
a  corrupt  practice.  But  what  possible 
ground  is  there  for  supposing  that  this 
would  take  place  in  the  counties  when 
it  has  never  taken  place  in  the  towns  ? 
Are  electioneering  agents  so  much  more 
ingenious  in  inventing  corrupt  practices 
in  the  counties  than  in  the  towns  ?  I 
never  heard  that  they  were;  and  yet 
this  disqualification  has  existed  since 
1857  in  the  towns,  and  it  is  not  pre- 
tended for  one  moment  that  it  has  ever 
been  used  for  corrupt  practices.  Why 
should  we  expect  a  worse  state  of  things 
in  the  counties  than  experience  has 
shown  to  exist  in  the  towns  ?  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard  says  it 
is  a  most  dangerous  lesson  to  teach  the 
working  classes  that  by  the  removal 
from  them  of  some  primary  want — in 
other  words,  by  the  State  undertaking 
itself  to  satisfy  some  primary  want — a 
most  disastrous  result  will  be  produced. 
But,  if  that  is  so,  the  State  has  abeady 
done  so.  I  would  ask  my  hon.  Friend 
what  duty  is  more  incumbent  upon  a 
parent  than  the  education  of  his  child  ? 
What  could  be  more  properly  described 
as  a  primary  want  in  any  civilized  com- 
munity than  education? — and  yet,  under 
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our  existing  laws,  not  only  can  a  man 
get  the  education  of  his  child  paid  for 
by  the  State,  but  he  is  not  thereby 
prevented  from  voting  for  the  School 
Board.  That  is  an  anomaly  which 
alone  affords  complete  justification  for 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  [Mr. 
MuNDELLA :  The  education  is  com- 
pulsory.] The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
interrupts  me  by  saying  that  it  is  com- 
pulsory. I  quite  admit  that.  So,  also,  in 
the  case  of  vaccination ;  but  I  have  no 
desire  to  weary  the  House  with  the  ex- 
ceptional cases.  The  maintenance  of 
healtb  and  the  giving  of  education  are 
both  primary  duties,  and  the  means  of 
doing  both  are  supplied  by  the  State 
in  case  of  destitution.  Allusion  has  been 
made  to  Ireland;  but  I  have  no  wish 
to  dilate  at  too  great  a  length  upon  that 
point.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Lewis)  has  tried  to 
persuade  the  House  that  there  is  an 
essential  ^stinction  between  the  cases  of 
England  and  Ireland.  I  admit  that  there 
are  great  differences  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land and  England;  but  I  absolutely 
deny  that  those  distinctions  are  relevant 
to  this  discussion.  In  Ireland  a  man 
can  get  medical  relief  out  of  the  rates, 
and  all  this  Bill  does  is  to  enable  a  desti- 
tute man  in  England  to  get  relief  out  of 
the  rates.  In  that  respect,  the  cases  of 
Ireland  and  England  are  precisely  and 
exactly  similar;  and  when  the  House 
conceded  relief  without  disqualification 
in  Ireland  it  made  it  practically  impos- 
sible to  refuse  to  do  so  in  England.  I 
think  that  must  be  admitted  by  the  bit- 
terest opponents  of  the  Bill.  Holding 
that  opinion,  I  had  the  curiosity  to 
examine  the  Division  List  on  the  Irish 
question ;  and  I  find,  to  my  surprise,  that 
the  four  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  most 
strenuously  opposed  the  Bill  in  every  one 
of  its  stages — namely,  the  hon.  Members 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  South  Lei- 
cestershire (Mr.  Pell),  West  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Clare  Eead),  and  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot),  did  not  even  come 
down  to  the  House  to  prevent  the  Pro- 
viso being  inserted  in  the  Irish  Bill.  Not 
one  of  them  voted  against  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge.  [Mr.  Clake  Read  :  I 
was  ill  in  bed.]  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  has  given  an 
adequate  excuse.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  other  hon.  Members  I  have  referred 
to  have  an  equally  good  excuse  to  offer 
or  not ;  but  it  is  singularly  unfortunate 
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that  entertaining,  as  they  did,  this  very 
strong  and  almost  exaggerated  line  in 
regard  to  this  Bill,  they  did  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  come  down  to  the  House 
and  record  their  votes  against  the  intro- 
duction of  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  criticized  my  speech 
on  the  second  reading,  and  described  it  as 
a  cynical  speech.  He  announced,  at  the 
same  time,  to  my  intense  surprise,  that 
if  the  Bill  had  not  been  mine,  but  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  he  would 
have  voted  for  it.  I  venture  to  say  that, 
in  face  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets, a  more  cynical  statement  was  never 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis) 
say  that  a  great  agitation  has  been  got 
up ;  that  the  minds  of  the  public  have 
been  very  much  inflamed ;  that  it  would 
be  greatly  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
Conservative  Party  to  resist  the  agi- 
tation ;  and  that  the  sooner  they  cease 
from  doing  so  the  better.  Whether  that 
is  a  good  argument  or  a  bad  argument, 
it  is  not  the  argument  that  I  addressed 
to  the  House — I  addressed  to  the  House 
an  entirely  different  argument,  to  which 
that  has  no  semblance  whatever.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  said  that  supposing  someone  of 
these  landlords  announced  that  there  was 
no  such  thing  as  private  property,  and 
supposing  that  he  succeeded  in  inflaming 
the  public  mind  on  that  question,  would 
I  and  oiliers  who  agree  with  me  be  bound 
to  level  down  and  give  up  the  opinions 
we  have  previously  expressed  ?  It  is  that 
illustration  which  shows  me  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  entirely  mistaken  my  argu- 
ment ;  because  I  apprehend  that  the 
retention  of  this  disqualification  is  not 
really  a  matter  of  principle  at  all.  It  is 
a  question  of  retaining  a  piece  of  ma- 
chinery for  discussing  a  principle ;  and 
the  distinction  is  vital.  I  will  endeavour 
to  make  this  as  clear  as  I  can.  I  think 
it  will  be  admitted  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Leicestershire, 
and  the  most  uncompromising  opponents 
of  the  Bill,  that  medical  relief  ceases 
now  to  produce  the  effect  they  say  it  has 
hitherto  produced.  Whatever  effects  it 
may  have  produced  hitherto,  it  will  no 
longer  produce  those  effects,  and  in  that 
respect  my  chain  of  reasoning  is  conclu- 
sive.   Is  there  a  single  man  in  this. 
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House  who  knows  the  state  of  the  public 
mind  who  is  sanguine  enough  to  believe 
that  the  result  of  retaining  the  dis- 
qualification, if  it  were  possible  to  con- 
tinue it,  would  promote  thrift?  Then, 
if  I  am  right  in  thinking  that  the  ma- 
chinery has  lost  its  yirtue  altogether, 
and  has  become  now  merely  an  irritating 
piece  of  useless  lumber,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  retain  it,  and  there  is  full  I 
justification  for  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  trying  to  remove  it.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  deny  that  what  has 
happened  within  the  last  three  weeks 
may,  to  some  extent,  do  injury  to  the 
cause  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  has  at  heart  in  re- 
ference to  Poor  Law  amendment ;  but 
I  say  that  harm  is  not  done  by  this 
Bill,  but  that  it  has  been  done  al- 
ready by  the  debates  in  this  House 
and  the  agitation  in  the  country.  This 
Bill,  so  far  from  doing  further  harm, 
would,  I  believe,  prevent  further  harm 
from  being  done.  There  are  those  who 
anticipate  that  this  Bill  is  only  the  first 
of  a  series  of  measures.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Londonderry  drew  up  a 
string  of  measures  which  he  thinks  may 
possibly  follow.  I  do  not  know  what 
measures  of  legislation  may  be  in  store 
for  us  in  the  next  few  years,  and  he 
would  be  a  rash  prophet  who  would  ex- 
press any  opinion  in  that  respect ;  but 
if  encroachments  on  the  principle  of 
Poor  Law  amendment  are  to  be  stopped, 
they  can  only  be  stopped  by  the  common 
action  of  men  of  all  Parties  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  determined  to  maintain  their 
principles  vigorously  and  effectively.  I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  any  other 
point  I  have  to  lay  before  the  House.  I 
think  I  have  dealt  with  most  points 
which  have  come  up  in  the  course  of  the 
debate ;  and  I  will  conclude  by  express- 
ing my  earnest  hope  that,  considering 
the  absolute  necessity  for  passing  this 
Bill  in  the  next  few  days,  the  House 
will  now  agree  to  go  into  Committee 
upon  it. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN:  I  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  intervening  in  this 
discussion  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  rose 
to  address  the  House.  I  had  been 
taking  considerable  interest  in  the  sort 
of  triangular  duel  which  has  been  going 
on  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  and  in  the 
arguments  which  have  been  carried  for- 
ward between  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway    and   their  Leaders  on    the 


Front  Bench.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  made  a  direct  appeal  to  me, 
and  I  am  very  anxious  to  have  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  assistance  in  under- 
standing the  arguments  he  has  laid  be- 
fore the  House.  I  confess  that  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  little  un- 
fortunate. He  has  contrived  to  produce 
an  impression  which  is  not  the  impres- 
sion he  desired  to  convey  to  the  House 
and  the  public.  The  other  day  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us,  much  to 
our  gratification,  that  he  was  the  author 
of  a  work  in  defence  of  religion ;  yet,  as 
the  House  is  aware,  that  work  was, 
nevertheless,  of  such  a  character  as  to 
severely  shake  the  faith  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere).  In  the  same  way, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  two 
speeches  in  favour  of  this  Bill ;  and  if  I 
were  not  thoroughly  convinced  upon  the 
subject  my  faith  in  the  necessity  or  ex- 
pediency of  any  measure  of  the  kind 
would  be  altogether  destroyed  by  the 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
On  two  occasions  he  has  got  up  and  re- 
minded the  House— as,  unfortunately, 
it  was  very  necessary  he  should  do— that 
he  was  introdiicing  a  Bill,  and  sup- 
porting it  by  argument  after  argument, 
all  of  which  tended  to  show  that  his 
belief  was  the  same  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney), 
that  the  effect  of  the  measure  would  be 
pernicious.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
complains  that  he  has  been  misrepre- 
sented. It  appears  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bryce)  was  under  the  impression, 
from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  on  a  previous  occasion,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  introduced  this  Bill  owing 
to  the  agitation  in  the  country  ;  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  introduced  it,  and  had  not, 
in  effect,  taken  the  wind  out  of  the  sails 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  it  might  go  rather 
hard  with  the  Government  at  the  Gene- 
ral Election.  '*  Oh,  no  !  "  says  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  **  nothing  of  the  kind. 
That  is  not  my  meaning."  Now,  I 
humbly  admit  that  I,  also,  had  mis- 
understood the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  had  thought  that  that  was  his  idea. 
He  says  he  wants  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  what  is  at  stake  in  the  Bill  is 
not  the  principle,  but  the  machinery  for 
carrying  out  a  principle,  and  that  this 
machinery  has  lost  its  virtue.  That  ap- 
pears to  be  rather  a  curious  oxi^ression  ; 
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for  I  can  understand  a  principle  losing  its 
virtue,  but  I  do  not  see  how  machinery 
can  lose  its  virtue.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  it  is  this 
machinery  in  which  he  is  interested, 
and  which  has  lost  its  virtue  owing  to 
the  debates  in  this  House  and  outside 
of  it.  But  why,  if  it  had  any  virtue, 
has  it  lost  it  by  debates,  the  authority 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  admit  ?  Let  me  apply  that  reason- 
ing to  some  other  institution  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  sup- 
posed to  take  an  interest.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  retain  any  respect 
for  the  Established  Church?  The  Es- 
tablished Church  is  not  a  principle.  We 
are  all  agreed  about  that ;  but  it  is  the 
machinery  for  giving  effect  to  a  prin- 
ciple. But  that  machinery  has  been 
debated  outside  the  House  and  in  the 
House,  and  arguments  have  been  urged 
against  Disestablishment  by  some  per- 
sons which,  I  think,  are  at  least  as 
strong  as  those  adduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  then, 
admit  that  the  principle  and  machinery 
of  the  Established  Church  have  lost 
their  virtue,  and  will  he  be  prepared  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  remove  that  anomaly 
also?  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk:  When  it 
has  lost  its  virtue.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says — **Yes;  when  it  has 
lost  its  virtue ;  "  but  I  understand  that 
every  machinery  loses  its  virtue  when  it 
is  attacked  by  the  Eadicals,  either  in 
this  House  or  out  of  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  oomplains  that  the 
arguments  against  the  retention  of  this 
disqualification  have  caused  irritation 
in  the  country;  but  I  will  undertake 
to  say  that  the  irritation  against  the 
Established  Church  is  much  greater 
than  the  irritation  caused  by  the  agi- 
tation against  disqualification  owing 
to  the  receipt  of  medical  relief.  It  is 
perfectly  impossible  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  continue  to  represent  to 
the  House  that  he  and  his  Colleagues 
have  been  influenced  by  these  wire- 
drawn arguments.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  us  the  other  night  that  the 
conversion  of  the  Government  only  oc- 
curred after  they  came  into  Office,  and 
after  the  agpitation  in  the  country,  which 
convinced  them  that  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  resist.  It  was  purely  as  an 
electoral  move  that  the  Gx>vernment 
brought  in  this  Bill,  and  it  is  in  that 
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connection  only  that  they  are  now  ar- 
guing in  its  favour,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  will  get  much  credit  out  of  the 
business.  I  do  not  object  to  their  taking 
a  leaf  from  the  Kadical  programme  as 
often  as  they  like  ;  but  if  they  do  steal 
Kadical  eggs,  I  do  object  to  their 
addling  them.  I  feel  bound  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  not 
g^ing  far  enough.  He  is  going  to  take 
a  clause  suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings)  ;  and  when  he  was  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell)  whether  he  was  going  to 
treat  medical  extras  and  assistance  pre- 
scribed by  the  medical  officer  to  be  given 
to  the  poor  upon  his  order  in  the  same 
way  as  medicine  he  said  he  was  not, 
and  we  know  perfectly  well  that  by 
omitting  medical  extras  from  the  defini- 
tion of  medical  relief  he  will  destroy  at 
least  70  per  cent  of  the  advantage  he 
proposed  to  give  under  the  Bill.  There- 
fore we  will  take  this  Bill  of  the  (jK)- 
vernment,  but  we  will  show  them  no 
gratitude  for  it,  nor  are  they  likely  to 
obtain  that  credit  and  advantage  which 
formed  their  sole  reason  for  introducing 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  he  would  not  de- 
tain the  House  for  more  than  a  few 
minutes;  but  he  found  that  the  Bill 
applied  to  Scotland,  and,  as  far  as  he 
had  observed,  no  Scotch  Member  had  as 
yet  taken  part  in  the  discussion.  He 
therefore  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that,  so  far  as 
the  Bill  applied  to  Scotland,  it  would 
not  affect  a  single  person  in  that  coun- 
try. No  person  received  medical  relief 
except  those  who  were  on  the  Poor 
Eoll,  and  the  persons  upon  that  Boll 
were  not  called  upon  to  pay  rates.  No- 
thing of  the  kind  would  ever  be  thought 
of.  He  had  listened  with  much  plea- 
sure to  the  exposition  which  had  been 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  of  his  views  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Hamsay)  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Poor  Law  of  England  was  not 
at  all  analogous  to  the  Poor  Law  in 
Scotland,  inasmuch  as  the  relief  of  the 
able-bodied  poor  was  recognized  as  the 
law  in  England,  and  had  been  the  prac- 
tice in  this  country  for  a  long  period  of 
time ;  whereas,  in  Scotland,  there  was 
no  condition  which  gave  the  able-bodied 
poor  the  right  to    obtain  relief.    He 
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thought  it  was  absurd,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  include  Scotland  in  the 
Bill,  if  it  were  for  no  other  reason  than 
that  it  could  not  possibly  operate  there. 
He  might  be  told  that  it  was  of  no 
consequence  to  Scotland,  and  that  the 
Bill  would  apply,  if  it  ever  became  ne- 
cessary,  to  enfranchise  this  particular 
set  of  persons  in  that  country.  He  ad- 
mitted that  that  was  the  case.  If  it 
were  not  for  a  grave  apprehension  m  to 
the  effect  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
he  might  be  able  to  imagine  that  the 
Legislature  had  contemplated  that  peo- 
ple might  be  entitled  to  medical  relief 
without  being  placed  on  the  Poor  Boll, 
and  that  they  would  not  be  in  any  re- 
spect disqualified  by  receiving  it.  He 
should  regard  such  a  result  with  grave 
apprehension,  and  would,  therefore,  ap- 
peal to  the  Government  not  to  press  this 
Proviso  when  they  came  to  consider  in 
Committee  whether  Scotland  should  be 
included  or  not.  He  regretted  not  to 
see  in  his  place  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire  (Mr.  Coch- 
ran-Patrick), because  his  hon.  Friend 
was  not  of  opinion  that  the  Poor  Law 
in  Scotland  was  carried  out  with  the 
great  stringency  he  had  pointed  out. 
His  hon.  Friend  thought  it  possible  that 
in  some  of  the  parishes  of  Scotland  the 
medical  officers  paid  by  the  Poor  Law 
might  in  certain  oases  give  relief  to 
poor  persons  to  whom  the  stigma  of  dis- 
franchisement was  not  attached;  but 
his  hon.  Friend  had  received  a  telegram 
from  the  Poor  Law  Board  intimating 
that  if  any  persons  received  medical  re- 
lief from  a  medical  officer  paid  by  the 
Poor  Law  Board  they  must  be  placed 
on  the  Boll,  and  would  only  be  entitled 
to  get  relief  on  that  condition.  He 
(Mr.  Bamsay)  felt,  therefore,  that  it 
would  be  absurd  to  apply  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  to  Scotland.  If  it  were  pro- 
posed to  apply  them  to  that  country  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  votes  in  Scot- 
land, he  hoped  that  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  still  further  decreasing  the 
number  of  persons  who  would  vote  for 
Conservativecandidates.  He  felt  satisfied 
that  such  would  be  the  case,  and  that 
every  right-thinking  man  should  depre- 
cate this  political  move  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  He  desired  to  make 
a  protest  against  the  extoDsion  of  this 
measure  to  Scotland,  because  it  might 
have,  and,  in  his  opinion,  was  certain 
to  havO;  the  effect  of  increasing  the  dis- 


content of  the  poor  who  were  refused 
medical  relief  by  the  Poor  Law  Board. 
He  should  certainly  view  any  encroach- 
ment upon  the  principles  of  the  Poor 
Law  with  great  rep^ret. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  wished 
to  offer  a  few  observations  with  the  view 
of  explaining  the  vote  he  intended 
to  give  upon  this  question.  He  was 
anxious  to  have  some  credit  for  consis- 
tency in  regard  to  the  votes  he  gave  in 
that  House.  Therefore,  he  was  bound 
to  offer  an  explanation  as  to  why  he  was 
forced  to  vote  in  precisely  the  opposite 
direction  from  that  in  which  he  had 
voted  on  a  previous  occasion  on  this 
identical  question.  On  a  former  occa- 
sion he  had  occupied  a  seat  on  the  Bench 
now  filled  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), and  he  came  hastily  into  the 
House  to  find  that  the  discussion  had 
been  for  some  time  proceeding.  There 
was  at  that  time  an  arrangement — a 
species  of  knock-out  arrangement  be- 
tween the  two  Front  Benches,  which  in- 
cluded an  agreement,  among  other  mat- 
ters, on  this  very  Registration  Bill,  or 
rather  on  the  Bill  in  which  this  subject 
was  included  at  that  time.  He  found  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  who 
at  that  time  occupied  the  position  now 
filled  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  was  warmly  opposing  the 
very  proposition  which  had  now  been 
made  to  the  House.  Finding  that  the 
Bench  on  which  he  was  then  seated  sup- 
ported the  views  then  advocated  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chel- 
sea, he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  found  himself, 
without  knowing  very  much  about  it,  in 
the  Lobby  in  support  of  views  which, 
when  he  became  more  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  matter,  he  discovered 
to  differ  materially  from  bis  own.  If  the 
House  would  bear  with  him  for  a  mo- 
ment, he  would  explain  why  those  views 
differed  from  his  own.  He  had  never 
hesitated,  in  whatever  part  of  the  House 
he  happened  to  sit,  to  express  his  candid 
opinion  on  matters  connected  with  Par- 
liamentary Reform,  and  the  admission  of 
any  class  of  people  to  the  suffrage.  He 
had  never  pretended  to  countenance  the 
Conservative  surrender  of  1867,  nor 
had  he  hesitated  to  condemn  the  Tory 
Democratic  scuttle  of  1884.  If  Parlia- 
ment made  up  its  mind  to  admit  any 
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olass  or  classes  to  the  franchise,  it  ought 
to  carrj  out  its  bargain  fairly  and 
squarely  all  round.  Acting  upon  that 
principle,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  condemn 
the  device  of  the  personal  payment  of 
rates  that  in  certain  quarters  was  highly 
favoured  in  1867  ;  but  although  he  had 
to  condemn  that  measure  of  so-called 
!Eef  orm,  he,  at  the  same  time,  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  people  of  this 
country  ought  not  to  allow  a  set  of 
paltry  Vestry  Acts  to  stand  as  a  barrier 
between  them  and  what  Parliament 
had  declared  to  be  their  rights.  In 
the  same  way,  he  viewed  the  present 
question  wholly  apart  from  mere  poli- 
tical controversies;  and  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  en- 
deavoured to  bring  it  within  the  vortex 
of  Party  discussion,  he  contended  that 
it  ought  to  be  treated  solely  upon  its 
merits.  He  had  yet  to  learn  that  those 
members  of  the  working  classes  who 
had  obtained  medical  relief  from  time 
to  time  were  less  likely,  of  their  own 
free  will,  to  hold  sound  Constitutional 
principles  than  other  members  of  the 
same  class.  In  fact,  the  probabilities 
were  that  they  might,  perhaps,  be 
brought  in  contact  with  organizations 
that  might  contribute  towards  the  for- 
mation of  sound  political  opinions  to  a 
greater  extent  than  others  of  their  class ; 
and  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  members  of 
the  working  classes  who  might  partake 
of  medical  relief  were  less  likely  to  be 
influenced  by  the  sound  Constitutional 
principles  to  which  he  referred  than  other 
members  of  the  same  class  of  life.  He 
was  bound  to  confess  that  his  own  per- 
sonal recollection  of  what  might  be  called 
pauper  electors  was  far  from  unpleasant. 
Twenty  years  ago  that  very  month  he 
had  the  good  fortune  to  drive  a  very  large 
consignment  of  the  inmates  of  the  work- 
house situated  in  the  constituency  which 
at  that  time  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent to  the  poll,  and  every  one  of  them 
voted  in  his  favour ;  and  they  were  sub- 
sequently regaled  with  muffins,  and, 
as  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  would,  no 
doubt,  be  glad  to  hear,  on  tea,  and  not 
upon  what  had  just  been  alluded  to 
under  the  title  of  medical  extras,  such 
as  wine  or  other  stimulants.  For  his 
own  part,  he  considered  that  since  Par- 
liament had  made  up  its  mind  that  the 
old  property  qualification  should  no 
longer  exist— a  decision  which  he,  for 
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one,  had  never  approved — it  appeared 
absurd  that  where  a  voter  had  partaken, 
of  some  eleemosynary  aid  in  the  course 
of  the  year  it  should  disqualify  him  for 
the  franchise.  As  Parliament  had  com- 
mitted itself  to  the  principle  that  pro- 
perty should  cease  to  be  duly  represented 
in  the  Legislature,  he  was  certainly  in. 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  he  should  be 
prepared  to  go  even  very  much  further 
than  it  did. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  few  moments  if  it  would  kindly 
give  him  its  attention.  He  [wished  to 
point  out  an  important  point  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  When  it  was 
said  that  it  was  intended  to  confine  the 
Bill  to  the  receipt  of  medical  articles,  he 
had  said  that  if  that  intention  were  car- 
ried out  the  measure  would  be  shorn  of 
a  great  portion  of  its  value,  because  it 
was  well  known  that  the  medical  ofiicer 
of  health  gave  to  patients  such  articles 
of  comfort  as  beef-tea  and  port  wine, 
which,  in  his  view,  were  meidioine,  or 
would  come  under  that  head.  If  such 
things  were  to  be  refused,  then  the  Bill 
would  be  very  seriously  and  almost 
fatally  damaged ;  and  he  hoped  that 
those  who  really  wanted  to  make  the 
Bill  effective  would  insist  on  the  full 
meaning  of  the  word  being  preserved. 
There  had  been  two  lines  of  argument, 
and  only  two,  used  in  respect  of  the  Bill. 
One  was  the  argument  against  parochial 
relief  altogether,  and  the  other  was  a 
fear  lest  the  present  measure  should  be 
extended,  so  as  to  include  parochial  re- 
lief in  other  matters.  If  that  did  hap- 
pen, no  one  would  be  more  responsible 
for  it  than  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  because  he 
had  declared  that  there  was  no  differ- 
ence in  this  respect  between  receiving 
bread  and  receiving  physic.  He  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings)  hoped  that  would  be  re- 
membered. It  had  been  said  that  this 
matter  had  been  taken  up  as  a  question 
for  the  elections.  He  could  not,*  for  his 
own  part,  see  why  that  should  not  be  so. 
Elections  were  not  for  the  purpose  of 
returning  certain  men,  but  to  secure 
certain  measures  which  the  constituency 
wished ;  and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  a  question  for  the  electors. 
There  was  one  point  which  had  not  been 
touched  upon,  and  which  he  would  re- 
comn^end  t^o  the  notice  of  tb^  hon.  liCem* 
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ber  for  liskeard  (^.  Courtney).  In 
the  Municipal  Corporations  they  found 
hospitals  established,  maintained  out  of 
the  rates,  to  wbichchildren  and  others  suf- 
fering from  epidemic  and  other  diseases 
were  removed,  and  where  they  were  fur- 
nished not  only  with  medical  relief,  but 
with  food  and  lodging.  No  one  in  his 
senses  would  ever  dream  that  these 
persons,  or  the  heads  of  their  families, 
should  be  disqualified ;  but  the  money 
came  out  of  the  rates,  and  the  only 
difference  was  that  they  were  relieved 
by  the  Municipality  instead  of  by  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians.  What  answer 
had  his  hon.  Friends  to  give  to  that  ? 
The  fact  was  that  they  were  arguing, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Liskeard  especially,  against  Poor  Law 
relief  altogether,  or  free  libraries,  free 
education,  or  any  of  those  institutions 
which  society  thought  might  be  sefc  afloat 
for  the  good  of  the  people  generally. 
There  was  another  argument  which  bad 
also  been  submitted  to  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings)  would  conclude  his  re- 
marks by  a  reference  to  it.  His  hon. 
Friend  said  that  pauperism  had  de- 
creased a  great  deal  during  the  last  few 
years,  and  he  had  claimed  as  the  cause  of 
this  the  repressive  measures  suoh  as  he 
had  now  aidvocated.  He  had  certainly 
been  sorry  to  hear  his  hon.  Friend  apply 
the  word  "degradation  "  to  poverty.  But 
how  bad  that  decrease  of  pauperism 
taken  place  ?  Simply  by  the  action  of 
Boards  of  Guardians,  who  had  been 
more  strict  in  imposing  labour  tests, 
and  in  hunting  down  and  running  to 
ground  poor  people — servant  girls  in 
service  in  towns — in  order  to  make  them 
pay  6(i.,  or  !«.,  or  2b,  a- week  towards 
the  relief  which  some  of  their  relatives 
were  receiving.  He  would  just  quote 
one  case  to  show  that  the  reduction  of 
pauperism  was  not  due  to  a  decrease  of 
poverty;  and  he  could  give  scores  of 
similar  cases  to  illustrate  the  cruel  man- 
ner in  which  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
at  present  acted,  in  order  to  secure  a  di- 
minution in  the  rates— cases  in  which 
the  action  of  the  Poor  Law  brought 
about  much  suffering.  The  case  he  was 
about  to  cite  he  was  acquainted  with 
personally.  In  the  parish  of  Fairford, 
in  Gloucestershire,  which  he  had  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  know 
well,  there  was  an  old  man,  80  years  of 


age,  who  had  lived  in  the  parish  60 
years,  and  who  for  nearly  60  years  had 
belonged  to  a  club,  but  who  had  now 
broken  down  in  health,  and  become 
chargeable  to  the  parish.  The  club 
having  failed,  the  old  man  received 
2«.  6^.  per  week  from  the  parish,  and 
the  Guardians  had  recently  summoned 
his  son  for  a  contribution  of  1«.  per  week 
to  his  father's  support.  This  son  had 
five  children,  two  of  whom  were  afflicted 
and  were  on  bis  hands,  and  he  had  just 
buried  his  wife,  for  whom  he  had  in- 
curred a  considerable  doctor's  bill,  for 
which  he  was  now  paying  2*.  a-week. 
He  received  13*.  a-week  in  wages,  and 
the  cottage  and  potato  ground  which  he 
occupied  increased  his  earnings  to  15«. 
a-week.  He  was  only  enabled  to  earn 
this  amount  by  working  equal  to  8^  days 
a-week,  reckoning  10  hours  a  day's  work. 
Yet  that  poor  man  had  been  summoned 
before  the  magistrates,  at  Cirencester, 
by  which  he  lost  a  day's  work,  and  was 
ordered  to  pay  \%.  a-week,  or  £2  12«. 
a-year,  to  the  Guardians  of  Fairford  for 
his  father's  maintenance.  That  was  a 
most  cruel  and  wicked  proceeding,  to 
summon  a  man  before  the  magistrates 
under  such  circumstances  and  punish  him 
by  a  fine  of  Is,  per  week  in  order  to  save 
the  parochial  rates.  He  was  satisfied 
that  no  Member  of  that  House,  in  his  in- 
dividual capacity,  would  ever  sanction 
such  a  proceeding  for  a  moment.  Of 
course,  the  same  sort  of  proceeding  was 
followed  up  all  over  the  country,  and  it 
explained  how  the  rates  were  being 
saved  and  pauperism  going  down — 
simply  by  acts  of  what  he  ventured  to 
call  cruelty,  which  he  trusted  would  be 
reviewed  by  the  new  electorate,  and  the 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  taught  that  they 
must  really  be  the  Guardians  of  the 
Poor,  and  that  if  they  were  to  save  the 
rates  they  must  do  so  in  a  humane 
manner.  If  necessary,  he  was  prepared 
to  give  the  man's  name  in  Fairford. 
L  Crtes  of  •*  Name ! "]  The  name  of  the 
man  was  Thomas  Hignall,  and  there 
were  scores  of  cases  of  a  similar  kind 
which  he  could  lay  before  the  House. 
He  had  given  the  name  of  this  particular 
person  because  he  knew  his  employer, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  man  was  likely 
to  come  to  any  harm.  Nevertheless,  there 
he  was  with  15«.  a-week,  and  five  chil- 
dren— 2».  being  paid  for  an  old  medical 
debt — working  after  the  rate  of  8  J  days 
in  the  week.  [-4  laugh.']  Hon.  Members 
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might  laugh ;  but  if  they  would  inquire, 
and  would  take  10  hours  as  a  day*8  work, 
they  would  find  that  he  was  working 
equal  to  8^  days  in  the  week  for  the 
miserable  pittance  he  had  named,  and 
yet  he  was  ordered  by  the  Guardians  to 
pay  I*,  a- week  for  the  support  of  this 
poor  old  man,  after  having  been  sum- 
moned to  Cirencester  and  compelled 
in  consequence  to  lose  a  day's  work. 
This  and  similar  reasons  were  the  rea- 
sons why  pauperism  had  decreased. 

Mr.  LA.BOUCHEEE  said,  he  could 
not  help  expressing  his  respectful  sym- 
pathy with  Her  Majesty's  Q-overnment, 
for,  whether  they  might  be  good  men 
or  not,  they  were  certainly  men  who 
were  struggling  with  difficulties.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  another  instance 
of  a  Government  which,  in  the  first  fort- 
night of  its  existence,  bad  been  so  utterly 
discredited  as  the  present.  A  fortnight 
ago  they  bad  a  perfect  horror  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  opposed  every  suggestion 
he  made  for  the  relief  of  Ireland ;  but 
now  they  submitted  to  his  dictation  in 
the  most  humble  manner.  What  was 
it  that  was  now  taking  place?  How 
had  they  passed  the  evening?  The 
House  had  that  night  listened  to  pro- 
tests on  the  part  of  their  most  honoured 
and  respectable  followers  in  regard  to 
the  course  they  were  pursuing,  and  they 
had  been  denounced  for  their  incon- 
sistency and  opportunism.  Yet  they  sat 
there,  and  said  that  all  these  things  were 
mere  matters  of  detail.  They  were  ready 
to  pass  any  Bill  which  they  thought 
would  be  of  advantage  to  them  at  the 
next  General  Election.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  had 
made  a  very  exhausting — he  begged  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon — a  very  ex- 
haustive speech  at  the  beginning  of  the 
debate,  and  the  hon.  Member  summed 
up  his  speech  by  saying  that  cruelty  was 
the  basis  of  Government,  and  was  fol- 
lowing a  divine  example.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  as  a  result,  had  felt  that 
he  was  going  to  be  converted.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell)  pointed  out  that  if  they  gave 
a  vote  to  the  man  who  obtained  meaical 
relief,  they  ought  logically  to  give  a  vote 
to  the  man  who  obtained  other  relief. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire, 
and  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
late  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry  James) 
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should  have  made  a  long  speech  to  tell 
the  House  that  it  was  perfectly  monstrous 
on  their  part  to  give  votes  in  other 
cases,  and  yet  that  they  ought  to  give 
votes  to  those  who  received  medical 
relief  only.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  if  a  poor  man 
asked  for  medical  relief  for  his  sick 
child  it  would  be  cruel  to  refuse  him  a 
vote.  But  if  a  poor  man  were  to  ask 
relief  for  his  starving  child,  should  he 
be  denied  a  vote  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  did  not  seem  to 
understand  what  a  vote  was.  They  re- 
garded the  vote  as  a  privilege,  whereas 
it  was  a  right ;  and,  therefore,  the  man 
who  received  not  only  medical,  but  other 
relief  from  the  poor  rates,  was  entitled 
to  a  vote.  This  was  a  view  which  a 
number  of  people  held  throughout  the 
country,  and  those  persons  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  represented  in  that  House. 
He  believed  it  to  be  the  view  of  his  con- 
stituents, and  he  was  there  to  represent 
the  views  of  his  constituents.  The 
course  pursued  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  might  point  a  moral  if  it  did 
not  adorn  a  tale.  There  had  been  ac- 
cusations bandied  about  on  both  sides  of 
the  Table,  as  to  how  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  voted  on  previous  occasions.  He 
did  not  care  how  any  person  on  either 
Front  Bench  voted  on  any  measure  in 
the  world.  What  the  people  understood 
was  this — the  House  of  Commons,  in 
which  there  was  a  Liberal  majority,  had 
voted  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  which  there  was  a 
Conservative  majority,  threw  the  pro- 
position out.  Then  the  Conservatives 
changed  sides,  and,  ceasing  to  be  the 
Opposition,  became  the  Gt)vernment. 
What  did  they  at  once  do?  They 
brought  in  the  Bill  they  had  previously 
opposed ;  they  were  going  to  send  it  up 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  House  of 
Lords  would  pass  it,  simply  because 
their  Friends  were  in  Office.  He  thought 
the  country  would  understand  the  sys- 
tem, because  it  was  not  by  any  means 
the  first  time  that  it  had  been  pursued 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  When  the 
Liberals  were  in  power,  and  passed  a 
good  measure,  the  Conservatives,  with 
their  permanent  majority  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  threw  it  out.  But  when  the 
Conservatives  were  in  Office,  and  took 
up  the  pill  they  had  b©fore  opposed, 
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their  Eriends  in  the  House  of  Lords 
would  pass  it  and  say — "  See  what  good, 
kind  people  we  are.  See  the  deep  in- 
terest we  take  in  the  country ;  we  have 
passed  this  measure  not  only  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  in  the  House 
of  Lords."  Of  course,  the  Conservatives 
passed  Liberal  measures.  They  were 
there  to  do  the  Liberal  bidding.  They 
had  no  will  of  their  own.  They  were 
the  Ministry  of  the  minority.  The 
Liberals  were  the  majority  ;  it  was  they 
who  dictated  to  the  Government  what  to 
do;  it  was  at  their  dictation  that  the 
Government  were  bringing  in  this  Bill ; 
and  it  was  that  they  might  retain  the 
position  of  dummy  Ministers  that  the 
Government  had  brought  in  this  Bill, 
and  would  induce  their  Eriends  in  the 
House  of  Lords  to  carry  it.  The  House 
and  the  country  understood  the  position 
of  affairs  perfectly  well,  and  that  view 
would  be  fully  pointed  out  to  the  coun- 
try at  the  next  General  Election. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
Sir,  I  assume  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
in  the  remarks  he  has  just  addressed 
to  the  House,  has  spokpn  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  that  large  contingent  of 
two  Members  who  followed  him  into 
the  Lobby  the  other  night.  We  have 
introduced  this  Bill,  because  we  think  it 
necessary  that  a  change  in  the  law 
should  be  made.  It  is  by  no  means  the 
same  measure  that,  in  the  shape  of  a 
clause  in  another  Bill,  was  rejected  in 
"  another  place."  But,  Sir,  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  discuss  whether  we,  or  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  or  any  Member  of  this 
House  has,  or  has  not,  changed  his  opi- 
nion. I  wish  to  ask  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  few  minutes  to  the  peculiar 
position  in  which  we  stand.  The  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  was  affirmed  by  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  this  House. 
I  may  say  there  is  a  unanimous  desire  to 
proceed  with  this  measure  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton twitted  us  with  having  taken  up 
the  Bill  which  had  been  invented  by 
himself  and  his  Friends.  Well,  Sir, 
if  that  be  so,  they  ought  to  do  all  they 
can  to  aid  us  in  forwarding  the  Bill. 
We  have  had  this  evening,  and  also  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  not  only 
such  speeches  as  those  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 

yOI^.  CCXCIX.    [thirb  serifs.] 


Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  and  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Clare  Eead),  who  oppose  the  measure^ 
and  whose  opinions  are  listened  tc 
with  respect,  but  we  have  had  speeches 
also  from  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich (Mr.  Jesse  Collins),  who,  while 
professing  to  be  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
are  doing  their  best  to  talk  it  out. 
This,  Sir,  is  a  very  simple  matter.  It 
has  been  discussed  several  times  in  this 
House  during  the  present  Session;  it 
was  discussed  for  several  hours  the  other 
night  on  the  Motion  for  the  second  read- 
ing, and  it  has  been  discussed  for  some- 
thing like  seven  hours  this  evening.  The 
Bill  contains  only  one  clause;  we  are 
now  at  the  21st  of  July,  and  I  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  House  that,  if  they 
really  desire  to  pass  it  into  law.  and  to 
proceed  with  the  other  Business  that  lies 
before  us,  the  time  has  come  when  we 
may  fairly  dose  this  debate. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  as  one 
of  those  who  had  spoken  on  this  matter 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  he 
desired  to  explain  why  this  evening  he 
intended  to  give  a  vote  in  the  opposite 
direction.  When  the  question  was  first 
raised  on  the  Eegistration  Bill,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  then 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry  James) 
argued  that  it  was  not  germane  to  the 
measure,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered separately.  To  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers now  sitting  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House  agreed ;  and  although  he 
regarded  it  as  a  matter  to  be  settled  at 
a  future  time,  he  could  have  wished  the 
Government  had  postponed  the  matter 
until  there  had  been  an  opportunity  for 
further  discussion .  B ut  he  thought  they 
should  now  agree  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  seeing  that  there  was  no  reason 
why  people  should  be  disqualified  by 
receiving  medical  assistance,  he  should 
vote  for  the  Motion  before  the  House. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided  :--AjeB  226 ;  Noes 
22:  Majority  204.— (Div.  List,  No.  236.) 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

^  ^  GooqIc 
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Clause  1  (Short  tiUe). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Fell.) 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  resist 
the  Motion. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks  -  Beaoh) 
said,  that  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  William  Haxcourt)  rose,  he 
intended  to  ask  the  Committee  to  pro- 
ceed now  with  the  Bill,  which  really 
only  consisted  of  one  clause. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  said,  he  trusted 
that  the  Committee  would,  considering 
the  hour  (12.45),  consent  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

SiK  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he 
thought  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell)  was  a  very  reasonable 
one. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  go  on 
with  the  Bill.  It  was  only  right  they 
should  do  so,  having  regard  to  the 
period  of  the  Session.,  and  the  over- 
whelming vote  just  given  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  details 
lay  in  a  very  small  compass,  and  there 
was  practically  nothing  in  them  of  a 
controversial  character. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  supported 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Hetroourt)  spoke  of 
the  overwhelming  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Bill;  but  how  many  of  those  who 
formed  the  overwhelming  majority 
voted  against  the  principle  of  the  ]Bill  a 
short  time  ago,  and  what  was  the  reason 
of  their  sudden  conversion  ?  He  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  speaking  earlier  in  the  evening,  and 
he  would  like  to  record  his  opposition 
in  some  shape  or  other  to  the  BUI.  He 
thought  the  Bill  was  a  mistake,  and  he 
did  not  think  either  Party  had  done 
otherwise  than  cover  itself  with  some- 
thing like  political  disrepute  by  the 
course  it  had  followed.  They  ought 
now  to  report  Progress,  and  thus  afford 
a  further  opportimity  of  considering  the 
matter. 

Mb.  BRYCE  said,  that  although  he 
dis^proved  of  the  Bill,  and  would  be 
glaa  if  the  House  would  not  proceed 


with  it,  he  thought  it  was  a  piiy  that 
those  who  were  opposed  to  it  should 
maintain  an  opposition  of  delay  which 
could  not  now  have  any  effect.  His 
hon.  Friends  must  feel  that  the  majority 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  was  so  large  that 
nothing  was  to  be  gained  by  delaying 
for  a  day  or  two  more  the  progress  of  the 
Bill.  Unless  there  was  some  substan- 
tial Amendment  to  be  made,  and  he 
believed  it  was  not  yet  too  late  for  such 
an  Amendment  to  be  moved,  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pell)  might  with- 
draw his  Motion,  and  let  the  Commit- 
tee proceed  with  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Medical  relief  not  to  dis- 
qualify). * 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  he  proposed,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  insert  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  clause — 

"  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
until  the  thirty-first  day  of  December,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-seyen.*' 

In  moving  the  Amendment,  he  did  not 
intend  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee longer  than  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  explain  his  object.    Although 
he  had  throughout  supported*  the  Bill 
most  cordially,  because  he  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
it  would  be  exceedingly  unfair  to  de- 
prive those  of  the  vote  who  had  been 
led  to  expect  it,  and  who  it  was  prac- 
tically impossible  could  have  had  any 
warning  of  their  being  deprived  of  it, 
he  thought  there  was  room  to  doubt 
whether  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  go  into  the  question  of  medical  relief 
disqualiffoation  wholesale.     He  desired 
to  draw  attention  to  the  figures  which 
were  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  because  he 
considered    that   by  those  figures  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  misled  the 
House  in  a  very  important  matter.    As 
he  understood,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
produced  the  figures  to  show  the  num- 
ber of  persons  in  town  and  country  who 
would  be  affected  by  the  disqualifica- 
tion.   He  (Mr.  Adand)  ventured  to  saj 
that  that  was  not  the  real  oonsideratioa. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit 
the  truth  of  his  remark— that  the  real 
question  was  the  proportion  of  persons 
in  towns  who  were  sick,  and  who  would 
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be  affected  by  the  diaqualifioatioD,  as 
compared  with  the  proportion  of  per- 
sons in  the  country  in  a  like  position. 
It  would  be  admitted  that  the  sick  rate, 
considered  by  itself,  was  considerably 
higher  in  towns  than  in  the  country; 
consequently,  the  number  affected  by 
the  Bill  would  be  larger  in  towns  than 
in  the  country  districts;  but  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  figures  given  did  not 
prove  the  case  so  strongly  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  imagined.  Then,  Par- 
liament was  bound  to  attach  a  consider- 
able amount  of  weight  to  the  real  dis- 
tinction between  sick  relief  and  the 
ordinary  poor  relief. 

Mb.  WAETON  rose  to  Order.  He 
begged  to  submit  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Acland)  was  not  addressing 
himself  directly  to  bis  Amendment, 
which  related  to  the  duration  of  the 
Act. 

Mb.  acland  said,  he  was  giving 
the  reason  why  they  should  give  an 
opportunity  to  the  Representatives  of 
the  new  constituencies  to  decide,  ac- 
cording to  the  desire  of  the  new  con- 
stitnencieB,  what  should  ultimately  be 
the  law  of  the  country  with  regard  to 
this  question,  and  he  did  not  thmk  that 
could  fairly  be  done  if,  as  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
GoUings),  the  limit  were  placed  at  the 
end  of  1886.  They  ought  to  allow  a 
full  12  months,  at  least,  before  they 
permanently  removed  the  disqualifica- 
tion which  must  have  a  great  effect 
upon  the  prosperity  of  benefit  or  sick 
dubs.  Of  course,  the  number  of  per- 
sons who  were  in  benefit  and  sick  clubs 
varied  in  different  parts  of  the  country ; 
bat  he  believed  it  would  be  found  that 
there  was  a  larg^  number  of  the  new 
voters  who  were  members  of  the  Man- 
chester Unity  of  Oddfellows,  and  other 
societies  of  that  kind,  who  would  look 
with  considerable  doubt  on  the  expedi- 
ency of  removing  this  disqualification. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  he  asked 
the  Committee  whether  the  whole  ques- 
tion did  not  require  very  much  more 
serious  consideration  than  it  had  been 
possible  to  give  to  it  in  the  course  of 
the  last  few  weeks  ?  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  object  to  go  to  a  divi- 
sion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  7,  before  the  word  "  There," 
to  insert  the  words  '*  From  and  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,  until  the  thirty-first  day  of 


December,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-seven." — (Jfr.  Acland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  said,  he  obj  ected  to  the  Amend- 
ment. If  it  was  decided  to  give  this 
relief,  did  hon.  Members  anticipate  they 
would  ever  be  able  to  withdraw  it  ?  If 
they  did  not  anticipate  they  would  ever 
be  able  to  withdraw  it,  was  it  worth 
while  to  adopt  an  Amendment  of  this 
kind  ?  He  thought  it  was  not,  and  for 
that  reason,  if  for  no  other,  he  was  in- 
clined to  resist  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  RATHBONE  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  give  greater  con- 
sideration to  so  very  important  a  sub- 
ject. He  had  long  been  in  favour  of 
some  alteration  of  the  law  affecting 
medical  relief;  but  he  asked  whether, 
considering  the  rapid  change  which  had 
come  over  the  House— he  did  not  attri- 
bute any  motives  for  that  change — and 
considering  the  bias  which  could  not 
help  to  weigh  with  the  House  at  that 
moment,  it  would  not  be  better  to  defer 
the  permanent  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion— to  pass  this  clause  for  two  years, 
as  suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Acland),  and  then  to  have  a  strong  Com- 
mittee to  decide  what  precautions  and 
safeguards  might  be  attached  to  the  dis- 
qualification ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  asked  whether 
it  was  likely,  if  they  once  granted  relief, 
to  be  ever  able  to  withdraw  it?  He 
(Mr.  Rathbone)  thought  it  was  not 
likely  they  would  if  they  passed  this 
permanent  measure  ;  but  he  did  believe 
it  would  be  possible  to  reverse  or  modify 
their  decision  if  they  passed  a  temporary 
measure,  aud  if,  on  inquiry,  they  found 
there  was  a  better  way  of  managing  the 
thing,  or  that  the  provision  could  have 
certain  safeguards  attached  to  it.  He 
could  not  help  thinking,  judging  from 
the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks,  that  he  had  considerable  doubt 
in  his  mind  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the 
change  except  as  a  matter  of  making  a 
concession  to  popular  demand.  They 
ought  to  know  a  great  deal  more  than 
they  did  about  this  subject,  and  he 
would  urge  on  the  Government  and  the 
Committee  to  agree  to  the  present 
proposal.    He  believed  the  suggestion 
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would  meet  the  views  of  the  majority  of 
hon.  Members. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  did  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  spoken.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  course  proposed  was  an 
exceedingly  weak  one.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Oamanronshire 
(Mr.  Rathbone)  had  said  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment  would  give  room  for 
a  strong  Committee  to  reconsider  the 
question;  but  it  would  be  a  singular 
course  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, after  having  passed  the  Bill  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  to  carry  an 
Amendment  which  contemplated  the  ap- 
pointment, at  some  future  time,  of  a 
strong  Committee  which  might  reverse 
the  decision  of  the  House.  That  was  a 
course  which  he  did  not  think  could 
commend  itself  to  the  Committee.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
had  said  was  perfectly  true— if  they 
once  granted  the  relief,  there  was  not 
much  likelihood  of  their  ever  being  able 
to  withdraw  it.  He  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  was  one  of  those  who  had  not  to 
stand  in  a  white  sheet  on  this  question. 
He  had  never  voted  against  the  principle 
contained  in  the  Bill.  He  had,  for  many 
years,  thought  the  disability  for  medical 
relief  was  very  unjust.  The  House  of 
Commons  had  said  that  the  disability 
should  not  be  imposed ;  and,  therefore, 
to  make  this  a  temporary  measure  was 
an  altogether  idle  proceeding.  It  was  a 
course  taken  by  people  who  did  not  like 
what  they  were  about.  It  was  remembered 
perfectly  well  that  the  other  House  of 
I^arliament  passed  the  Ballot  Bill  on 
condition  that  it  should  only  last  for 
seven  years.  Courses  of  that  kind  were 
only  taken  by  people  who  did  not  ap- 
prove of  what  they  were  doing.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  approved  of  this 
Bill,  and  therefore  he  should  oppose 
any  proposition  to  make  it  a  temporary 
measure. 

VisooTJNT  EBRINGTON  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that,  considering  the  his- 
tory of  this  Bill,  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Acland)  was  a  very 
proper  one.  It  was  notorious  that  this 
Bill  had  been  introduced  in  deference  to 
public  opinion  out-of-doors ;  but  he 
thought  that  the  feeling  which  led  to 
the  Bill  being  brought  in  would  have 
been  very  different  if  the  figures  given 

Mr,  Jtathhone 


by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  been  quoted 
at  an  earlier  stage.  The  success  of 
the  sick  and  benefit  societies  of  the 
country  was  far  more  important  than 
the  possession  of  the  franchise  by  two 
people  in  every  1,000.  Public  opi- 
nion otght  to  have  a  chance  of  recon- 
sidering this  question,  and  therefore  he 
should  support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings)  was  limited  to  one  year,  because 
a  question  of  Order  arose  with  regard  to 
introducing  a  Bill  in  that  House  after  a 
clause  dealing  with  the  same  subject 
had  been  already  rejected  by  the  oihet 
House.  The  promoters  of  the  Bill  did 
not  wish  to  evade  the  question  at  all, 
but  thought  that  to  limit  the  operation 
of  the  measure  to  one  year  was  the  best 
way  of  getting  over  the  diffieulfy.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  stick  to  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stood,  for  it  was  absurd 
to  pass  a  temporary  measure.  The  law 
when  once  passed  must  be  permanent. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther this  was  the  proper  place  at  which 
to  make  the  Amendment.  It  was  usual 
to  propose  an  Amendment  dealing  with 
the  duration  of  a  Bill  at  the  end  of  the 
clauses 

Mr,  COURTNEY  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  pursue  the  question  whether 
the  Amendment  should  be  put  in  this 
particular  place  or  not ;  but  he  did  sug- 
gest to  the  Committee  that  there  really 
was  some  reason  for  considering  the 
Amendment  on  its  merits.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Harconrt),  who  was  never 
so  great  as  when  he  was  in  a  good 
thumping  majority,  said  he  had  no  occa- 
sion to  stand  in  a  white  sheet  on  this 
matter,  because  he  himself  had  never 
voted  one  way  or  the  other.  But  the  boH- 
darity  of  the  late  Cabinet  was  not  yet  de- 
stroyed, and  his  right  hon.  Friend  must 
remember  that  more  than  one  leading 
Member  of  the  late  Government  wasf  ound 
to  be  opposed  to  the  Bill.   It  would  not 
be  unbecoming  if  the  two  Front  Benches, 
both  of  which  had  resolutely  opposed 
this  matter  on  principle,  should,  as  a 
mere  question  of  decency,  and  to  ease 
off  the  great  transition  they  had  made, 
consent  to  take    this  as  a  temporary 
measure.    There  was  a  real  reason  why 
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it  should  only  be  a  temporary  measure. 
No  doubt,  it  would  be  a  great  disap- 
pointmeiit  to  the  persons  who  were  now 
admitted  to  the  franchise  if  they  were  to 
be  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  exer- 
cising it.  That  was  an  argument  which 
weighed  with  a  great  many  Members. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  a  large  number  of  Members  ap- 
proved of  this  Bill,  he  was  no  doubt 
stating  that  which  was  perfectly  true; 
but  the  Committee  would  not  know, 
until  they  came  to  a  division,  how  many 
of  the  200  and  odd  Members  alluded  to 
assented  to  it  as  a  permanent  measure. 
Even  if  it  were  true  that  what  was  once 
assented  to,  even  temporarily,  was  sure 
to  become  permanent  in  the  end,  he  did 
not  see  why  the  measure  should  not  be 
made  temporary  now;  and  he  would 
make  this  observation  in  reference  to 
many  of  the  points  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  especially  in  justification 
of  the  action  of  the  two  Front  Benches, 
as  to  the  difficulty  of  arguing  this  ques- 
tion before  a  popular  audience,  that  he 
did  not  think  the  difficulty  was  so  great 
as  was  reprei^ented.  He  believed  that 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  addressed  themselves 
frankly  to  popular  audiences,  even  to 
audiences  of  working  men,  and  submit- 
ted the  argument  on  its  merits,  they 
would  not  find  they  were  fighting  so 
hopeless  a  battle  as  the  two  Front 
Benches  seemed  to  think.  He  thought 
they  might  fairly  go  before  the  consti- 
tuencies at  the  General  Election  on  a 
temporary  measure ;  and,  if  they  thought 
it  desirable,  make  it  permanent  when 
they  came  back  again.  They  need  not 
be  afraid  of  stultifying  themselves ;  no 
other  reason  had  been  urged  why  the 
Bill  should  take  this  permanent  form, 
or  why  they  should  not  consent  to  have 
it  limited  for  two  years,  to  enable  it  to 
be  settled  permanently  by  the  new  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  that,  acting 
on  the  idea  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  the 
idea  which  influenced  a  great  many 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House,  he  would  propose 
that  they  should  assent  to  an  Amend- 
ment altering  the  date  from  1887  to 
1886.  That  would  give  them  the  Bill 
exactly  for  a  temporary  purpose.  The 
object  contemplated  by  the  measure 
would  be  fulfilled  during  the  General 
Election  which  would  take  place  this 
year,   and  the  constituencies,  through 


their  Members,  would  be  left  to  decide 
the  matter  for  the  future.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  move  that  the  figure  **  6  " 
be  iuserted  in  place  of  the  figure  '^7." 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  in  this 
matter  "  a  little  firmness "  were  very 
unused  words  in  the  Liberal  creed ;  they 
were  afraid  to  speak  out  to  the  consti- 
tuencies. They  were  afraid  to  teach 
them  their  duty,  or  to  give  them  their 
ideas  with  regard  to  government,  and 
simply  went  before  them  at  a  time  of 
election  to  receive  a  fleeting  impression 
of  their  opinions,  and  come  back  to 
Parliament  to  register  them  as  the 
decrees  of  those  who  sent  them  here. 
For  his  own  part,  he  altogether  dis- 
claimed any  such  cowardice,  he  was 
going  to  say,  but,  perhaps,  that  would 
be  a  little  too  strong ;  at  any  rate,  he 
did  not  read  his  duty  in  that  way,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  well  in  this  mat- 
ter for  a  good  many  hon.  Members  to 
turn  over  in  their  minds  what  were 
likely  to  be  their  future  proceedings, 
and  to  consider  whether  thev  could  not, 
instead  of  going  ahead  oi  every  ex- 
pectation, and  distancing  every  wild 
idea  of  those  whom  they  were  address- 
ing, induce  them  to  consolidate  the  opi- 
nions they  possessed,  and  to  strengthen 
and  improve  some  of  the  laws  and  in- 
stitutions that  existed  already,  before 
proposing  new  ones. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  leaving  out  the 
word  "  seven,"  and  inserting  the  word 
"  six."— ( Jfr.  Mopwocd.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  seven '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  I 
would  point  out  to  the  Committee  that 
the  course  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hop  wood)  is  taking  will 
really  waste  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Surely  we  can  take  a  division 
as  to  whether  ike  Bill  is  to  be  a  tem- 
porary one  or  not.  If  this  Amendment 
is  put,  it  will  involve  two  divisions; 
hon.  Members  will  have  to  vote  that  the 
word  "seven"  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
posed  Amendment,  and  afterwards  that 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  be  limited  to 
1887.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  unneces- 
sarily complicating  the  issue.  The  ques- 
tion between  the  one  date  and  the  other 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  very  im- 
portant, and  I  think  we  ought  to  allow 
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the  matter  to  be  settled  by  one  divi- 
Bion. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  lie  had  no  ob- 
jection to  witbdravf  his  Amendment  if 
he  understood  from  his  hon.  Friends 
who  were  proposing  that  the  Bill  should 
be  a  temporary  one,  that  it  would  be 
better  to  have  the  new  system  in  opera- 
tion for  two  years  than  for  one.  If  that 
was  their  feeling,  he  should  be  quite 
content  to  give  way.  [Several  hon. 
Members  :  Yes,  yes !]  Then  he  should 
be  glad  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  fell  said,  it  was  a  singular 
thing  to  see  hon.  Members  distrustful 
of  the  view  they  had  been  insisting 
npon.  They  were  now,  like  sensible 
men,  beginning  to  say — ''Let  us  take 
time  on  this  matter."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  however,  was  averse 
to  taking  time.  He  at  once  rose  and 
said—**  Let  us  have  no  consideration — 
let  us  commit  ourselves  to  the  principle ; 
we  do  not  know  exactly  what  medical 
relief  is,  but  let  us  commit  ourselves  to 
the  principle.*'  There  was  an  important 
matter  they  had  to  consider  in  connec- 
tion with  this  question,  and  that  was 
one  bearing  upon  the  rates  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  and  personal  property.  He 
thought  the  original  proposal  to  limit 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  was  a  very 
reasonable  one,  but  that  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Hop  wood)  seemed  still 
more  so.  He  hoped  the  Committee 
would  now  take  a  division  upon  the 
matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Dalrtmple): 
I  understand  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman does  not  press  the  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  HOFWOOD:  No;  I  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  From 
and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  until 
the  thirty-first  day  of  December,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
seven,*  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  43 ; 
Noes  155  :  Majority  112. — (Div.  List, 
No.  237.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Dalrtmple)  : 
What  are  the  words  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Orr- 
Ewing)  desires  to  move  ? 

Sir  William  Harcourt 


Mr.  OER-EWING  said,  he  wished 
to  exclude  Scotland  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
Foor  Law  of  Scotland  was  very  different 
from  that  of  England  or  Ireland.  In 
Scotland  no  person  had  a  right  to  medi- 
cal relief,  except  paupers ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  unneoessaiy  to 
provide  for  what  could  not  occur. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  8, 
leave  out  the  words  '^  the  United  King- 
dom," in  order  to  insert  the  words  "Eng- 
land and  Ireland." — {Mr,  Orr-Ewing.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'the  United  il^ingdom'  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mr.  BAMSAY  said,  there  could  be 
no  medical  relief  in  Scotland  in  the 
sense  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  and  it 
was,  therefore,  absurd  to  include  Scot- 
land, because  no  case  of  the  kind  oould 
occur  there.  The  persons  who  obtained 
medical  relief  in  Scotland  were  imme- 
diately inserted  in  the  list  of  paupers. 
Medical  relief  was  given  in  Scotland; 
but  it  was  under  the  Fnblio  Health  Act, 
and  not  under  the  Foor  Law.  There- 
fore, it  was  absurd  to  say  that  medical 
relief  given  out  of  the  poor  rate  should 
not  be  a  disqualification.  For  these 
reasons,  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbar- 
tonshire. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
this  was  a  question  of  Foor  Law.  As 
no  Member  seemed  able  to  say  what 
the  law  was  exactly,  perhaps  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  would 
do  so  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  he  under- 
stood the  point  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumbartonshire  to  be  that  they  could 
not  in  Scotland  have  poor  relief  of  any 
sort  given  to  able-bodied  men.  It  was 
quite  true  that  in  Scotland  medical  re- 
lief out  of  the  rates  could  only  be  given 
on  the  same  footing  as  poor  relief.  But 
he  could  suggest  what  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  case  in  which  the  Bill  might 
apply.  There  was  the  cfuse  of  a  man 
not  able-bodied,  but  who  could  provide 
everything  else  except  medical  rehof. 
That  man  would  be  able  to  apply  for 
medical  relief. 

Mr.  ORR-EWING  said,  it  was  a  most 
grievous  thing  that  they  should  be  ex- 

gected  to  make  provision  for  eases  which 
ad  never  happened,  but  which  might 
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happen.  He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment  would  agree  to  his  Amendment 
and  relieve  Scotland  from  the  operation 
of  this  Act. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) 
had  adduced  a  case  of  a  suppositious 
kind  which  he  (Mr.  Bamsay)  had  never 
known  to  occur.  He  challenged  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
state  that  he  ever  knew  of  a  case  of  this 
kind.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friends  from 
Scotland  would  join  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dumbartonshire  in  pressing  the 
exclusion  of  Scotland  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  pell  said,  as  had  been  pointed 
out,  a  man  could  not  apply  for  medical 
relief  in  Scotland  without  making  him- 
self a  pauper.  They  had  been  told  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire 
(Mr.  Orr-Ewing),  and  it  had  been  almost 
assented  to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Lord  Advocate,  that 
medical  relief  was  not  given  out  of  the 
poor  rate. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon;  there  is  plenty  of 
medical  relief  given  under  the  Poor 
Law. 

Mb.  pell  said,  that  was  true ;  but 
then  it  was  not  medical  relief  of  the 
nature  included  in  the  Bill.  As  he  had 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
shire had  been  corroborated  in  his  state- 
ment by  the  late  Lord  Advocate,  whose 
experience  on  the  point  should,  in  itself, 
have  been  conclusive.  Why,  then,  had 
the  Bill  been  framed  so  as  to  include 
Scotland  ?  The  intention  was  to  pro- 
cure Scotch  votes,  and  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  Scotch  voters  to  the  good  things 
which  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
give  them,  even  though  they  were  not 
wanted.  He  shouliL  move  that  they  re- 
port Progress,  in  order  that  the  country 
might  understand  the  contents  of  the 
Bil 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Fell) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said,  he 
entirely  disagreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  with 
regard  to  the  Poor  Law  of  Scotland, 
which,  as  far  as  he  understood  the  mat- 


ter, was,  iu  respect  of  medical  relief, 
exactly  the  same  as  the  English  Poor 
Law.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  extent  that  no  case  had  been 
quoted.     Of  course,  not 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  rose  to  Order. 
He  had  understood  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell)  to  report  Progress  was 
put  from  the  Chair.  It  was  not  per- 
missible to  discuss  the  Bill  upon  that 
Motion. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Dalbymple) 
said,  the  right  hon. '  Gentleman  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  had  not  concluded 
his  sentence. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  about  to  remark  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  had 
moved  to  report  Progress  on  the  ground 
of  the  condition  of  the  law  of  Scotland. 
He  did  not  desire  to  go  into  any  length- 
ened argument  on  that  question.  He 
understood  that  the  law  of  Scotland,  in 
reference  to  medical  relief,  was  exactly 
the  same  as  the  law  of  England.  [*'  No, 
no  !  "]  It  appeared  that  an  hon.  wEem- 
her  behind  him  did  not  agree  with  that 
view;  but  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
would  take  up  the  same  ground  as  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  !EViend  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  on  this  point.  He  did 
not  think  that  any  reason  had  been 
shown  for  reporting  Progpress. 

Mr.  ORR-EWING  said,  the  point  of 
difference  was  that,  in  England,  able- 
bodied  persons  received  relief;  in  Scot- 
land, they  did  not.  All  he  could  say 
was,  that  no  person  who  knew  the  law 
of  Scotland,  not  even  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  late  Lord  Advo- 
cate, could  quote  a  single  case  to  which 
the  Bill  would  have  applied. 

Mr.  T.  T.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  must 
again  call  the  attentipn  of  the  Chairman 
to  the  way  in  which  the  Amendment  was 
being  discussed,  on  the  Motion  before 
the  Committee  that  Progress  should  be 
reported.  He  wished  also  to  say,  in  re- 
ference to  the  expression  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Home  Seoretwy, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Lei- 
cestershire (Mr.  Pell)  had  not  founded 
his  Motion  for  Progress  on  the  difference 
between  the  laws  of  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land, but  upon  the  ground  that  the 
country  ought  to  have  time  to  know  what 
were  the  contents  of  the  Bill. 

a?HE  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Dalrymple) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
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shire  (Mr.  Orr-EwiDg)  was,  to  some  ex- 
tent, discussing  the  Amendment  on  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress.  He  had  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memher  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  to  give  reasons  why  Progress 
should  not  be  reported,  and  he  had, 
therefore,  not  interrupted  him.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire  was 
somewhat  exceeding  the  Eule  in  Com- 
mittee. 

ME.CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  thought 
they  had  a  right  to  know  what  was  the 
view  of  the  Government  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  Committee  had  been  told  that 
the  Bill  was  exceedingly  urgent.  He 
should  like  to  hear  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  thought  the  eflPect  of 
reporting  Progress  would  be,  and  how 
much  time  there  was  to  be  played  with 
before  the  Bill  would  be  rendered  in- 
operative f 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  said, 
there  was  no  time  whatever  to  play  with. 
He  thought  that  among  those  who  had 
been  most  playing  with  time  were  some 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite.  The  time  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government  was  very 
short,  so  far  as  the  Bill  was  concerned  ; 
and,  moreover,  as  was  always  the  case 
at  that  time  of  year,  time  was  very 
valuable.  The  discussion  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  to  report  Pro- 
gress had  been  lengthened  by  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  very  well  intended,  i^o  doubt,  but 
which  had  had  the  effect  of  delaying 
Progress.  The  Government  intended, 
however,  to  resist  the  Motion,  and  in  that 
he  trusted  they  would  receive  the  support 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS,  said,  he 
wished,  in  the  most  indignant  manner,  to 
protest  againstthe  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  spoken  on  this  subject, 
with  reference  to  the  action  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.  He  had  spoken  in 
similar  terms  of  his  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings's)  speech  a  short  time  since. 

Sia  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  rose  to 
Order.  Was  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich in  Order  in  arguing  a  different 
question  under  guise  of  entering  a  pro- 
test? 

TJie  Chairman 


Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he  was 
simply  replying  to  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  G^ovemment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  DALRTMPp) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member,  having 
made  his  protest,  must  strictly  confine 
himself  to  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
would  content  himself  with  protesting 
against  the  undignified  conduct  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  said,  he  also  pro- 
tested, in  the  most  emphatic  manner, 
against  the  way  in  which  the  Committee 
was,  at  that  hour  of  the  morning  ( 1 .40), 
conducting  its  Business.  The  most  sen- 
sible thing  for  them  to  do,  particularly 
as  they  had  to  be  at  the  House  again 
at  12  o'clock,  would  be  to  go  home  to 
bed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  unihdraum. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  HENDERSON  said,  that,  as  &e 
Eepresentative  of  a  Scotch  constituency, 
he  intended  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing),  and 
he  did  so  because  the  Bill  could  not 
apply  to  Scotland  in  any  practical  way. 
According  to  the  present  law  of  Scot- 
land, no  medical  relief  could  be  given, 
unless  the  recipient  of  it  was  on  the  Boll 
of  Paupers,  and  in  receipt  of  the  ordi- 
nary relief,  which  would  disqualify  him 
from  having  his  name  put  on  the  Begis- 
ter  of  Voters.     He  could  not  find  that 
any  person  in  Scotland  would  be  dis- 
franchised under  the  present  Eegistra- 
tion  Act,  and  that  this  Bill  would  enfran- 
chise anyone.     There  was,  therefore,  no 
necessity  for  any  reference  in  this  Bill 
in  Scotland  in  regard  to  medical  relief. 
It  was  because  he  believed  that  if  the 
Bill  were  to  pass  with  the  Amendments 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  now  pre- 
sided over  the    Committee    (Mr.  Dai- 
ry mple),  it  would  operate  mischievously, 
that  he  proposed  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbar- 
tonshire.   Medical  relief  was  afforded 
in  all  the  large  towns  of  Scotland  to  the 
vast  number  of  the  poor  people  who 
required  it  by  institutions    supported 
entirely  by  voluntary  contributions,  and 
to  those  institutions  the  working  classes 
paid.    In  the  borough  which  he  had 
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the  honour  to  represent  (Dundee),  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  revenue  of 
the  Infirmary  was  contributed  by  the 
working  people.  By  a  voluntary  ar- 
rangement with  their  employers,  \d. 
a- week — in  some  cases  a  large  sum — 
was  deducted  from  their  wages,  and  this 
went  in  support  of  the  Infirmary,  which 
furnished  them  free  with  all  the  medical 
relief  they  required.  If  the  Committee 
were  to  mention  Scotland  in  the  Bill, 
and  introduce  the  Amendments  sug- 
gested, they  would  inevitably  create  an 
impression  amonst  the  people,  that  they 
were  entitled  to  relief  from  the  Parochial 
Board,  and  they  would  naturally  draw 
the  inference  that  if  that  were  so,  there 
was  no  necessity  for  them  to  contribute 
so  much  per  week,  under  an  agreement  or 
arrangement  with  their  employers,  in 
support  of  the  local  institutions.  Scot- 
land was  proud  of  those  infirmaries  and 
hospitals,  which  were  most  willingly 
supportjBd  by  the  whole  population. 
He  believed  the  working  classes  them- 
selves were  proud  of  them.  Every  £1 
subscription  entitled  the  subscriber  to 
an  order  for  the  admission  of  one  patient 
in  the  infirmary,  and  he  knew  that  in 
his  own  town  there  was  no  subscription 
more  willingly  paid  than  that  in  support 
of  these  institutions,  for  in  return  for 
it  they  really  got  all  the  medical  relief 
and  surgical  assistance  they  might  re- 
quire. The  Bill  would  be  entirely  in- 
operative in  Scotland  so  far  as  enfran- 
chising anyone ;  but  it  would  give  rise 
to  an  impression  amongst  the  people 
that  they  were  entitled  to  make  a  claim 
upon  the  Parochial  Board,  and  it  would 
dry  up  the  resources  from  which  these 
valuable  institutions  were  supported  and 
maintained  in  the  large  towns.  He, 
therefore,  most  earnestly  supported  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
bartonshire that  Scotland  should  be  ex- 
cluded altogether  from  this  Bill.  He 
believed  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour)  purposely  avoided,  in  his 
Eegistration  Bill  for  Scotland,  any  re- 
ference to  medical  relief.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  knew — no  one 
knew  better — that  no  one  in  Scotland 
was  disfranchised,  or  could  be  disfran- 
chised, on  the  ground  of  receiving  me- 
dical relief,  because  it  was  contrary  to 
law  for  Parochial  Boards  to  give  medical 
relief  to  anyone  who  was  not  already 
on  the  Boll  of  Paupers. 


Me.  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  there 
appeared  to  be  present  five  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  knew  what  the  law  in  Scotland 
in  regard  to  this  matter  was.  Four  of 
them  said  the  Bill  would  not  apply  to 
Scotland,  and  the  fifth  said  it  was  just 
possible  that  it  might  apply.  Under  such 
circumstances,  he  asked  the  Government 
whether  it  was  at  all  fair  to  include 
Scotland  in  the  Bill  ? 

Sia  EDWARD  OOLEBROOKE  said, 
the  only  voice  raised  in  countenance  of 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  was  that  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Priend  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour),  who 
had  confirmed  the  statement  of  the  other 
hon.  Members,  that  the  law  with  regard 
to  medical  relief  in  Scotland  was  in  a 
condition  which  would  render  the  Bill 
practically  inoperative  in  that  country. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  speak 
out  on  the  subject.  If  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  go  the  length  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire 
(Mr.  Orr-Ewing),  he  submitted  the  time 
had  arrived  when  the  Committee  should 

?ause  before  they  proceeded  further, 
n  the  absence  of  any  satisfactory  reply 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  move  to  report  Progress. 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
foub)  said,  he  had  not  spoken  before, 
because  he  was  very  anxious  not  io 
prolong  the  debate.  The  Government 
included  Scotland  in  the  Bill,  because 
they  wished  that  the  provision  of  relief 
should  apply  to  every  part  of  the  King- 
dom ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
whole  weight  of  Scotch  opinion,  as  dis- 
played to-night,  appeared  to  be  against 
the  proposal.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
leave  the  question  over  until  Report,  he 
would  in  the  interval  make  it  his  busi- 
ness to  consult  every  Scotch  Member  in 
the  House,  and  if  he  found  it  was  their 
general  wish,  he  would  be  very  glad  to 
exclude,  at  a  later  stage,  Scotland  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  PELL  said,  he  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  most  instructive 
speech  which  had  just  been  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dundee  (Mr.  Henderson).  With  every 
word  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  (Mr. 
Pell)  entirely  agreed.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  dry  up  the  resources  from  which 
the  infirmaries  and  hospitals  of  Scot- 
land derived  their  incomes.  The  same 
might  be  said  with  regard  to  England ; 
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but  observe,  after  all,  the  course  which 
had  beea  pursued  by  the  canny  Scotch 
Members.  They  had  not  shrunk  from 
obtaining  all  the  popularity  they  could 
by  voting  for  the  Bill ;  but  now  they 
were  quietly  proposing  to  strike  Scotland 
out  of  the  measure,  though  they  ad- 
mitted that,  in  Scotland,  the  measure 
would  be  inoperative.  They  had  the 
advantage  of  having  a  countryman  in 
the  person  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ihe  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to  make  the 
concession  to  them  which  was  not  made 
to  the  English  Members— namely,  that 
the  country  should  have  time  still  to 
consider  the  complexity  of  the  question. 
The  way  in  which  the  political  market 
had  been  rigged  by  this  measure  was 
most  astounding.  The  speeches  they  had 
heard  to-night  from  the  Government 
Bench  and  from  independent  Members 
convinced  him  that  there  was  only  one 
course  open  to  hon.  Members  who  wished 
to  secure  for  the  people  time  to  con- 
sider the  gravity  of  this  question.  The 
Scotch  were  clannish,  and  they  appeared 
to  have  made  up  their  minds — they  would 
have  none  of  the  Bill.  But  what  about 
England?  Why  was  England  only  to 
suffer  from  this  Bill?  If  the  measure 
was  objectionable  from  a  Scotch  point 
of  view,  it  was  equally  objectionable 
from  an  English  point  of  view.  He  was 
glad  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lanark- 
shire (Sir  Edward  Colebrook)  intended 
to  move  to  report  Progress.  If  he  (Mr. 
Pell)  could  only  get  one  other  Member 
to  assent  to  the  Motion  he  would  be  glad 
to  go  to  a  division. 

Mb.  OER-EWING  said,  he  could  not 
agree  with  all  that  had  been  said  on. 
this  question  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell).  There  were  five  or  six  Scotch 
Members  now  in  the  House,  and  every 
one  of  them  had  supported  the  Amend- 
ment to  exclude  Scotland  from  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bill.  He  was  sure  that 
all  Englishmen  must  sympathize  with 
the  position  in  which  Scotland  stood  in 
this  matter.  He  would  rather  his 
Amendment  had  been  accepted,  and 
that  the  Government  had  consented  to 
reconsider,  by  Report,  whether  they 
should  restore  the  Bill  to  its  original 
shape.  However,  as  he  did  not  wish  to 
be  guilty  of  obstruction,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment.    He 

Mr,  Pell 


{COMMONS}     Disqmlijication,  ^-c.  Bill.      1492 


trusted  that,  on  Report,  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  accede  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Me.  ACLAND  said,  he  proposed,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  insert  after  the  word 
^*  medicine,"  in  page  1,  line  9,  the  words 
"  or  surgical  appliances."  Anyone  who 
had  the  least  acquaintance  of  the  work 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  must  be  aware 
that  poor  men  were  constantly  applying 
for  medical  relief  in  the  shape  of  surgi- 
cal appliances  for  their  children.  Some 
of  their  children  could  not  walk,  and  it 
was  necessary  they  should  receive  the 
beoefit  of  surgical  appliances.  There 
could  be  no  harm  in  adding  the  words 
he  suggested. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  after  **  medicine,"  insert  *'  or  surgical 
appliances." — {Mr,  Acland,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  he  had  no  objection  in 
principle  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  he  was  anxious  it  should 
not  be  pressed,  because  it  was  unneces- 
sary. The  words  of  the  Bill  were  the 
words  in  the  Irish  Act ;  they  were  in  a 
previous  Act,  and  they  were  held  to  in- 
clude **  surgical  appliances."  By  a  De- 
finition Clause  in  the  Regulations  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  it  was  laid  down  that 
the  word  medicine  included  all  medicine 
and  surgical  appliances,  and  that  the 
words  '* medical  attendance"  included 
surgical  attendance. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  to  insert 
in  page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  "me- 
dicine," the  words  **or  such  relief  pre- 
scribed by  the  medical  officer,"  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  if  the  word  •*  medi- 
cine" were  alone  employed,  the  BiU 
would  practically  be  inoperative.  Hav- 
ing had  for  upwards  of  10  years  the 
responsibility  of  the  administration  of 
relief  in  perhaps  the  largest  district  of 
London,  he  had  had  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
perience of  the  change  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  treatment  of  sick  persons. 
The  change  had  been  in  the  direction  of 
giving  less  medicine  and  more  extras. 
The  Bill  was  called  a  Medical  Relief 
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Bill,  and  if  the  words  meant  anything, 
they  meant  that  a  person  who  received 
any  kind  of  relief  the  medical  officer 
thought  was  absolutely  necessary  should 
not  be  deprived  of  his  vote.  That  was 
the  meaning  placed  on  the  words 
throughout  the  country,  and  therefore 
he  asked  that  the  words  he  suggested 
should  be  inserted.  Whatever  the  me- 
dical officer  prescribed  was  medical  re- 
lief just  as  much  as  medicine.  If  hon. 
Members  were  to  walk  through  the  hos- 
pitals of  London,  they  would  see  scores 
of  beds  over  which  was  printed  "  milk, 
tea,  condensed  beef."  If  they  were  to 
g^ve  patients  medicine,  and  nothing  to 
sustain  them  while  the  medicine  was  at 
work,  they  had  better  give  them  nothing 
at  all.  He  understood  it  was  thought 
by  some  persons  that  there  should  be  an 
interpretation  of  the  word  "  medicine ;  " 
but  he  asked  the  Committee  if  his  words 
did  not  cover  everything  ?  If  they  were 
to  limit  the  relief  to  medicine,  the  Bill 
itself  would  be  inoperative,  and  would 
not  give  relief  in  the  direction  which  the 
House  by  a  large  majority  had  de- 
manded. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  after  the  word  **  medicine,"  to  insert 
the  words  "or  suoh  relief  prescribed 
by  the  medical  officer." — {Sir  Sydney 
Waierloiv.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOYEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  said,  that  as  the  Bill  stood  at 
present,  the  distinction  between  medical 
relief  and  other  relief  was  perfectly 
clear ;  it  was  perfectly  well  understood 
in  Ireland,  and  also  in  this  country.  If 
they  once  ceased  to  deal  with  medical 
advice  and  medicine,  and  got  to  "ex- 
tras," as  they  were  called,  they  could 
not  draw  the  line  between  medicine  and 
food.  If  once  they  gave  a  vote  to  peo- 
ple who  received  food  from  the  parish, 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  help 
giving  it  in  all  cases  of  outdoor  relief. 
As  the  Bill  was  drawn,  there  was  a  dear 
and  well-defined  line,  and  if  they  de- 
faced it  they  would  have  to  go  outside 
medical  relief.  That,  he  confessed,  he 
should  greatly  regret.  He  would  just 
give  one  illustration  of  the  cases  in 
which  medical  officers  might  be  called 
upon.  Take  the  case  of  a  family  that 
had  a  sick  child.    The  child  might  be 


very  ill,  and  in  the  greatest  need  of 
medical  assistance  ;  its  illness  might  be 
simply  want  of  sufficient  nourishment ; 
the  doctor  was  called  in,  and  what  dis- 
tinction was  to  be  drawn  between  that 
case,  if  the  medical  officer  ordered  for 
the  child  the  nourishment  it  was  in  need 
of,  and  the  case  of  a  man  who  applied 
to  the  parish  for  ordinary  relief  to  keep 
his  family  alive?  The  administration 
existing  atthe  presenttime  was  ingrained 
in  the  system  of  the  country,  and  he 
felt  if  they  altered  it  they  would  be 
plunging  themselves  into  great  difficul- 
ties in  the  future. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Not- 
withstanding that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  forbidden  me  to  speak,  I  must  say 
that  he  has  acted  in  a  most  extraor- 
dinary way  —  in  a  manner  never  yet 
adopted  by  anyone  holding  a  position 
similar  to  that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
— [C7rt>»  of  "  Question !  "]  I  never  yet 
heard  of  a  Cabinet  Minieter  behaving  in 
such  a  way  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  done. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  rLord  Randolph  Churchill)  : 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you  Sir, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
addressing  himself  to  the  Question  be- 
fore the  House  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  was 
addressing  myself  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Cabinet  is  behaving. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Dalrymple)  : 
I  do  not  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  gone  beyond  his  rights ;  but 
I  trust  we  shall  speedily  reach  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  have 
said  all  I  wish  to  say  on  that  point.  I 
strongly  support  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  behind  me  (Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow).  I  must  say  I  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  distinction  drawn 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  with  reference  to 
medical  relief.  The  question  is,  what 
is  medical  relief  ?  Take  a  case  of  sick- 
ness— of  fever.  There  are  two  kinds  of 
fever ;  there  is  one  kind  for  which  they 
give  bark,  or  what  is  called  quinine ;  but 
there  is  another  one — ^namely,  typhoid, 
for  which  the  usual  remedy  is  port  wine, 
champagne,  and  bo  on.  Here  I  would 
say  that  the  medicine  to  cure  one  disease 
is  medical  relief ;  but  that  which  is  re- 
quired in  the  case  of  the  other — namely, 
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port  wine  and  beef  tea,  is  not ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  they  are  both  medical 
relief.  The  real  distinction  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  not 
drawn  is  this — that  if  you  give  food  as 
a  cure  for  disease,  that  is  medical  relief ; 
but  that  where  you  give  it  in  conse- 
quence of  destitution,  it  is  not  medical 
relief.  What  is  obtained  on  the  order 
of  the  doctor  is  a  cure  or  remedy  for 
disease ;  and  that  is  purely  medical  re- 
lief, whatever  form  it  takes.  It  is  ab- 
surd to  say  that  a  particular  kind  of 
relief  is  not  to  be  treated  as  medical 
relief  where  applied  to  the  case  of 
disease.  An  hon.  Member  behind  me 
says  that  doctors  have  become  much  more 
reasonable  in  late  years,  and  that  it  is 
now  their  practice  to  give  less  drug  and 
more  nourishment,  ^but  nourishment, 
where  it  is  required,  is  as  much  medical 
relief  as  if  you  gave  a  patient  calomel 
or  some  other  powerful  drug  that  is  re- 
quisite ;  therefore,  the  Amendment  I  re- 
gard as  being  pure  common  sense. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EiCHARD  Webster)  said,  the  main  and 
principle  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
satisfied  hon.  Members  that  they  ought 
to  support  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  A  man 
might  be  able  to  support  a  family,  and 
might  be  able  to  find  food  for  the  family. 
It  might  be  that  himself,  or  his  wife,  or 
his  child  might  meet  with  an  accident, 
and  require  medical  assistance;  and 
when  assistance  was  given  in  a  case  of 
that  kind  it  should  not  be  allowed  to 
disqualify  the  man  from  exercising  the 
franchise.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  said  that  supposing  cham- 
pagne or  port  wine  were  given,  it  ought 
to  be  placed  in  the  same  category  as  the 
relief  in  the  case  he  had  suggested  ;  but 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  tbought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  scarcely  remem- 
bered what  was  the  universal,  or,  at  any 
rate,  almost  the  universal,  practice  in 
Poor  Law  Unions  with  regard  to  the 
bestowal  of  relief.  He  (the  Attorney 
General)  believed  he  was  correct  in  say- 
ing that  champagne,  port  wine,  beef 
tea,  and  so  on,  were  never  given  by  the 
medical  officer.  In  most  Unions  they 
could  not  be  given.  These  things  were 
ordered  quite  distinctly  —  they  were 
ordered  to  be  given  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  themselves  in  the  shape  of 
relief.  It  did  not  come  within  either 
the  description  **  medical  or    surgical 
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assistance"  or  "medicine;"  and  lie 
submitted  it  was  a  step  in  advance  to 
say  that  they  would  recognize  the  fact 
that  where  one  had  relief  of  this  kind 
from  the  Guardians  he  should  not  be  dis- 
qualified from  exercising  the  vote.  It 
was  a  distinctly  separate  step,  and  one 
which  the  Committee  ought  not  to  take 
— to  say  that,  in  addition  to  medical  and 
surgical  assistance,  where,  what  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  phrase  was  food,  was 
given,  it  should  be  reckoned  as  medical 
assistance. 

Mb.  CEOPPEE  said,  that  as  one  who 
had  for  a  very  long  time  been  connected 
with  parish  work,  he  must  submit  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  was  perfectly  right  in 
what  he  had  said.  A  medical  officer 
once  put  on  a  case  gave  a  certain  amount 
of  attendance  and  of  physic,  and  it  might 
be  of  medical  and  surgical  appliances. 
But  when  it  came  to  the  ordering  of 
food  and  diet,  that  was  done  by  the 
relieving  officer.  He  (Mr.  Cropper)  did 
not  see  how  they  were  to  confuse  the 
two  on  the  present  occasion  without 
going  a  great  deal  further  than  was  pro- 
posed. He  could  not  see  what  difference 
there  was  between  the  two  kinds  of 
relief.  Where  food  was  necessary  in  the 
case  of  sickness,  it  ceased  to  be  ordered 
by  the  medical  officer,  and  was  given  by 
the  relieving  officer.  K  they  came  to 
break  into  the  existing  practice  with  re- 
gard to  the  bestowal  of  food,  he  did  not 
see  where  they  could  stop,  and  he 
certainly'  should  support  the  President 
of  the  Lpcal  Gpvernment  Board  on  this 
question. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  wished 
to  make  one  more  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment. He  was  sure  that  if  they  gave 
way  on  this,  notwithstanding  the  influ- 
ence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  William  Harcourt),  they  would 
be  opening  the  door  to  enormous  altera- 
tion in  the  law.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man posed  as  the  friend  of  the  working 
man,  and  said  that  this  concession  was 
demanded  in  the  interests  of  the  poor  ; 
but  he  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  declared,  in 
the  interests  of  the  working  men  them- 
selves, that  he  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asking  for  such 
an  Amendment.  He  considered  it  a 
direct  discouragement  to  those  hard- 
working, honest  men  who  were  striving 
to  make  a  provision  for  themselves 
and  their  families.     Illness  came  to  all 
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families,  and  all  families  wanted  more 
nourishment  when  there  was  sickness 
amongst  them  ;  and  if  they  said  that  a 
person  who  sought  public  relief  when  he 
was  ill,  or  when  his  child  was  ill,  was  to 
stand  on  the  same  footing  as  the  thrifty 
man  who  had  provided  for  a  rainy  day 
for  himself,  his  wife,  and  his  children, 
he  contended  that  they  were  absolutely 
disheartening  the  thrifty  and  provident. 
In  the  name  of  the  working  men  of  the 
country,  he  asked  the  Committee  not  to 
accept  tiie  Amendment. 

Mr.  OHAMBEKLAIN  :  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  distinction  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Attor- 
ney General)  says  we  are  going  to  es- 
tablish is  really  not  one  of  principle, 
but  of  words.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says,  with  perfect  truth,  that 
when  relief  and  medical  extras  are  given 
they  are  given  by  the  order  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians.  Yes ;  but  they  are  given 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  medical 
officer.  Just  in  the  same  way  as  he,  in 
his  discretion,  prescribes  the  medicine, 
BO  also  in  his  discretion,  which  is  hardly 
ever  varied  by  any  Board  of  Guardians, 
he  prescribes  the  food  which  he  con- 
siders to  be  as  important  for  the  cure 
of  the  disease  as  medicine. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  :  These 
medical  extras  are  generally  given,  or, 
at  any  rate,  given  quite  as  often,  on  the 
order  of  the  relieving  officer  as  upon 
the  order  of  the  medical  officer. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  is  now  referring  to 
a  totally  different  class  of  cases.  We 
are  talking  of  medical  relief — of  medi- 
cal extras  given  as  a  part  of  medical 
relief.  Those  are  given  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  medical  officer.  What 
is  the  Amendment  before  the  Commit- 
tee ?  The  Amendment  is  that  these 
medical  extras,  when  prescribed  by  a 
medical  officer,  not  when  g^ven  by  a  re- 
lieving officer,  are  to  be  treated  as 
purely  medical  relief.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  says,  or,  at  any 
rate,  his  argument  is,  that  men  may  be 
able  to  provide  food  for  their  families, 
and  yet  be  unable  to  meet  the  emer- 
gencies when  medical  relief  is  wanted. 
Surely  the  case  is  the  same  when  such 
things  as  ohampagnee  and  port  wine  are 
wanted  ?  Men  may  be  able  to  provide 
their  families  with  ordinary  food,  and 
yet  be  unable  to  buy  such  articles  of 
food  as  port  wine  and  champagne  when 


the  necessity  for  them  arises.  All  I 
have  to  say  to  the  Government  is  this — 
that  without  this  Amendment  the  Bill  is 
not  worth  a  rap.  I  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell),  who  probably  knows  more  about 
this  matter  than  anyone  else  in  the  House, 
whether,  in  almost  every  case  where 
medical  relief  is  given,  these  medical 
extras  are  not  required  ?  [Mr.  Pell  : 
No,  no !]  Take  such  cases  as  confine- 
ments, accidents,  fevers,  and  I  will  under- 
take to  say  it  is  the  ordinary  practice  to 
prescribe  one  or  other  of  these  mediccd 
extras ;  and  if  these  medical  extras  are 
not  to  be  prescribed  without  a  man  losing 
his  vote,  I  contend  that  you  keep  the 
word  of  promise  to  the  ear  and  break  it 
to  the  hope. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  he  denied  that  the  Go- 
vernment gave  the  word  to  the  ear,  and 
broke  it  in  the  substance.  The  words 
in  the  Bill,  which  were  now  the  subject 
of  controversy,  were  the  precise  words 
that  were  contained  in  the  Irish  Act, 
and  had  been  borrowed.  But  that  was 
not  all.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Christchurch  (Mr. 
Horace  Davey),  who  had  originally 
brought  the  subject  of  this  Bill  before 
the  House,  in  the  speeches  in  which  he 
introduced  it  distinctly  explained  that 
what  he  was  doing  was  giving  medical 
relief,  pure  and  simple,  and  not  grant- 
ing any  of  these  medical  extras.  The 
Bill  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  brought  in 
was  exactly  of  the  same  character  as  the 
provision  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Christchurch  had  sought  to  get  the 
House  to  accept.  It  was  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  been  going 
round  the  country  declaring  to  be  the 
one  thing  which  these  "  mean  Tories  " 
would  not  give;  and  now  they  con- 
tended that  this  provision  was  one 
given  to  the  ear,  but  broken  in  the  sub- 
stance, and  was  not  **  worth  a  rap." 
This,*  like  other  discoveries  in  the  same 
direction,  seemed  to  come  rather  late  in 
the  day.  [Mr.  Chamberlain  :  We  were 
before  you.]  One  illustration  would 
show  how  difiBcult  it  would  be  to  carry 
out  the  principle  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  wished  the  Committee  to  accept. 
Let  them  suppose  a  case  of  two  adjoin- 
ing houses,  in  each  of  which  there  was 
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a  ohild  suffering  from  siokness ;  let  them 
suppose  that  the  sickness  in  each  case 
arose  simply  and  solely  from  privation ; 
the  father  in  the  one  case  might  call  in 
the  relieving  officer,  whilst  the  father 
in  the  other  case  called  in  the  medical 
officer. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN:  He  cannot 
call  in  the  relieving  officer. 

The  PEESIDBNT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  he  begged  pardon;  he 
could  call  in  the  relieving  officer.  Well, 
the  one  called  in  the  relieving  officer, 
and  the  other  the  medical  officer.  The  re- 
lieving officer  immediately  ordered  food, 
and  the  medical  offiper  ordered  medical 
relief  and  food.  One  of  these  voters 
would  be  disqualified  from  exercising 
the  franchise,  whilst  the  other  would 
not  be  so  disqualified.  Where,  he  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  asked,  was  the  distinc- 
tion between  these  two  cases  ?  Was  it 
not  that  they  were  breaking  down  the 
barrier  that  separated  medical  relief 
from  outdoor  relief  ;  and  were  they  not 
justified  in  adhering  to  the  actual  terms 
of  the  Bill  which  Liberal  Parliaments 
had  publicly  announced  it  to  be  their  in- 
tention to  abide  by  ? 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  that  he 
took  it  the  sending  for  a  medical  officer 
would  be  the  act  of  the  patient.  He 
could  exercise  his  discretion  in  the  mat- 
ter. But  directly  the  medical  officer  was 
in  the  house,  if  he  said — **I  will  pre- 
scribe medicine  only,"  the  vote  re- 
mained ;  if,  however,  he  gave  medicine 
and  a  glass  of  wine,  or  a  cup  of  tea,  the 
vote  was  gone. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thought  that  no  working  man  could  pro- 
vide his  own  cup  of  tea  ? 

Mb.  JESSE  GOLLINGS  said,  he  could 
not  but  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  speak- 
ing on  this  matter  without  seeing  the 
real  substance  of  the  question  he  was 
dealing  with.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  this  Bill,  which  was  ori- 
ginally his  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceiling's),  was 
merely  a  copy  of  the  Irish  Act.  That 
was  true;  but  he  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  Ireland 
what  were  called  **  medical  comforts," 
which  was  the  same  thing  as  medical 
extras,  were  taken  to  be  included 
amongst  the  things  that  could  be  given 
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by  the  medical  officer  without  destroying 
the  vote.  But  since  his  Bill  had  been 
brought  in  something  had  happened. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  answer  to 
a  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  had  defined 
what  this  medical  relief  meant,  and 
had  put  a  definition  upon  the  clause 
which  was  dififerent  to  what  had  been 
generally  understood  in  Ireland.  He 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  eat  below  him  (Uolonel 
Nolan),  and  who  had  great  experience 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
in  Ireland,  whether  he  did  not  agree 
that  what  they  called  medical  comforts 
in  Ireland  were  generally  given  under 
the  clause  they  were  now  discussing? 
If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  did  not 
answer  in  the  i^rmative,  he  should  be 
very  much  surprised.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  described  a  little  child 
in  a  state  of  semi-starvation.  Starvation 
developed  into  disease,  and  disease  de- 
stroyed appetite,  and  the  child  could  not 
even  look  at  the  ordinary  food,  much  less 
eat  it,  which  the  agricultural  labourer 
could  afford  to  give  it.  In  such  a  case 
was  the  child  to  die?  ["No,  no!"] 
Then  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument  tend  to;  was  the  la- 
bourer, in  order  to  keep  his  child  alive, 
to  lose  his  vote  ?  If  the  ohild  wanted 
these  extras  to  restore  health,. he  sup- 
posed the  giving  of  them  was  a  medical 
process  which  the  doctor  would  think 
was  necessary  to  restore  health.  In 
common  sense  it  was  medical  relief.  It 
was  irksome  to  the  Committee  to  keep 
on  bringing  instances  before  them ;  but 
there  was  just  one  he  should  like  to 
mention.  He  was  in  a  cottage  not  long 
ago  where  there  was  a  woman,  within 
eight  days  after  her  confinement,  trying 
to  do  her  ordinary  house- work.  She  had 
been  trying  to  do  her  house-work,  but 
had  failed,  and  was  in  such  a  condition 
that  if  any  hon.  Member  present  had 
seen  her,  he  would  immediately  have  ob- 
tained relief  at  his  own  expense  for  her. 
Did  she  want  physic  ?  No ;  she  simply 
wanted  medical  care,  and  perhaps  some 
nourishment.  Now,  were  such  cases  as 
these  cases  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  seriously  meant  to  in- 
sist on  msfranchising  the  husband  if 
the  relief  was  given  ?  Did  they  intend 
to  give  a  less  meaning  to  this  Bill  in 
England  than  they  had  given  to  legisla- 
tion in  Ireland  ?    [**  No,  no ! "]     Then 
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why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  (^ve 
a  different  meaning  to  the  law  in  ]^g- 
land  to  that  which  it  bore  in  Ireland  ? 
He  sincerely  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment, who  had  got  hold  of  this  Bill,  and 
who  had  told  the  Committee  and  those 
concerned  that  they  were  going  to  give 
them  a  Medical  Belief  Disqualification 
Eemoval  Bill,  would  give  that  Medical 
Belief  Disqualification  Eemoval  Bill. 
He  had  referred  to  64  serious  cases 
where  disqualification  would  result  in 
one  single  Union  in  one  half-year  if  this 
Amendment  was  not  accepted ;  the  cases 
were  those  in  which  the  administration 
of  brandy  and  other  articles  was  neces- 
sary. Were  the  Government  going  to 
refuse  to  allow  brandy  to  be  adminis- 
tered in  these  cases  ? 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  he  should 
like  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  alter 
his  mind.  He  would  make  that  appeal 
on  the  strength  of  one  fact — namely, 
that  they  all  understood  that  this  Bill 
was  to  relieve  the  voter  from  any  dis- 
ability on  account  of  any  order  that  a 
doctor  might  give  for  the  restoration  of 
health.  He  thought  that  was  the  whole 
essence  of  the  Bill,  and  the  whole  in- 
tention of  the  Bill,  and  that  was  what 
they  understood  that  the  Bill  meant,  after 
the  reply  given  to  a  question  that  after- 
noon by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  true  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  j  ust  now,  that  a  great  deal  of  disease 
amoDgst  the  labouring  population  arose 
through  the  want  of  the  necessaries  of 
life.  But^  then,  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  ap- 
prehended that  it  was  the  case  with  the 
great  body  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
that  they  did  not  get  sufficient  of  the 
necessaries  of  life.  [**No,  no!"]  He 
begged  pardon  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  said  "No!"  but  he  thought  that 
would  be  found  to  be  the  case.  He  did 
not  see  how  agricultural  labourers  could 
obtain  the  necessaries  of  life  under  the 
miserable  pauper  dole  which  some  people 
seemed  to  call  wages.  It  was  impossible 
for  them  to  obtain  even  the  neoessaries 
of  life ;  and  therefore  he  asked  the  Go- 
yernment  to  yield  on  this  question,  and 
not  to  oppose  the  Amendment  under 
discussion. 

MR.  PULE8T0N  said,  he  thought 
that  the  time  had  come  when  it  was  de- 
sirable to  appeal  t6  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  BiU  (Mr.  A.  J. 


Balfour)  whether  it  was  not  proper  to 
report  Progress  ? 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
had  been  for  12  years  on  the  Board  of 
Guardians  at  Oxford,  and  he  ventured 
to  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  say  that  that  was 
one  of  the  best-managed  Boards  in 
the  country.  Although  they  had  a 
Private  Act,  they  gave  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  very  little  trouble  ;  and,  be- 
sides that,  they  had,  reduced  the  rates 
from  2s.  6d,  in  the  pound  to  Is,  6d,  One 
of  the  processes  by  which  they  had 
effected  that  reduction  was  by  giving  no 
outdoor  relief  to  any  person  who  had 
not  endeavoured  to  provide  for  himself 
by  becoming  a  member  of  a  club.  If 
he  had  been  in  a  club,  and  had  ex- 
hausted his  resources,  they  gave  him 
relief.  They  had  also  established  a 
dispensary.  They  paid  their  doctors 
a  reasonable  salary  of  £120  a-year.  No 
doubt,  as  had  been  said  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
difference  between  a  good  and  a  bad 
doctor  ;  but  there  was  yery  little 
difference  between  a  bad  doctor  and 
none  at  all.  His  meaning  was  that  the 
best  thing  the  Guardians  could  do  was 
to  put  a  man  in  a  good  state  of  health. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  had  fallen  into  an  error  in 
supposing  that,  under  the  Irish  dispen- 
sary system,  what  were  called  medical 
comforts  were  allowed.  *  Those  matters 
were  supplied  from  some  other  sources. 
If  the  worda  which  had  been  suggested 
were  adopted,  they  would  constitute  an 
entire  departure  from  the  Bill  as  intro- 
duced. 

Mr.  DEAST  said,  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Holmes's) 
knowledge  of  Irish  affairs  was  to  be 
judged  from  the  statement  he  had  just 
made,  Irish  Members  were  likely  to  get 
very  little  satisfacture  from  his  tenure 
of  Office.  He  (Mr.  Deasy)  had  been  a 
Guardian  for  six  years,  and  he  could 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man on  the  subject  of  Poor  Law  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  was  entirely 
wrong.  It  was  the  practice  to  give 
medical  comforts  in  addition  to  ordinary 
medicine.  He  had  taken  an  active  part 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
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in  Ireland;  and  he  had  scarcely  eyer 
known  a  case  in  which  the  family 
of  a  labouring  man  in  poor  circum- 
stances had  not  had  medical  comforts 
supplied  when  ill.  If  this  Amendment 
was  not  passed,  there  would  be  a  large 
number  of  persons  disqualified.  He 
sincerely  trusted  that  in  this  discussion 
the  Committee  would  not  be  influenced 
by  what  had  fallen  from  the  last 
speaker,  because  it  was  an  utter  perver- 
sion of  facts. 

Mr.  pell  said^theBill  was  drafted 
on  the  terms  of  an  earlier  Bill.  He 
thought  no  argument  could  be  adduced 
in  its  favour  from  the  Irish  system.  It 
was  confesse.d  that  they  were  not  quite 
clear  as  to  the  Irish  law  on  the  subject ; 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  probable 
that  they  were  not  altogether  right  on 
the  subject  of  the  English  law.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had 
said  that,  in  all  serious  oases,  medical 
relief  was  accompanied  by  a  recommen- 
dation for  medical  extras.  But  in 
the  part  of  the  country  in  which  he 
lived  they  had  never  had  a  case  of  the 
kind.  This  Bill  could  only  apply  to 
out-of-door  poor;  and,  therefore,  the 
illustration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  of  no  avail.  At  that  hour  (2.40) 
the  Government  would  do  well  to  report 
Progress.  He  had  made  a  Motion  to 
that  effect  so  often  that  it  really  looked 
as  though  he  desired  to  obstruct  the 
Bill.  He  assured  the  Committee  that 
such  was  not  his  desire. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  founded  his  objection  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  on  the  Irish  precedent,  hav- 
ing the  same  ideas  with  regard  to  the 
practice  in  Ireland  as  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes).  As 
he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'(3onnor)  understood  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  was  a  perfectly  fair  and  reasonable 
one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Irish  Act  applied  distinctly  and 
definitely  to  those  cases  where  relief  was 
coufied  to  medicine,  and  medicine  only ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  argue,  quite  logically,  that  Parlia- 
ment had  no  right  to  give  in  England 
and  Scotland  a  greater  amount  of  relief 
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than  was  given  in  Ireland.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  found  that  he 
had  argued  upon  false  premises  and 
inaccurate  information,  he  would,  no 
doubt,  see  his  way  to  change  his  posi- 
tion on  the  question.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Deasy),  who  was  as  intimately 
acquainted  with  the.  practical  working 
of  the  Poor  Law  system  in  Ireland  as 
any  man  in  the  House,  pledged  his  au- 
thority to  a  perfectly  opposite  view  to 
that  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes).  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  (bounty  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  P.  J.  Power),  who  was 
CJiairman  of  a  Poor  Law  Board  in  Ire- 
land, stated  that  medical  comforts — 
that  was  to  say,  food — was  frequently 
ordered  by  the  medical  officers  in  Ireland. 
The  medical  officer  did  not  give  wine 
and  the  like  himself,  because  he  had  not 
that  in  his  dispensary  ;  but  he  had  a 
right  to  call  upon  the  relieving  offioer 
to  give  it  in  the  shape  of  medicine.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  G^way 
(Colonel  Nolan)  gave  his  testimony  to 
the  same  effect.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
did  not  suppose  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  waa 
practically  acquainted  with  the  working 
of  the  Poor  Law  system  ;  but  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  who  did  know  the 
system,  were  agreed  in  the  statement 
that  medical  relief  in  Ireland  included 
medical  comforts,  in  the  shape  of  port 
wine  and  the  like.  As  the  whole  case 
of  the  Government  in  resisting  this 
Amendment  was  founded  on  the  Irish 
precedent,  this  was  a  case  in  which  the 
Government  ought  to  yield  to  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  Committee.  Of 
course,  he  did  not  include  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell),  who  did  not  count  in  this  matter, 
beoaused  he  was  opposed  to  the  Bill  in 

toto,  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach)  : 
Sir,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
this  Amendment  is  one  of  considerable 
importance,  and  we  have  to  ask  the 
Committee  very  earnestly  not  to  engraft 
it  in  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  Q 'Connor)  has  com- 
pared the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
with  the  system  in  Ireland.  I  understand 
the  systen)  in  Irelaud  is  this—the  medi- 
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cal  officer  has  power,  under  the  Dis- 
pensary Acts,  to  do  certain  things,  and 
to  order  cert^n  medicine ;  but  that,  if 
anything  is  required  beyond  that,  the 
medical  officer  can  only  suggest  or  re- 
commend it.  Well,  now,  that  is  pre- 
cisely the  distinction  which  we  have  en- 
deavoured to  maintain  by  the  words  of 
the  Bill.  We  have  taken  the  words 
which,  as  far  as  we  understand  it,  em- 
body the  Irish  system,  and  adopt  it  for 
the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom.  We 
have  endeavoured  to  meet  this  argu- 
ment— that  whereas  the  poorer  classes 
in  our  large  towns  are  able  to  obtain 
medical  relief  through  dispensaries  and 
by  becoming  outdoor  hospital  patients, 
without  disqualifying  themselves  for  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise,  the  poorer 
classes  in  the  country  should  not  be 
disqualified  for  the  lack  of  similar  re- 
sources. But  outdoor  patients  of  hospi- 
tals do  not  get  these  comforts,  but  are 
simply  supplied  with  medical  and  sur- 
gical relief.  We  have  adopted  what 
we  thought  was  desired  by  the  House, 
and  what  was  felt  by  ourselves  to  be 
right  in  this  matter.  We  stated,  some 
days  ago,  that  we  would  endeavour  to 
carry  into  effect  what  practically  had 
been  accepted  by  the  House  upon  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ohristchurch  (Mr. 
Horace  Davey),  a^id  subsequently  re- 
jected in  **  another  place."  We  ex- 
tended that  by  applying  the  alteration 
of  the  law  to  all  elections,  and  also  by 
making  it  a  permanent,  instead  of  a 
temporary,  measure.  We  confess  we 
thought  we  had  met  the  reasonable 
wishes  of  the  House  oil  the  subject,  and 
that  the  BiU  would  have  been  taken  as 
a  practical  settlement  of  the  question. 
But  now.  Sir,  we  are  asked,  so  far  as 
I  can  judge,  after  listening  to  this  de- 
bate, and  pretending  to  no  very  minute 
acquaintance  with  the  system  of.  the 
Poor  Law,  such  as  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers possess — we  are  asked  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  our  Bill  in  a  way 
which  would  apparently  fail  to  draw 
any  real  distinction  between  the  dif- 
ferent classes  of  outdoor  relief.  We 
think  that,  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  we 
have  adopted  a  definite  line  which  may 
fairly  be  adhered  to  by  Parliament ;  and 
I  must  say — and  I  do  not  say  it  as  a 
threat — we  do  look  at  this  Amendment 
as  one  of  a  grave  and  important  cha- 
racter, and  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
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say  what  may  be  the  consequences  to 
this  Bill  if  the  Committee  should  adopt 
the  words  proposed. 

Lord  EDWARD  CAVENDISH  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  this  Amendment  was  one  of  a  grave 
and  important  character,  and  on  that 
account  he  considered  it  was  too  late  an 
hour  (2.50)  to  discuss  it.  He  had  hoped 
he  should  never  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress— he  had  never  done  so  before, 
and  he  hoped  he  would  never  have 
occasion  to  do  it  again.  He  regretted 
very  much  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  He 
had  hoped  they  had  done  with  bids  for 
popularity ;  but  it  appeared  there  was 
no  end  to  where  they  might  go  in  that 
direction.  If  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to 
know  where  they  could  stop  in  con- 
ferring the  franchise.  Justice  could  not 
be  done  at  that  hour  of  the  morning 
to  the  Amendment ;  and,  therefore,  he 
moved  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Lord 
Edward  Cavendish.) 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  that  no  one 
was  more  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
than  he  was;  but  he  thought  the  re- 
quest of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Edward 
Cavendish)  was  a  very  reasonable  one. 
He  appealed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  acquiesce  in  the  sug- 
gestion. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  it  was  very 
evident  that  the  question  which  was 
raised  was  one  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance. It  was  regarded  by  the  Treasury 
Bench  as  a  matter  almost  vital  to  the 
Bill,  and  by  some  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  it  was  re- 
garded as  of  the  utmost  consequence 
that  the  words  proposed  should  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill.  When  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  kind  was  raised  at  that 
time  of  the  morning,  without  having 
been  on  the  Paper,  was  it  not  perfectly 
reasonable  that  they  should  report  Pro- 
gress ?  He  pronounced  no  opinion  what- 
ever upon  the  question,  because  he  had 
no  opinion ;  but  he  did  suggest  it  was 
fitting  they  should  now  report  Pro- 
gress. If  he  might  allude  to  himself 
for  one  moment,  he  might  say  he  h^ 
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been  in  and  about  the  House  ever  eince 
1 2  o'olock.  He  sat  upon  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  Admiralty  expendi- 
ture from  1 2  to  4  o'clock ;  be  bad  been 
in  the  House,  except  during  the  dinner 
hour,  from  4  until  now,  and  be  would 
have  to  be  in  attendance  again  at  12 
o'clock.  He  bad  no  doubt  there  were 
other  Members  of  the  House  in  the 
same  position.  The  point  at  issue  could 
not  be  settled  that  night,  and,  further, 
it  was  absurd  to  go  on  longer.  He 
earnestly  hoped  the  Committee  would 
now  consent  to  report  Progress. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
he  hoped  there  would  not  be  any  ob- 
jection at  10  minutes  to  3  to  report 
IVogress,  and  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ment on  another  occasion.  When  he 
moved  the  Amendment  he  did  not  anti- 
cipate the  Government  would  have  so 
strong  an  objection  to  it.  He  had 
hoped  the  Government  meant  the  word 
"medicine"  to  include  what  was  pre- 
scribed by  the  medical  officer.  If  they 
had  no  such  intention,  and  it  was  evi- 
dent they  had  not,  it  was  clear  the 
Committee  ought  to  have  a  longer  time 
to  consider  what  was  to  be  done.  If 
the  Government  persevered  in  resisting 
the  Amendment,  or  were  not  prepared 
to  add  words  which  would  have  the 
same  effect,  it  was  clear  they  would  g^ve 
with  one  hand  and  take  away  with  the 
other.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  afford  time  to  consider  the 
question  by  reporting  Progress. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  stick  to  their  guns, 
and  not  accede  to  the  Motion.  He  also 
had  been  in  attendance  since  12  o'clock, 
but  did  not  desire  to  leave  *  until  this 
question  was  settled. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :^ Ay qb  19; 
Noes  144 :  Majority  125.— (Div.  List, 
No.  238.) 

Question,  '* That  the  words  'or  such 
relief  prescribed  by  the  medical  officer ' 
be  there  inserted  "  again  proposed. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
he  should  like  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  saying  a  word  or  two,  and  a  word  or 
two  only,  in  reply  to  statements  that 
had  been  made  in  opposition  to  the 
Amendment  he  had  proposed.  He 
would  not  dwell  on  the  strength  with 
which  the   Government  relied  on   the 
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words  in  the  Irish  Act,  because  it  was 
clear  that  the  Irish  authorities  in  tiie 
House  were  at  variance  with  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  the  Goyemment 
were  mistaken  on  the  matter.  It  was 
clear  that  the  Irish  Act  did  contemplate 
medical  comforts.  If  the  Amendment 
were  not  accepted,  the  medical  officer 
could  only  prescribe  drugs;  and  they 
had  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  in 
nine  cases  out  of  10,  especially  in  cases 
of  fever,  milk  and  beef  tea  were  more 
necessary  than  drugs.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  put 
a  case  that  he  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
must  say  a  word  in  answer  to — namely, 
the  case  of  two  children.  \^Crie$  of 
**  Divide !  "]  He  was  dealing  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  unless  the  Amend- 
ment were  carefully  considered  the 
measure  would  not  be  worth  anything. 
He  would  not  detain  the  Committee 
more  than  a  minute  or  two  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  allow  him  to  conclude.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
the  case  of  two  children  in  adjoining 
houses  suffering  side  by  side  not  so 
much  from  disease  as  from  starvation. 
Well,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  a  Guardian,  as  he  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  had  been  for  25  years,  he 
would  know  that  it  was  the  relieving 
officer  who  attended  such  cases.  If  the 
relieving  officer  found  the  cases  to  be 
oases  of  want  of  food,  he  would  take 
them  into  the  house.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  found  them  to  be  cases  of 
disease,  he  would  send  the  medical 
officer,  who  would  prescribe  what  was 
necessary  as  medicines.  [  Cnes  of  **  Di- 
vide !  "]  He  must  appeal  to  the  House 
to  let  him  finish ;  he  very  rarely  troubled 
it,  and  he  should  not  now  do  so  if  it 
were  not  a  question  upon  which  he  felt 
very  strongly.  [Cries  of  ** Divide!"] 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  con- 
sent to  the  Amendment ;  and  he  must 
say  he  thought  the  public  would  feel 
that  without  it  the  measure  was  worth 
absolutely  nothing. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  68; 
Noes  71:  Majority  3. — (Div.  List, 
No.  239.) 

New  Clause : — 
(ProvisioD  for  registration  in  the  present  year.) 

''(1.)  In  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty-five,  in  England,  where  ihe 
overseers  have  entered  *'  objected  "  against  the 
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Dames  of  any  persons  in  the  list  of  ownership 
voters  or  in  the  old  lodgers  list,  or  have  omitt^ 
the  names  of  any  voters  from  any  list  of  voters 
made  hy  them,  and  such  entry  or  omission  has 
been  made  on  the  ground  only  of  those  persons 
having  received  such  medical  or  surgical  assist- 
ance or  medicine  as  in  this  Act  mentioned,  and 
such  names  would  not  if  this  Act  had  pre- 
viously passed  have  been  so  objected  to  or 
omitted,  the  overseers  shall  make  a  list  of  such 
persons,  and  such  list  shall  be  published,  re- 
vised, and  dealt  with  in  all  respects  as  if  it 
were  part  of  the  list  of  claimants  in  respect  of 
the  occupation  of  property  with  the  qualifica- 
tion following  (namely) : — 

**  The  revising  barrister  shall,  without  the 
appearance  of  or  any' proof  by  any  such  person, 
retain  his  name  in  the  list  made  by  the  over- 
seers  under  this  section,  unless  he  is  objected 
to,  and  the  objector  proves  that  such  person  is 
not  entitled  to  be  registered ;  and  if  such  ob- 
jection is  made  the  revising  barrister  shall,  not- 
withstanding the  absence  of  the  said  person, 
take  the  evidence  of  the  overseers  as  to  his 
right  to  be  registered. 

**  (2.)  The  clerk  of  the  peace  or  town  clerk 
shall  insert  in  their  proper  place  in  the  register 
the  names  of  the  persons  in  the  said  list,  when 
revised. 

**(3*)  Every  clerk  of  the  peace  and  town 
derk  acting  under  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
registration  of  Parliamentary  voters  shall 
forthwith  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  issue 
precepts  to  the  overseers  informing  them  of 
their  duties  under  it,** — [Mr.  A.  J.  Baifour,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^That 
the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Clause 
be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  if  he 
read  the  clause  rightly,  it  required  a 
small  addition  to  be  made  to  it.  He 
wanted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  in- 
sert words  and  instructions  that  the  lists 
should  be  made  out  quickly— that  was 
to  say,  that  there  should  be  an  interval 
of  21  days  between  the  making  of  the 
list  and  the  time  when  it  reached  the 
Bevising  Barrister.  He  understood 
that,  as  the  matter  stood  at  present,  the 
overseers  might  prepare  the  list  on  one 
day,  and  that  it  could  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Eevising  Barrister  to-morrow ;  and 
in  that  case  there  would  be  no  time  to 
examine  the  lists  on  the  church  doors 
and  correct  any  errors  which  it  might 
contain.  He  therefore  suggested  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  insert, 
at  the  end  of  the  ninth  line,  the  words — 

**  And  published  at  least  20  days  before 
the  revision  of  the  voting  list  by  the  revising 
barrister,'* 


The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  :  I  will  agree  to  insert  that  on 
the  Report. 

Mr.  CLARE  READ  said,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  through- 
out the  clause  there  was  no  mention 
made  of  anyone  but  the  overseer.  It 
was,  he  thought,  utterly  impossible  for 
the  overseers  to  carry  out  this  clause 
throughout  the  whole  of  England.  They 
were  perfectly  ignorant  of  the  facts  of 
the  oase;  they  simply  knew  that  a 
pauper  had  received  relief;  but  as  to 
whether  it  was  in  money,  medicine,  or 
in  kind,  they  knew  nothing  whatever. 
This  point  had  been  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Clare  Read)  would  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
could  not  issue  an  order  to  the  Clerks  to 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  furnish  this 
important  information  to  the  overseers  ? 
The  overseer  had  no  more  to  do  with 
the  poor  than  the  churchwarden;  he 
was  simply  a  rate  collector.  As  he  had 
observed,  there  was  no  mention  made  of 
anyone  but  the  overseer;  and  under  the 
existing  arrangements  he  would  be 
quite  incapable  of  carrying  out  the 
instructions. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  accordingly. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to  move 
that  the  Bill  should  not  apply  to  Ire- 
land, where,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  it 
would  be  quite  unnecessary.  In  Ireland 
municipal  elections  were  provided  for 
under  the  Municipal  Election  Act,  and 
Parliamentary  elections  were  provided 
foy  under  another  Act.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  the  Government 
should  agree  to  insert  words  to  the 
effect  that  the  Act  should  not  apply  to 
Ireland. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  said,  he  presumed  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  wished  to  see  no  inequality  estab- 
lished between  the  two  countries.  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow 
the  matter  to  stand  over  till  Report,  and, 
in  the  meantime,  it  should  be  consi- 
dered. 
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long  time.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
right  that  a  gentleman  should  reside  in 
England,  and  yet  hold  an  Office  in  Ire- 
land; and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that 
attention  would  be  given  to  this  ease. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commiiUd 
for  Thursday, 

SUMMARY  JURISDICTION  (TERM  OF 

IMPRISONMENT)  BILL.-{Bill  180.  ] 

.(ITr,  if.  ff.  Fowler,  Sir  WiUiam  Hareourt,) 

COKSIDBBATIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  etmsidered, 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had,  on  a  former 
occasion,  appealed  to  the  Government 
for  a  promise  that  they  would  apply  to 
Ireland  the  English  Act  of  1879.  He 
ventured  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  G-eneral  for  Ireland 
that  he  would  endeavour  to  consider  how 
far  this  useful  provision  would  enahle 
them  in  Ireland  to  appeal  in  cases  where 
one  month's  imprisonment  was  giren. 
It  was  quite  impossible  for  anyone  to 
imagine  the  amount  of  misery  caused  by 
short  sentences.  Where  there  was  no 
appeal  the  magistrates  did  exactly  what 
they  liked  in  matters  of  the  kind. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  he  oould 
assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  the  matter  referred  to  should  be 
considered. 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passsd. 

CRIMINAL  liAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  know  whether  this  Bill  or 
the  Army  Estimates  would  be  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day  on  Monday  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  Henbt  Holland):  This 
Bill  is  the  second  Order  of  the  Day. 

MOTIOirS. 


Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  havinf^  raised 
the  point,  he  was  content  to  follow  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  put  down  a  clause  in  his  own 
name. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  accept  the  assurance 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  him- 
self that  the  Bill  was  not  required  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  that  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  promised  to 
consider  the  case  of  Scotland  in  reference 
to  the  Bill  between  then  and  Report,  he 
hoped  he  would  also  deal  with  the  case 
of  Ireland  at  the  same  time,  and  that 
the  House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
passed  through  the  Committee  stage 
now. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday, 

COUNTY  OFFICERS  AND  COURTS  (IRE- 
LAND) PENSIONS  BILL.— [Bill  112.] 
{Mr,  Campbtll'BanMmutn,  Mr,  Solicitor 
Oenerdlfor  IreUnd.) 
SECOND     BEADIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land,) 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
Seman  would  introduce  a  clause  for 
enforcing  the  retirement  of  persons  who 
did  not  discharge  the  duties  of  their 
office.  He  shoidd  be  much  more  dis- 
posed to  give  his  support  to  the  Bill  if 
it  contained  a  provipion  of  that  kind. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  wished 
to  press  upon  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  the  question 
which  had  been  raised  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton).  He  had  no  desire  to  put  any 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
thought  that  a  clause  of  the  kind  sug- 
gested ought  to  be  introduced.  He 
found  that  the  name  of  one  gentleman 
was  given  in  the  Bill  without  any 
address.     He  did  not  know  where  the 

gentleman  lived,  but  he  understood  that 
e  had  not  performed  the  duties  of  his 
Office  for  a  lengthened  period— in  fact, 
that  he  had  not  been  in  Irelaiid  for  a 


MOVEABLE  DWELLINGS   BILL. 
MOTION  FOB  LEAVE.      FIBST  BEADIK6. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*  *  That  leave  be  f^iven  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the    registration  and    r^^olation    of 
Travelling  Vans,  and  other  yehidei  used  as 
temporarjr  abodes.**— (Ifr.  Difby.)  j 
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Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  this  was  a 
tinkering  attempt  at  legislation.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Digby)  would 
really  do  well,  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  to  drop  it.  If  he  did  not,  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  he  under  the  neces- 
sity of  persuading  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to 
block  it. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  also  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Digby)  would 
not  perseyere  with  the  Bill  this  Session. 

Me.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  thought 
it  was  not  unreasonable  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Digby)  to  ask  leave  to 
introduce  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreei  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Digby,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Buet,  Mr. 
"Wabton,  and  Mr.  Broadhuest. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  239.] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Thursday." — {Mr.  Bigly.) 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  objected  to  the 
second  reading  being  taken  on  Thursday. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  this 
was  an  attempt  to  smuggle  the  measure 
through  the  House.  If  the  present 
suggestion  were  adopted,  there  would 
be  no  opportunity  of  blocking  the  Bill, 
or  even  of  seeing  it,  for  it  could  not  be 
printed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

PATENT  LAW  AMENDMENT  BH^L. 
MOTION   FOE  LEAVE.      FIEST  EEAJ)ING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  *  The  Patents,  Designs,  and  Trademarks 
Act,  1883.*  **^{Sir  Farrer  Serschell.) 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  as- 
sumed  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
was  bringing  in  the  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  making  an  alteration  in  the  law  con- 
ducted through  the  House  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain). 

Sm  FARRER  HERSCHELL  said, 
the  Amendments  proposed  in  the  Bill 
were  small,  though  important.  They 
were  Amendments  which  the  experience 
of  the  working  of  the  Patent  Laws  had 
shown  to  be  desirable  and  expedient. 


He  did  not  suppose  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  him  to  explain  them  now. 

Question  put,  and  agre$d  to* 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Faebee  Heeschell  and  Mr.  Holms. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  240.] 

geeenwich  hospital  bill. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instraction  to  the 
Committee,  that  they  have  power  to  make  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  for  extending  the  eligibility 
of  persons  for  appointments  as  Naval  Knights 
of  Windsor.— (ifr.  Athmead-Bartlett.) 

Bill  considered  in  C!ommittee,  and  reported ; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

EEVISINO  BABEISTEES  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attoknbt  GsiiBRAL,  Bill 
to  remove  doubts  as  to  the  appointment  of 
Revising  Barristers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Attorney  General  and  Secretaiy  Sir 
Richard  Cross. 
B\XLpre8ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  237 .] 

EVIDENCE  BY  COMMISSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill, 
BiU  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  taking  Evi- 
dence  by  Commission  in  India  and  the  Colonies, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney 
General.  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  and  Mr. 
Secretary  Stanley. 

'bimipreeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  238.] 

Hou8«  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Four  o'clock  in 

the  morning. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 

Wednesday,  22nd  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JJoya/  Aaaent^ 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000)  [48  Sc  49  Vict. 
c.  28];  Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs  [48 
&  49  Vict.  c.  29] ;  Local  Loans  (Sinking 
Funds  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  30] ;  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  31] ;  Tithe 
Rent  Charge  Redemption  [48  &  49  Vict.  o.  32]  ; 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (PubUc  Health  Act)  (No.  1)  [48  &  49 
Viet.  c.  xcviii]  ;  Metropolis  (Hughes  Fields, 
Deptford)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
[48  &  49  Vict.  c.  xcix] ;  Metropolis  (Tabard 
Street,  Newington)  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  cl  ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  [48 
&  49  Vict.  c.  ci]  ;  Tramways  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)  I  48  &  49  Viet.  c.  cii];  Tram- 
ways Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  [48  &  49 
Vict.  c.  ciii] ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional 
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Orders  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  civ] ;  Local  Go- 
vernment Provisional  Order  (Municipal 
Corporations)  [48  &  49  Vict,  c.  cv] ;  Local 
Go'vemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  [48 
&  49  Vict,  c.  evil ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  7)  [48  &  49  Vict,  c.  cvii]  ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  9)  [48  &  49  Vict.  c.  cviii] ;  Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order)  La- 
bourers Act)  (No.  6)  r48  &  49  Vict,  c.  cix]; 
Marriages  (Saint  John,  Cowley)  [48  &  49 
Viet.  0.  ex]. 

The  House  met — and  the  Eojal 
Assent  having  been  given,  by  Commis- 
sion, to  severed  Bills, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Wednnday^  22nd  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.l— Supply— <JotMiVfor«?  in  Committa 
— Civil  Service  Estimates— Class  III. — 
—  Law  and  Justice  ;  Votes  21  and  27 ; 
Class  IV.— Education,  Science,  and  Art; 
Vote  10. 
Metolutions  [July  20]  reported. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  •  [244]. 
.  First  Reading — Secretary  for  Scotland  •  [242] ; 
Tramways     Order    in    Council     (Ireland), 
changed  from   Tramways    (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Order  (No.  2)  [243]. 

Second  Reading — Crown  Lands*  [61]. 

Report  of  Select  Commi^/M— Pluralities  [No.  283]. 

Commt^^^— Labourers  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  •  [68] — 

R.P. 

Coneidered  as  amended — Third  Reading —GTeen.' 
wich  Hospital  •  [222],  and  passed. 

Third  Reading— tSchool  Boards  •  [236]  ;  Exche- 
quer and  Treasury  Bills  •  [229],  and  passed. 

JTiMrfrflMJw— Parliamentary  Franchise  (Exten- 
sion to  Women)  (No.  2)  •  [39]. 

QUESTIONS. 


ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
DISTRIBUTION. 

Mr.  DEASY(forMr.  Parnell)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  could  give  the 
House  the  details  of  the  new  distribution 
of  the  Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland 
which  it  is  proposed  to  make  under  the 
Act  of  this  Session  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  :  I 
am  unable  at  present  to  state  the  details 
which  the  hon.  ]\iember  asks  for.    The 


late  Government  did  not  dispose  of  the 
matter,  and  in  the  great  press  of  Public 
Business  Lord  Carnarvon  has  not  had 
time  as  yet  to  deal  with  it.  The  hon. 
Member  is,  of  course,  aware  that  the 
three  months  within  which  action  is  to 
be  taken  under  the  Statute  will  not 
expire  until  the  21st  of  August,  before 
which  date  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will 
have  disposed  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  if  the  information  he  wanted 
would  be  furnished  before  the  Vote  for 
the  Constabulary  was  asked  for  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  said,  he  might 
be  able  to  give  some  general  informa- 
tion, but  not  any  specific  information. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  if  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  could  not  undertake  to  get  this  in- 
formation before  the  Constabulary  Vote 
came  on,  or  to  postpone  the  Vote  until 
the  information  could  be  given  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  was  not  pre- 
pared now  to  say  that  he  would  postpone 
the  Vote  ;  Supply  was  very  late. 

LAW  AND  POLICE-OBSCENE 
PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  indecent  prints  now  being  hawked 
about  in  the  streets  (and  also  sold  in 
various  shops),  especially  those  under 
the  heading  The  Pall  Mall  Illustrated ; 
and,  whether  there  is  no  power  in  the 
Executive  to  put  a  stop  to  the  sale  of 
such  illustrations  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  I  said  yesterday 
that  the  publishers  of  obscene  publica- 
tions published  them  at  their  peril. 
Whatever  may  be  said  for  the  motives  , 
of  those  who  made  the  first  publication, 
nothing  whatever  can  be  said  but  evil 
about  these  pictorial  illustrations ;  and 
the  police  have  had  special  instructions 
to  watch  these  publications  and  take 
such  action  as  they  may  be  recom- 
mended to  take  under  proper  legal 
advice. 

NAVY- COLLISION  WITH  H.M.S. 

*'HECLA." 
Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  any  in- 
formation  in    regard    to  the  collision 


uigitized  by 


Google 


1517  Supply — Civil 


{July  22,  1885}         Service  Estimates. 


1518 


which  is  reported  to  have  taken  place 
yesterday  between  Her  Majesty's  ship 
JSeela  and  a  steamer  ? 

The  secret AEY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Ritchie)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  we 
hare  some  information,  which  I  will 
read  to  the  House.  We  first  received 
the  following  telegram  from  Admiral 
Phillimore,  the  Admiral  Superinten- 
dent at  Devonport,  dated  July  21,  8.25 
P.M. : — 

**  Heela  just  arrived  after  collision  with  Eng- 
lish steamer,  which  sank,  and  nine  lives  lost. 
Heela  has  38  survivors,  who,  with  passengers, 
will  land  here.  Captain  thinks  that  Eeda  can 
go  safely  to  Portsmouth ;  has  large  hole  in  bow 
covered  by  sail." 

The  next  telegram  is  dated  Jnlj  22, 
9.51  A.M.,  and  is  as  follows : — 

y  Beela  will  come  into  harbour  at  1  p.m.,  and 
will  be  docked  to-morrow  afternoon ;  damage 
to  bows  very  serious,  extending  to  7  or  8  feet 
under  water.  Coroner's  inquest  on  two  pas- 
sengers who  died  from  shock  after  being  picked 
op  will  be  held  to- day.  Captain  Markham's 
letter  left  by  early  post,  and  will  arrive  about 

6  P.M.'* 

I  may  add  that  instructions  have  been 
sent  from  the  Admiralty  ordering  an  in- 
quiry to  be  made  without  delay  as  to  the 
cause  of  the  collision. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  Is  there  any  loss  of 
life  on  board  the  ffecla  f 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Eitohie)  :  I  have  given 
the  hon.  Member  all  the  information  in 
our  possession. 

PARLIA^IENT—BITSIKESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.    • 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  asked. 
Whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  bring  on  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill  on  Monday  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
the  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  E. 
Assheton'  Cross)  said,  he  could  say 
nothing  about  proceeding  with  the  Bill, 
anxious  as  he  was  to  press  it  on,  until 
the  House  had  disposed  of  the  Medical 
Eelief  Bill,  and  probably  also  the  Army 
Estimates. 

Mr.  monk  asked  whether  the  Ee- 
port  on  the  Medical  Eelief  Bill  would  be 
taken  to-morrow  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
E.  Assheton  Cross)  said,  it  was  better 
to  say  nothing  about  Business  until  they 
saw  what  progress  was  made  to-day  with 
the  Irish  Estimates. 


EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN— REPORTED 
FIGHTING  AT  KASSALA. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON:  In  the 
absence  of  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  I  beg  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Government  have  any  information  re- 
garding the  slaughter  of  Arabs  at  £as- 
sala  reported  in  this  morning' spapers? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
the  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  E. 
Assheton  Cross)  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  put  the  Question 
to  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  he  should  be  present  at  the 
end  of  the  Sitting.  ^  He  knew  some  in- 
formation had  been  received ;  but  he  did 
not  know  its  purport. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. — Law  aio)  Justice. 

(1.)  £39,206,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions, 
Ireland. 

(Mr.  Eitohie  in  the  Chair.) 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  glad  to 
notice  a  very  considerable  reduction  in 
this  Vote  in  the  present  year.  The  Irish 
Members  on  those  Benches  had  con- 
tended for  years  that  excessive  sums  of 
money  had  been  voted  under  this  head'; 
and  they  had  often  expressed  their  opi- 
nion in  that  House  that  the  money  so 
voted  had  been  very  badly,  and  even 
corruptly,  employed.  The  Government 
had  taken  a  wise  step  in  abandoning 
the  use  of  the  extraordinary  law  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  reverting  to  the  use  of  the 
ordinary  law.  He  ventured  to  say,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  true  that  even  extra- 
ordinary laws  might  be  made  tolerable 
if  they  were  wisely  and  well  adminis- 
tered, and  that  the  ordinary  laws  might 
become  intolerable  if  they  were  oppres- 
sively used.  He  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  that 
a  good  deal  of  the  success  of  the  experi- 
ment, as  it  was  called,  now  being  made 
by  the  Government  in  reverting  to  the 
use  of  the  ordinary  law  in  Ireland  would 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1519  Supply-'Civil  |(X)MMONS} 

depend  on  the  manner  in  which  they 
used  the  money  given  to  them  by  the 
present  Vote.  He  hoped  the  new  Gro- 
vemment  would  embark  on  the  policy 
which  had  accompanied  their  accession 
to  Office,  not  merely  by  rejecting  extra- 
ordinary enactments,  but  also  by  con- 
fining themselves  to  a  pure  and  justi- 
fiable use  of  the  finances  put  into  their 
hands  for  the  administration  of  the 
ordinary  law.  He  saw  that  there  was 
an  item  in  the  Vote  of  £20,000  for  the 
expenses  of  prosecutions  and  witnesses. 
He  hoped  they  would  not  have  to  com- 
plain again,  as  they  had  had  to  complain 
in  recent  years,  that,  while  witnesses  ex- 
pected to  prove  anything  for  the  Crown 
had  excessive  expenses  almost  forced 
on  them,  the  witnesses  for  the  defence, 
especially  in  cases  of  a  political  tinge, 
were  starved.  He  knew  cases  of  men 
in  the  City  of  Dublin,  summoned  to  the 
Green  Street  Court  House  in  the  hope 
that  they  would  give  favourable  evi- 
dence for  the  Government  in  cases  in 
which  the  jury  had  been  severely 
packed — he  had  known  such  persons 
not  examined  at  all ;  but  after  remaining 
scarcely  20  minutes  in  Court  they  had  had 
sums  of  money  tendered  to  them  by  the 
Crown  Solicitor,  which  in  common  self- 
respect  they  felt  bound  to  return,  be- 
cause they  objected  to  place  themselves 
under  the  suspicion  of  having  accepted 
a  bribe.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the  case 
of  the  Tubbercurry  conspiracy,  wit- 
nesses were  brought  from  Sligo  and 
kept  for  months  in  Dublin,  in  regard  to 
whom  the  Crown  pursued  a  course  of 
huckstering  and  higgling  about  their 
expenses,  and  it  was  by  no  means  cer- 
tain yet  whether  the  Crown  Solicitor 
had  paid  the  expenses  necessary  for  the 
defence.  He  hoped  henceforward  they 
would  see  in  this  matter  a  fair  and  just 
administration  of  the  law,  and  that,  while 
fair  expenses  were  paid  to  the  Crown 
witnesses,  similar  treatment  would  be 
accorded  to  those  for  the  defence.  He 
also  hoped  that  the  tribe  of  professional 
perjurers  would  not  any  longer  be 
quartered  on  the  public  purse.  He  knew 
that  in  the  depots  for  Crown  witnesses 
some  of  these  hideous  reptiles  had  been 
retained  and  paid  out  of  the  public 
money  for  condemning  innocent  men  to 
penal  servitude,  for  swearing  away  inno- 
cent lives,  and  for  having  provoked 
against  the  British  Government  a  feeling 
of  enmity  unequalled  in  modem  times. 

Mr,  Sexton 
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They  had  rendered  the  administration 
of  the  ordinary  law  far  more  difficult ; 
and  if  the  Government  had  the  prin- 
ciple and  the  courage  to  abandon  the 
resort  to  these  creatures,  although  they 
might  fail  now  and  then  to  snatch  a 
verdict,  and  although  they  might  have 
fewer  verdicts,  yet  they  would  evoke  a 
widespread  feeling  of  respect  for  the 
administration  of  the  law.  When  the 
people  had  greater  confidence  in  the 
equity  of  the  administration  of  the  law, 
the  Government  would  have  a  more 
voluntary  and  cheerful  observance  of  its 
demands.  His  principal  object  in  rising 
to  comment  upon  this  Vote  was  to  ask 
the  Government  to  instruct  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  to  consider  the 
grounds  which  existed  for  a  prosecution 
for  perjury  against  John  Morrin,  the 
approver,  in  what  was  well  known  as 
the  Tubbercurry  case,  and  for  a  prose- 
cution for  conspiracy  against  Mr.  Bandal 
Peyton,  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  for 
Sligo ;  Mr.  Home,  Resident  Magistrate ; 
and  Detective  Carroll,  of  the  police.  It 
would  be  easy  to  show  the  grounds  of 
this  application.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Randal  Peyton,  the  Sessional  Crown 
Solicitor  for  Sligo,  he  made  the  appli- 
cation on  the  faith  of  a  letter  which  had 
been  addressed  to  him  from  Liverpool 
by  a  man  named  Joseph  Wall  in  the 
employment  of  a  man  named  Whelan,  a 
butcher,  at  Carlow,  whose  brother  had 
been  unjustly  accused  of  purloining  a 
sum  of  £46  from  his  employer,  but 
whose  evidence  was  sought  to  be  ob- 
tained against  the  Tubbercurry  pri- 
soners. This  man  had  been  prosecuted 
both  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  and  •  at 
Assizes ;  but  the  Crown,  feeling  that  it 
was  impossible  to  obtain  a  conviction, 
had  withdrawn  from  the  prosecution. 
After  the  Crown  abandoned  the  prose- 
cution, there  was  an  offer  made  to  give 
back  the  sum  of  £45  to  Wall  and  sub- 
stantial expenses  on  condition  that  he 
would  go  and  give  evidence  against  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  one  of  the  Tubbercurry  pri- 
soners. The  man  seeing  that  what 
was  designed  was  an  improper  attempt 
upon  the  life  of  a  fellow-man,  promptly 
declined  to  be  a  party  to  any  such  case ; 
whereupon  Mr.  Home,  the  Resident 
Magistrate,  sprang  from  his  seat,  spat 
on  him,  and  roared  out,  **  Go  to  Sligo," 
meaning  that  it  would  be  the  worse  for 
him  if  he  did  not  put  the  construction 
upon  certain  letters  which  the  Govem- 
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ment  desired.  Wall  was  afterwards 
served  with  a  Crown  summons,  and  al- 
though it  would  scarcely  be  believed,  it 
was  nevertheless  the  fact,  that  Mr. 
Peyton,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  there  and 
then  told  him  that  the  £45  which  the 
man  was  accused  of  stealing  would  be 
given  back  without  any  further  trouble, 
together  with  substantial  expenses,  if 
he  would  only  put  the  construction  upon 
the  letters  they  wished,  or  appear 
against  Fitzgerald.  If  that  was  not  an 
open  bargain  for  perjury  and  simple 
subornation  of  perjury  he  failed  to  see 
what  it  was.  Perhaps  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  be  able  to  show 
the  Committee  whether  it  was  anything 
else,  and  he  should  await  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
with  some  curiosity  and  interest.  This 
man — Joseph  Wall — said  further  that 
he  heard  Detective  Carroll  telling  his 
brother  that  he  would  have  his  money 
back  and  obtain  his  expenses  if  he 
would*  only  consent  to  give  evidence 
against  Fitzgerald.  The  letter  which  it 
was  desired  to  convert  into  evidence 
against  Fitzgerald  was  one  addressed 
from  some  other  person  to  Wall  asking 
if  **the  gods  were  all  well,"  meaning 
the  other  parties  to  the  conspiracy,  and 
Peyton  told  him  fx>  swear  what  the 
meaning  of  the  letter  was.  The  Com- 
mittee would  observe  that  this  man 
Wall  was  leaving  his  employment,  and 
would  naturally  desire  some  other,  and 
he  was  told  in  the  letter  that  **  hard- 
ware was  profitable."  Mr.  Peyton  told 
Wall  that  ** hardware"  meant  arms, 
and  that  it  was  to  be  ''  Sligo  Gaol;  or 
swear  that."'  Surely  these  circum- 
stances raised  a  primd  facie  case  of  sus- 
picion against  Randal  Peyton  and  Detec- 
tive Carroll  for  subornation  of  perjury. 
Although  the  sum  of  £45  was  offered  to 
be  returned  if  Wall  would  consent  to 
place  upon  the  correspondence  the  con- 
struction put  upon  it  by  the  Crown  and 
not  his  own,  as  far  as  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
could  learn  Mr.  Peyton  still  retained 
that  sum.  Both  by  bribes  and  threats 
attempts  were  made  to  induce  this  man 
to  give  false  evidence,  and  he  knew  of 
no  stronger  grounds  to  justify  the  insti- 
tution of  a  prosecution  for  subornation 
of  perjury.  He  had  spoken  of  the  in- 
former Morrin.  He  claimed  that  a  pro- 
secution should  be  instituted  against 
John  Morrin,  the  approver  at  the  trials, 
of  whom  he  would  say  boldly  that  hie 


evidence  teemed  with  perjury;  but  he 
would  be  content  to  adduce  two  evi- 
dences of  it  in  support  of  the  present 
application.  It  was  no  reply  to  say  that 
the  conspiracy  failed.  These  unfortu' 
nate  men  were  taken  out  of  their  homes 
in  the  middle  of  the  night  and  kept 
in  gaol  for  half  a  year.  A  private 
inquiry  was  carried  on  for  a  month, 
and  these  men  were  tortured  with  the 
public  ordeal  of  a  trial  in  Sligo  time 
after  time.  They  were  then  hurried 
away  to  Dublin,  and  at  the  last  moment 
when  the  case  against  one  of  them — 
Fitzgerald  —  ignominiously  failed,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  under  the 
special  Crimes  Act  a  jury  of  Orangemen 
in  the  County  and  City  of  Dublin  was 
empannelled,  the  jury  themselves  be- 
came so  disgusted  with  the  case  pre* 
sented  by  the  Crown  that  to  their  ver- 
dict of  acquittal  they  added  a  rider  of 
rebuke,  strongly  condemning  the  au- 
thorities for  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  brought  forward  the  case.  He  con- 
tended that  the  crime  of  perjury  had 
been  completed  so  far  as  the  intention 
went,  and  intention  was  the  gravamen 
of  a  crime  of  this  sort.  The  Crown 
Solicitor  did  all  that  he  could  to  convict 
this  innocent  man,  and  the  fact  that  he 
escaped  was  not  due  to  anything  which 
he  did.  Would  the  Committee  consider 
for  a  moment  what  the  informer  Morrin 
swore  ?  He  made  an  information  that 
on  the  Slst  of  March  last  year  he  got  to 
know  of  the  existence  of  a  Fenian  or- 
ganization as  it  was  called.  He  said 
that  about  eight  years  ago  he  was 
asked  to  join  the  Society ;  but  he  did 
not  consent  at  first.  Three  weeks  after 
he  was  first  asked  he  did  consent,  and 
was  sworn  in.  Nine  months  after  that 
a  meeting  was  held,  at  which  he  was 
elected  a  *'B"  over  nine  men — a  B 
being  a  superior  officer  of  the  Fenian 
organization.  There  was  also  present 
a  stranger  named  Fitzpatrick — a  middle- 
sized  man  with  a  hump  on  his  shoulders. 
The  Government,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered, were  principally  anxious  to  pro- 
cure a  conviction  against  Fitzgerald, 
otherwise  Fitzpatrick,  and  it  became  im- 
portant to  fix  his  attendance  at  certain 
meetings.  Upon  this  information  of 
Morrin,  an  Inspector  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  laid  a  further  information 
declaring  his  belief  that  the  man  Fitz- 
patrick, with  a  hump  on  his  shoulders, 
was  Fitzgerald,  and  on  that  information 
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Fitzgerald  was  seized  in  the  public 
streets  of  London,  put  into  a  cab, 
driven  away,  and  sent  over  to  Ireland. 
In  the  month  of  April  a  man  named 
John  Daly  was  arrested  in  Birmingham 
on  a  dynamite  charge,  and  the  Crown 
then  learned  that  it  was  absurd  to  be- 
lieve that  Fitzgerald  was  present  at  the 
meeting  spoken  to  by  Morrin,  because 
at  that  time,  and  for  some  time  after- 
wards, he  was  engaged  in  his  own 
business  at  Cork.  It  became  necessary, 
therefore,  to  amend  the  first  information, 
and  Fitzpatrick's  name  was  taken  out  of 
it.  The  Crown,  however,  thought  it 
necessary  that  some  other  stranger's 
name  should  be  put  into  it.  Accordingly 
Morrin  made  another  information  on 
the  6th  of  May,  in  which  he  stated  that 
he  had  known  of  the  existence  of  a  Fe- 
nian Society  for  about  eight  years ;  that 
he  was  asked  to  join  it  about  seven  or 
eight  years  ago  by  Pat  Moran ;  that  he 
did  not  consent  at  first ;  but  on  being 
asked  again  to  join  about  three  weeks 
afterwards  he  did  so,  and  that  some 
months  afterwards  he  was  elected  a 
"B.';  Pat  Duggan  told  him  that  he 
was  elected  a  *'B''  after  the  election 
had  actually  taken  place.  He  said  it 
was  a  shame  that  Morrin  had  not  at- 
tended the  meeting.  The  Committee 
would  observe  that  in  the  last  informa- 
tion Morrin  said  someone  told  him  it 
was  a  shame  that  he  had  not  attended 
the  meeting ;  whereas  in  his  first  infor- 
mation he  said  that  he  was  present,  and 
that  he  saw  Fitzgerald  there.  In  the 
meantime  it  turned  out  to  have  been 
physically  impossible  for  Fitzgerald  to 
have  been  there,  and  Morrin  was  con- 
victed of  having  deliberately  committed 
perjury  in  his  first  information.  Morrin 
went  on  to  say  that  he  was  told  by  some- 
one who  attended  the  meeting  that  there 
was  a  strange  man  there  of  the  name  of 
Daly.  In  the  meantime  the  Qovern- 
ment  had  received  information  that  a 
man  named  Daly  had  been  arrested  at 
Birmingham  on  a  dynamite  charge,  and 
they  used  the  information  to  affect  the 
evidence  against  the  man  who  had  been 
arrested  in  London  and  taken  to  Dublin. 
Morrin  said — 

"  After  I  was  told  by  Duggan  that  a  man  of 
the  name  of  Daly  was  one  of  the  persons  who 
attended  the  meeting  at  which  I  was  elected  a 
*  B.*  I  saw  him  on  the  following  Sunday  at 
Mass.  I  have  seen  him  since  in  Birmingham 
Gaol." 

Mr,  Sexton 


He  (Mr.  Sexton)  asked  the  Committee 
to  bear  in  mind  the  purport  of  these 
statements.  The  first  information  of 
Morrin  was  used  to  incriminate  a  per- 
son whom  the  Crown  desired  to  convict. 
In  the  following  month  the  Crown  found 
that  the  person  so  implicated  was  at  the 
time  in  another  part  of  the  country. 
Therefore  the  informer  withdrew  his 
perjured  statement  that  Fitzgerald  was 
present  at  the  meeting  ;  but,  in  order  not 
to  waste  the  force  of  perjury  at  their 
command,  they  actually  put  into  a  se- 
cond information  a  statement  that  an- 
other person  was  present  at  the  meeting 
whom,  in  the  meantime,  they  had  ar- 
rested, and  for  whose  conviction  they 
would  make  Morrin  useful,  and,  in  fact, 
make  him  earn  his  money.  They  meant 
to  convict  somebody;  but  it  did  not 
much  matter  who.  Another  ground  on 
which  he  asked  for  the  prosecution  of 
the  informer  Morrin  on  a  charge  of 
perjury  was  the  sworn  statement  he  had 
made  in  reference  to  an  attack  upon  a 
police  officer  named  Doherfy,  in  which 
he  incriminated  certain  individuals,  and 
gave  detailed  information  on  oath  at  a 
subsequent  detailed  magisterial  inquiry, 
all  of  which  turned  out  to  be  perjury. 
What  were  the  facts  ?  The  attack  upon 
Sub- Inspector  Doherty  took  place  on 
the  evening  of  the  19th  of  May,  1882, 
and  shortly  afterwards  Morrin  swore 
that  James  Lyons,  a  man  named  Arm- 
strong, and  Teddy  Higgins,  entered 
into  a  conspiracy  to  shoot  constable 
Schoolan.  Now,  James  Lyons,  who 
lived  at  Tubbercurry,  left  for  America 
on  the  15th  of  February,  1882,  sailed 
from  Liverpool  four  weeks  previous  to 
the  attack  upon  the  Sub-Inspector,  and 
had  not  retired  to  Ireland  since.  The 
other  two  persons  mentioned  were  Ann- 
strong  and  Teddy  Higgins.  It  would 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  attack  on  Sub- 
Inspector  Doherty  took  place  on  tlie 
19th  of  March,  1882,  and  that  these 
men  were  incriminated  for  an  act 
alleged  to  have  been  done  shortly  after- 
wards. Now,  Armstrong  was  arrested 
on  the  2nd  of  January,  1882,  more  than 
two  months  before  the  attack  on  Sub- 
Inspector  Doherty,  and  remanded  in 
Omagh  Prison,  safe  under  lock  and  key 
until  the  month  of  July  following. 
With  regard  to  the  third  man,  he  was 
in  prison  as  a  suspect  under  the  act  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who  in  this  in- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1525 


Supph/ — Civil 


\  July  22,  1 885 }  Servics  UstimaUs.         1 526 


stance  did  a  splendid  turn  in  favour  of 
the   accused,   because    it    enabled    his 
friends  to  prove  his  complete  innocence 
of  the  more  serious  charge  made  against 
him.     This  man  was  arrested  in  Decem- 
ber,  1881,   nearly  four  months  before 
the  attack  on  Sub-Inspector  Dohertj, 
and   he  remained  in  prison  untU    the 
month  of  August,  1882.     Under  these 
circumstances,  could  the  Qoverument  re- 
fuse to  prosecute  Morrin  for  perjury? 
He  had  sworn  in  the  most  positive  way 
that  three  men  were  concerned  in   an 
attempt  to  murder  a  police  constable  by 
shooting  him  in  a  road  near  Sligo  in 
the  month  of  March,  although  one  of 
them  had  left  the  country  for  America, 
and   had  not  returned   since,  and  the 
other  two  were  under  lock  and  key  as 
prisoners  to  the  Government.     He  did 
not  deny  that  there  had   been  a  con- 
spiracy ;  but  it  was  not  among  his  con- 
stituents in  Sligo,  but  among  the  offi- 
cials of  the  Crown,  to  convict  these  men 
without  the  slightest  regard  to  the  truth 
of  the  evidence  against  them.     The  first 
fact  he  would  •  mention  in   support  of 
this  contention  was  a  statement  made  on 
the  authority  of  the  Rev.  P.  Lowry,  the 
parish  priest  of  Conway,  who   alleged 
that  two  days  after  the  arrest  of  the 
prisoners  he  met  in  the  streets  of  the 
town  of  Sligo   Mr.  Welsh,  the  Gover- 
nor of  Sligo  Gaol.    Welsh  spoke  about 
the  prisoners  to  Father  Lowry,  who  asked 
what  they  were  in  for,  when  Mr.  Welsh 
said  that  he  could  not  say  they  were 
informers ;  but  he  was  told  on  the  best 
authority  that   so  many  persons  were 
offering  themselves   to  the  authorities 
as  informers  that   the  authorities    did 
not  know  whom  to  choose.    That  was 
the  beginning  of   the  detestable  prac- 
tices by  which  the  Government  endea- 
voured to  secure  convictions.     They  did 
what  they  had  often  done  during  the 
last  five  years,  seized  a  body  of  respect- 
able men  at  random,  and  having  thrown 
them    into    gaol,    their    officials    deli- 
berately set  themselves  to  concoct  evi- 
dence to  secure  their  conviction ;  and 
the  first  step  in  their  attempt  to  concoct 
evidence  was  the  rumour  spread  by  the 
Governor  of  the  gaol,  on  the  best  au- 
thority, that  all  the  men  were  informing 
against  one   another.    They  all  knew 
that  the  best  way  to  make  the  path  of 
perjury  smooth  and  easy  was   to  per- 
suade people  that  perjury  had  already 
been    committed.     If    every    reckless 


character  in  the  county  of  Sligo  was  led 
to  believe,  on  the  best  authority — that 
of  the  Governor  of  the  gaol— that  per- 
sons were  swearing  away  in  the  cha- 
racter of  informers,    it  would  not  be 
difficult   to  convince    them    that    they 
might  swear  in  and  earn  a  little  money. 
The  next  step  was  to  supersede  the  local 
constabulary;    a  host  of  officials  and 
constables  were    brought   from    other 
parts  of  the  country,  and  while  the  pri- 
vate inquiries  were  proceeding,  and  even 
while  4;he  public  inquiries  antecedent  to 
the  committal  were  going  on,  exerted 
themselves  in  the  way  he  should  briefly 
describe  ;  and  he  would  leave  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  who  was  new 
to  Office,  and  new,  no  doubt,  to  the  prac- 
tices which  officials  had  forced    upon 
them,  sometimes,  perhaps,  against  their 
natural  tendency  and  character,  to  say 
what  opinion  he  would  give  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  these  proceedings  and  what 
course  he  would  take  in  regard  to  them. 
The  prisoners  were  arrested  on  the  2nd 
of  April  last  year.    Nine  days  after  the 
following  incident  occurred.     John  De- 
vaney  said  that  on  Good  Friday  last  Sub- 
Constable  John  Sullivan  went  to  him, 
and,  telling  him  that  he  was  terribly 
implicated  with  the  prisoners  in  Sligo 
Gaol,  asked  him  to  tell  all  he  knew 
about  them.     Devaney  replied  that  he 
knew  nothing;  when  Sullivan  said  he 
did  not  press  him  to  acknowledge  any- 
thing, but  it  could  be  proved  that  he 
was  a  **  B  "  and  had  attended  a  meeting 
in  Henry's  Field.     Sullivan  added  sub- 
sequently that  Devaney  had  a  brother 
in  the  Police  Force,  and  that  if  he  (De- 
vaney) did  not  tell  what  he  knew  his 
brother  would  suffer  for  it,  and  he  would 
be  put  in  prison  himself.     It  would  thus 
be  seen  that  nine  days  after  the  arrest 
of  theTubbercurry  prisoners  the  Govern- 
ment, not  having  one  particle  of  evi- 
dence against  them  except  the  perjured 
statements  of  Morrin,  sent  Sub-Constable 
Sullivan  to  John  Devaney  to  say  that 
his  brother  would  be  dismissed  from  the 
Police  Force  if  he  did  not  tell  what  he 
knew.      Would    the    right    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  say  that  that.  Sub- 
Constable  was  fit  to  retain  his  place  in 
the  force,  and  that  he  had  not  rendered 
himself  open  to  a  prosecution  for  an  at- 
tempt to  suborn  perjured  evidence  ?    In 
the  month  of  June  a  young  man  was 
sentenced  to  three  months'  imprisonment 
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for  some  criminal  offence,  and  a  short 
time  after  his  conviction  Sub-Constable 
Cronin  entered  his  cell  and  spoke  about 
the  Tubbercurry  prisoners.  The  Con- 
stable said  that  if  this  young  man  would 
give  him  any  information  about  the  pri- 
soners in  Sligo  Gaol  he  would  let  him 
out.  The  man  was  imprisoned  for  a 
criminal  offence ;  he  had  scarcely  reached 
the  police  barracks  before  the  Sub-Con- 
stable visited  him  and  told  him  that  if  he 
would  swear  so  and  so  against  the  men 
charged  with  treason  felony  the  sentence 
of  three  months'  imprisonment  passed 
against  him  should  be  cancelled,  and 
he  should  go  out  of  prison  a  free 
man.  What  authority  had  Sub-Con- 
stable Cronin  to  reverse,  at  his  indi- 
vidual will,  the  sentence  of  a  Court  of 
Justice  ?  He  had  thought  that  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy  rested  with  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  No  doubt  it  had  been  so 
seldom  exercised  that  it  might  be  said 
hardly  to  have  existed  at  all.  In  this 
case,  however,  it  would  appear  that 
Earl  Spencer  either  authorized  sub- 
Constable  Cronin  to  take  upon  himself 
the  exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy, 
or  else  the  police  were  at  liberty  to 
cancel  the  sentence  of  a  Court  of  Justice 
in  any  agrarian  or  political  case  in  which 
the  Government  desired  to  obtain  evi- 
dence. Sub- Constable  Cronin  told  this 
man,  whose  name  was  Callaghan,  that 
if  he   would  give  evidence  about  the 

Prisoners  in  Sligo  Gaol  he  would  let 
im  out  of  prison  himself.  The  young 
man  said  he  knew  nothing  about  it. 
*  *  Oh  yes,  you  do, "  replied  Cronin.  *  *  You 
know  as  much  about  those  men  as  Wall 
himself.''  This  was  keeping  up  that 
system  of  interrogation  pursued  in  the 
French  Courts  which  had  been  so  often 
condemned  in  this  country.  **  If  you  do 
not  tell  all  you  know,"  said  Cronin  to 
the  young  man,  '^  when  your  time  is 
over  you  will  be  detained  in  prison  your- 
self." Notwithstanding  these  threats 
Callaghan  persisted  that  he  knew  no- 
thing about  the  prisoners,  and  that  he 
would  not  swear  anything  against  them. 
There  was  another  very  curious  instance 
to  which  he  would  ask  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  as  well  as  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  because  it 
would  appear  to  touch  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  A 
man  named  B.  Meu^atrick  was  the 
porter  of  the  workhouse  of  Tubber- 
curry,  and  he  had  made  a  statement 

J/r.  Sexton 


that  after  he  had  been  elected  to  the 
TubbercuiTy  Workhouse  Sub -Consta- 
bles Cronin  and  Sullivan,  who,  it  would 
appear,  had  in  this  case  combined  their 
forces,  after  having  acted  separately  in 
others,  called  upon  him  and  asked  him 
to  acknowledge  that  he  was  a  Fenian, 
that  he  had  attended  a  certain  meeting 
at  Henry's  Field,  and  that  it  was  better 
that  he  should  acknowledge  the  matter, 
as  they  had  three  persons  to  prove  it. 
Now  that  was  a  deliberate  lie,  told  by 
officers  of  justice  to  entrap  a  man  into 
perjury.  They  had  nobody  to  prove  it, 
and  no  statement  of  the  kind  had  ever 
been  made  in  evidence.  Would  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  justify  the 
lie  ?  Macatrick  said  he  denied  that  there 
was  a  particle  of  truth  in  the  statement, 
and  told  the  Constables  to  summon  him 
to  the  Crimes  Court  investigation.  Sul- 
livan said  they  would  do  no  such  thing ; 
but  he  would  remind  the  man  that  his 
appointment  had  not  yet  been  signed  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  that 
if  he  did  not  tell  all  he  knew  about 
the  Tubbercurry  prisoners  he  would  not 
be  long  where  he  was,  as  he  (Sullivan) 
would  himself  write  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  get  them  to  refuse 
their  sanction  to  the  appointment.  This 
was  one  of  those  little  facts  which  threw 
a  lurid  light  on  the  system  of  govern- 
ment pursued  in  Ireland,  and  especially 
the  system  of  goyernment  which  had 
practically  been  carried  on  there  daring 
the  last  few  years,  from  the  highest 
officers  of  Dublin  Castle  down  to  the 
humblest  police  constable.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  one  instance  refused  an  in- 
quiry into  the  case  of  an  innocent  man, 
and  in  another  the  village  policeman 
was  found  going  about  pretending  that 
he  was  acting  with  the  authority  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  If  such  a 
thing  could  be  reported  of  Bussia,  or  of 
Turkey  in  Bulgaria,  the  Press  of  Eng- 
land would  teem,  and  every  platform 
would  ring  with  denunciations  of  such  a 
system,  and  he  supposed  that  the  Concert 
of  Europe  would  be  evoked  to  put  an 
end  to  it.  He  might  be  told  that  the 
statements  to  which  he  had  referred  were 
not  on  oath ;  but  the  men  were  forth- 
coming; they  were  in  the  county  of 
Sligo  at  this  moment,  ready  to  state  and 
prove  all  that  he  had  asserted,  and  much 
more.  The  next  document  he  had  to 
read  was  an  affidavit  from  a  man  exa- 
mined in  the  Crimes  Court  in  connection 
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with  the  Tubbercurry  conspiracy  trial, 
and  admitted  into  the  Tubbercuny 
Workhouse  afterwards.  It  would  be 
found  that  these  were  men  mostly  on 
the  point  of  entering  the  workhouse; 
men  without  a  penny  or  a  home ;  reck* 
less  creatiires  driven  to  despair  by  want, 
like  the  Apothecary  in  Romeo  and  Juliet, 
These  were  the  class  of  persons  the 
agents  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  at- 
tempted to  secure  in  order  to  swear 
away  innocent  lives.  There  were  always 
such  persons  to  be  found.  The  Crown 
officii  in  Ireland  well  knew  the  type 
of  men  likely  to  do  their  work ;  but  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-en- 
tleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  inaugurate  a  new  era,  and  depend 
for  a  conviction  on  honest  evidence 
rather  than  evidence  obtained  by  the 
subornation  of  perjury.  The  affidavit 
he  was  about  to  refer  to  came  from  a 
man  who  was  examined  at  the  Crimes 
Court  in  connection  with  the  Tubber- 
curry conspiracy  on  the  4th  of  July.  He 
entered  the  Tubbercurry  Workhouse 
three  weeks  afterwards,  and  he  was 
there  visited  by  two  members  of  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  one  of  whom 
was  Sub-Constable  Sullivan,  who  sug- 
gested to  him  that  he  should  make  a 
certain  statement,  which  should  not  be 
^ven  to  another  Sub-Constable  named 
Phillips,  or  it  would  be  worse  for  him. 
What  would  English  Members  think  of 
this  Sub-Inspector  entering  into  a  con- 
spiracy against  the  rights  of  a  pauper  in 
the  Tubbercurry  Workhouse,  telling 
him  to  conceal  a  statement,  or  that  it 
would  be  worse  for  him.  The  witness 
went  on  to  say  that  a  few  days  later  Sub- 
Constable  Sullivan  again  called  upon 
him.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  a 
policeman  was  sworn  by  oath  to  do  equal 
and  impartial  justice  between  man  and 
man.  Sullivan  asked  this  man  if  he  had 
done  a  certain  act,  to  which  he  replied 
that  he  had  not.  On  the  5th  of  August 
Sullivan,  accompanied  by  two  men  who 
appeared  to  be  policemen  in  plain 
clothes,  called  upon  the  man  again. 
Sullivan  said  that  he  had  made  a  mis- 
take about  an  answer  given  by  the  man 
previously;  that  he  found  it  had  no 
reference  to  Lyons,  one  of  the  accused ; 
and  he  asked  if  the  man  had  not  said 
that  the  circumstances  to  which  it  related 
happened  on  the  night  that  Poherty  was 
fired  at — 


*'  He  almost  insisted"  (said  the  man)  « that 

I  should  say  so,  and  in  reply  I  distinctly  told 
him  that  it  did  not  occur  on  that  night,  but  two 
or  three  nights  after." 

The  man  afterwards  had  a  conversation 
with  the  master  of  the  workhouse,  and 
told  him  that  he  did  not  want  to  receive 
any  more  constables,  and  he  sub- 
sequently expressed  the  same  wish  to 
the  sub-chaplain  of  the  workhouse.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  would  now  close  this  state- 
ment with  another  fact,  even  more  dis- 
graceful for  the  meanness  and  the 
despicable  ingenuity  with  which  the 
subornation  of  perjury  was  attempted  to 
be  carried  out.  A  man  named  Michael 
Meekam  said  that  he  was  deeply  under 
the  influence  of  drink  on  two  occasions 
when  he  was  examined.  With  regard 
to  the  first  occasion,  he  stated,  that  when 
in  the  police  barracks  Constables  Sullivan 
and  Cronin  wrote  down  his  statement, 
and  he  was  supplied  with  half  a  tea-cup 
full  of  whisky  after  having  previously 
drunk  five  glasses  of  whisky  and  two 
pints  of  porter.  Surely,  any  man  who 
had  had  five  glasses  of  whisky  and  two 
pints  of  porter  would  be  drunk  if  ever 
a  man  was  drunk,  unless  he  possessed 
extraordinary  drinking  capacity.  Yet 
the  police  not  only  took  this  man's  evi- 
dence, but  gave  him  a  tea-cup  full  of 
whisky  in  addition,  to  prime  him  up  for 
more  information.  Even  that  was  not 
enough,  for  Sub-Constable  Cronin  sug- 
gested to  the  man  that  he  might  go  out 
and  take  another  drop,  and  it  might 
give  him  nerve  to  tell  them  a  little  more. 
The  man  thus  concluded  when  sworn 
and  examined  in  the  Crimes  Act  Court — 
**  I  had  taken  six  glasses  of  whisky  pre- 
viously." He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did  not  think 
he  could  conclude  with  a  more  startling 
fact  than  that,  and  he  called  upon  the 
Attorney  General  to  say  whether  he  had 
not  made  out  a  good  case  against  John 
Morrin  of  flagrant,  and  what  might  have 
been  fatal,  perjury,  if  it  had  not  been 
counteracted ;  and  whether,  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Eandal  Peyton,  the  Crown  Soli- 
citor, Mr.  Home,  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate, Detective  Carroll,  and  Constables 
Cronin  and  Sullivan,  he  had  not  estab- 
lished a  clear  case  of  subornation  of 
perjury?  He  maintained  that  it  was 
only  by  the  will  of  Providence  that  those 

II  men  were  now  able  to  pursue  an 
honest  industry  instead  of  suffering  the 
horrors  of  penal  servitude. 
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Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  wished  to 
say  a  word,  in  support  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton),  against  the  extravagant  and 
lavish  expenditure  of  public  money  in 
connection  with  what  was  called  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland.  The 
result  of  that  lavish  expenditure  of 
money  on  these  occasions  had  not  been 
the  promotion  of  the  ends  of  justice,  but 
exactly  the  reverse.  A  few  nights  ago 
the  Irish  Members  were  making  an  ap- 
plication to  the  Government  to  grant  a 
re- investigation  of  some  of  the  recent 
crimes  and  convictions  in  Ireland,  and 
the  re-investigation  had  been  rendered 
necessary  by  the  fact  that  money  had 
been  lavishly  expended  upon  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Maamtrasna  trials  for  the 
purpose  of  procuring  evidence,  whether 
right  or  wrong.  He  believed  it  would 
be  proved,  when  the  time  for  the  re-in- 
vestigation came,  that  the  public  money 
BO  given  had  been  deliberately  and 
knowingly  expended  in  the  subornation 
of  perjury.  It  was  on  account  of  that 
subornation  of  perjury  that  the  late  Gt>- 
vernment  fo^nd  themselves  complained 
of  and  denounced  by  the  whole  Irish 
people  for  having  administered  in  Ire- 
land not  justice,  but  injustice.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  the  Barbavilla 
trials.  In  that  case  the  whole  evidence 
turned  upon  the  statements  of  persons 
who  had  been  bribed  with  large  sums  of 
the  public  money.  The  case  against  the 
prisoners  had  no  other  basis  whatever. 
Could  it  be  wondered  at  that  the  offer 
of  large  sums  of  money  for  evidence  in 
cases  of  this  sort  should  exercise  a 
powerful  influence  on  the  minds  of  a 
class  of  ruffians  consisting  of  thieves  and 
rogues  of  the  worst  character  ?  These 
were  the  men  who  were  attracted  by 
the  jingling  of  British  gold  ;  they  were 
drawn  up  to  the  surface  just  as  if  they 
were  steel  filings  acted  upon  by  a  magnet. 
In  tha  Barbavilla  case  there  were  the 
two  M'Keowns — both  liars,  both  bad 
characters,  and  both  drunkards.  The 
younger  M'Keown  was  acknowledged 
and  proved  to  be  a  perjurer  beforehand; 
it  was  well  known  that  he  had  been  con- 
cerned in  various  acts  of  criminality  in 
that  part  of  the  country.  He  was  a  man 
who,  having  deserted  his  wife,  entered 
the  Army,  having  first  sworn  before  he 
could  be  enlisted  that  he  was  an  un- 
married man.  In  that  man  the  Oovern- 
ment  had  a  ready  made  perjurer  to  their 


hand.  He  was  of  the  kind  of  man  they 
generally  picked  up,  and,  being  largely 
paid  with  English  gold,  he  soon  gave 
evidence  of  a  nature  that  was  readily 
accepted  under  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act.  On  the  evidence  of  that  man,  and 
a  number  of  others  like  him,  a  number 
of  men  were  sent  to  prison  whose  inno- 
cence of  the  crimes  imputed  to  them  had 
been  clearly  established,  and  would  cer- 
tainly be  proved  as  soon  as  any  further 
investigation  took  place  into  the  caae, 
by  any  tribunal  on  earth  except  a  Crimes 
Act  j  ury  such  as  that  which  tried  the  case. 
It  was  not  only  this  class  of  persons  who 
were  demoralized  by  a  large  expenditure 
of  public  money,  but  it  had  a  bad  efiTect 
upon  a  elass  of  men  who  were  somewhat 
above  them  in  the  social  scale — that  was 
to  say,  upon  a  large  number  of  men  in 
the  Police  Force  of  Ireland.  He  was  very 
far  from  desiring  to  throw  any  slur  upon 
that  body  as  a  whole ;  but  from  the  na- 
ture of  their  employment  they  were  a 
body  of  men  accustomed  to  swearing, 
and  thought  very  little  about  it.  More- 
over, they  were  absolutely  hungering 
for  promotion,  and  he  knew  no  hunger 
that  could  compare  with  it  in  the  case 
of  men  with  a  small  fixed  salary  who 
saw  no  chance  of  increasing  it  from  day 
to  day.  A  miner  working  in  the  bowels 
of  the  earth  had  less  desire  for  money 
than  such  men ;  a  labourer  in  the  fields 
was  less  easily  corrupted.  With  a  small 
and  miserable  salary,  a  constable  in  the 
Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary  was  compelled 
to  live  up  to  his  last  penny  ;  and  he  was 
exactly  the  type  of  man  who  would  do 
anything  for  promotion,  or  a  little  in- 
crease of  pay.  These  were  the  men  who 
had  been  employed  in  getting  up  these 
cases ;  and  he  told  the  Government  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  it 
was  because  the  public  money  had  been 
spent  in  an  improper  manner  that  they 
had  in  their  hands  that  day  the  serious 
trouble  and  difficulty  of  re-investigatiog 
the  Maamstrasna  case,  the  BarbaviUa 
trials,  and  other  cases  of  the  same  kind. 
The  whole  kernel  of  the  matter  lay  in  a 
nutshell.  It  was  perfectly  plain  that  the 
expenditure  of  thousands  of  pounds  upon 
persons  living  a  life  of  penury  and 
misery,  whose  moral  repute  was  bad, 
and  whose  character  was  known  to  be 
vicious,  would  procure  any  amount  of 
perjured  evidence ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, essential  that  ever^  scrap  of  in- 
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formation  obtained  in  that  way  should 
be  narrowly  scrutinized.  If  that  were 
not  done,  injustice,  cruelty,  and  wrong 
would  undoubtedly  be  committed.  That 
was  what  had  happened  in  these  cases ; 
it  was  what  was  sure  to  happen  again 
unless  the  system  were  changed.  The 
appeal  made  to  the  Government  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  was  that  the  system  should  be 
changed;  that  after  the  dark  and 
troubled  and  blood-stained  times  Ire- 
land had  gone  through  a  new  life  and 
a  better  and  brighter  prospect  should  be 
opened  out.  It  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
present  Government  to  open  out  this 
prospect.  They  had  come  into  Office 
with  an  open  book — with  a  clean  record 
and  a  virgin  page.  If  they  decided  upon 
following  in  the  footsteps  of  those  who 
went  before  them,  and  adopted  the  bad 
habits  and  principles  of  their  Predeces- 
sors ;  if  they,  too,  jingled  British  gold 
before  the  people  when  any  crime  was 
unfortunately  committed ;  if  they  dangled 
these  temptations  before  a  vicious  and 
corrupt  class  of  men,  then  the  result 
would  be  what  it  had  been  before — 
namely,  that  to  the  first  outrage  com- 
mitted by  some  ignorant  and  ill-con- 
ditioned member  of  the  community  an- 
other and  a  graver  outrage  {would  be 
added  in  the  encouragement  of  perjury 
in  support  of  the  administration  of  the 
law  throughout  the  country,  and  an  out- 
rage committed,  too,  by  gentlemen  who 
ought  to  know  better,  who  claimed  to 
be  the  guardians  of  law  and  order,  and 
the  defenders  of  right  and  justice.  He 
hoped  that  the  system  would  be  entirely 
changed.  It  had  long  been  provocative 
of  wrong  and  injustice,  of  bitter  feel- 
ing, and  even  of  vengeance,  in  the 
hearts  of  those  who  had  been  wrong- 
fully treated.  In  future,  let  justice  be 
done.  The  Irish  Members  did  not  stand 
there  to  plead  in  favour  of  immimity 
for  criminals.  They  had  no  sympathy 
with  perpetrators  of  crime  and  outrage. 
They  said  let  justice  be  done ;  but  not  in- 
justice and  wrong.  Why  were  young 
Pat  M'Keown,  the  thief  and  double- 
dyed  perjurer,  and  his  drunken  father, 
to  trouble  the  community,  living  in 
luxury,  and  revelling  in  English  gold, 
poured  into  their  pockets  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  while  innocent  per- 
sons were  sent  to  penal  servitude  through 
their  perjured  testimony?  For  what 
purpose  was  that  expenditure  so  lavishly 


incurred  ?  Simply  to  obtain  the  convic- 
tion, right  or  wrong,  of  a  number  of  men 
whom  the  Government  thought  fit  to 
accuse.  He  maintained  that  that  was 
not  the  administration  of  justice  ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  crime;  it  had  a  bad 
efiPect,  and  could  not  possibly  produce  a 
good  one.  He,  therefore,  trusted  that 
the  new  Government  just  entering  upon 
the  path  of  public  duty  would  respond 
to  the  appeal  which  had  been  made  to 
them  by  his  hon.  Friend,  so  that  it 
might  become  known  in  Ireland,  through 
every  rank  of  the  Constabulary,  and 
among  every  class  of  informer  who  were 
hungering  to  obtain  promotion  or  money, 
that  in  future  there  would  be  no  rewards 
for  perjury  or  crime,  but  that  all  that 
was  sought  was  simply  the  punishment 
of  crime,  and  the  payment  of  the  ex- 
penses fairly  and  legitimately  incurred 
in  the  prosecution  and  punishment  of 
crime.  The  Irish  Members  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  criminals  of  the  humbler 
classes,  still  less  had  they  sympathy  with 
criminals  in  high  places,  who  committed 
the  intolerable  wrong  and  grievous  in- 
justice of  sending  innocent  men  to  gaol, 
so  long  as  they  could  produce  against 
them  the  oath  of  a  perjured  informer, 
backed  up  possibly  by  some  sort  of  cor- 
roborative evidence  brought  to  light  by 
what  W8L8  called  an  active  and  intelli- 
gent police  constable.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  seriously  consider  the 
matter.  He  asked  from  them  nothing 
unfair  or  dishonourable,  but  merely 
the  performance  of  their  bounden  duty. 
Me.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  he  was  de- 
sirous of  asking  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  what  was  the  present 
arrangement  with  regard  to  the  position 
of  Crown  Solicitor  in  the  Leinster  Cir- 
cuit ?  That  Circuit,  as  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  doubtless 
aware,  comprised  the  counties  of  Water- 
ford,  Kilkenny,  Wicklow,  Wexford,  and 
Tipperary.  It  was  now  some  time  since 
the  people  of  Waterford  had  enjoyed  the 
pleasure  and  distinction  of  seeing  Mr. 
Bolton  acting  for  that  district  in  the 
capacity  of  Crown  Solicitor ;  but  he  was 
not  quite  so  clear  as  to  Mr.  Bolton's 
connection  in  that  capacity  with  other 
counties,  and  he  should  feel  obliged  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  inform  the  Committee  what  was 
the  exact  position  of  that  official?  It 
was  all  very  well  for  them  to  be  told 
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that  they  in  Ireland  were  in  the  en  joy- 
meet  of  Catholic  Emancipation ;  but  he 
took  leave  to  say  that  the  measure  of 
Catholic  Emancipation  they  possessed 
was  only  a  very  partial  one,  and  that  in 
many  respects  it  did  not  exist  at  all,  as 
was  made  manifest  when  the  majority  of 
his  countrymen,  who  possessed  the  same 
creed  as  himself,  were  told  that  they 
must  <*  stand  aside  "  at  the  bidding  of 
men  like  Messrs.  Bolton  and  Finch 
when  summoned  to  discharge  their  duty 
as  jurors,  ou  the  ground  that  being 
Catholics  they  were  unworthy  of  the 
position,  and  unfit  to  act  as  jurors.  He 
desired  to  impress  on  the  Government, 
which  had  lately  been  called  on  to  take 
charge  of  the  affairs  of  the  country,  that 
the  Irish  Members  were  as  ^anxious  as 
anyone  that  there  should  be  respect  for 
law  and  order  in  Ireland ;  but  he  also 
wished  to  impress  on  the  mind  of  the 
Government  that  if  they  wished  to  see 
law  and  order  respected  in  Ireland,  the 
first  thing  they  ought  to  do  was  to  in- 
sure that  those  who  were  intrusted  with 
the  administration  of  the  law  were  them- 
selves worthy  of  respect.  He  believed, 
however,  he  might  say,  without  any 
hesitation,  that  in  a  vast  number  of  cases 
those  who  had  been  intrusted  with  the 
administration  of  the  law  were  totally 
unworthy  of  respect.  He  thought  that, 
in  view  of  the  revelations  that  had  taken 
place  within  the  last  few  years,  and  the 
character  some  of  those  persons  had  re- 
ceived from  distinguished  Members  of 
that  House,  it  was  monstrous  that  they 
should  be  retained  in  positions  in  which 
they  had  the  power  of  insulting  the 
Irish  people.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  new  Government  which  had  so  re- 
cently come  into  Office  might,  at  the 
very  outset,  be  able  to  see  their  way  to 
discontinuing  the  services  of  some  of 
those  persons.  He  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would 
accurately  define  the  position  which  was 
occupied  by  Mr.  Bolton  with  regard  to 
the  Leinster  Circuit ;  and  whether  it  was 
really  the  fact  that  the  premier  county 
of  Ireland  still  retained  the  distinction 
of  having  in  its  employment  that  indi- 
vidual ? 

Mr.  MAEUM  said,  he  would  not  detain 
the  Committee  at  any  length  by  stand- 
in?  between  the  interesting  and  power- 
ful speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  and  the  reply 

Mr.  F,  J,  Power 


of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  clearly 
set  forth  a  number  of  facts  of  a  most 
astonishing  nature ;  but  he  (Mr.  Maram) 
desired  to  obtain  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  some  information 
with  regard  to  the  Besident  Magistrates 
in  Ireland.  He  saw  in  the  Estimate 
relating  to  the  present  Yote  an  item  for 
expenses  of  actions  taken  against  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  Divisional  and  other 
Justices,  and  the  Constabulary,  for  acts 
done  by  them  in  the  execution  of  their 
duty;  and  he  wished  to  remind  the 
(committee  that  there  had  of  late  been 
a  very  considerable  departure  in  the 
right  direction  in  the  appointment  of 
magistrates.  It  was  to  be  hoped  that 
the  new  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Ash- 
bourne) would  follow  in  the  same 
groove.  He  wished  to  know  why  the 
Irish  magistrates  were  without  that  ad- 
vice of  which  it  was  evident  they  stood 
in  need  ?  Another  matter  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  attention  was  to  the  cost 
of  the  Court  Houses  and  their  repair.  In 
England  this  charge  was  defrayed  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  ;  but  in  Ireland 
it  had  to  be  defrayed  out  of  the  local 
rates. 

Mr.  DEASY  desired  to  say  a   few 
words  in  reference  to  the  case  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  had  been 
called  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath    (M.T,    Sullivan),    and     he 
should  do  so  in  order  that  he  might 
recall  the  Committee  to  the  considera- 
tion of  that  matter.     He  did  not  think 
it  could  be  said  that  in  the  experience  of 
the  oldest  Member  of  that  House  a  more 
conviskcing  case  had  ever  been  put  before 
it  than  that  which  had  been  made  out 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo.     He  had 
not  only  made  distinct  charges  against 
officials,  both  high  and  low,  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Irish  Government;  but  he 
had  clearly  shown  that  each  and  all  of 
those  charges  were  well  g^unded.    He 
had  given  the  names  of  nnmerous  men  in 
the  most  respectable  positions,  who  were 
ready  to  come  forward  and  prove  what 
they  had  already  deposed  to  on  oath.  One 
of  the  persons  imprisoned  happened  to 
be  one  of  his  (Mr.  Deasy's)  constituents; 
and  he,  therefore,  took  a  special  interest 
in  the  matter.     Mr.  Fitzgerald,  a  man 
of  the  highest  character,  who  was  en- 
gaged in  behalf  of  several  business  jirms 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


1537 


Supply —  Civil 


I  July  22,  1885)  Service  UstimaUs, 


1538 


belonging  to  the  City  of  Cork,  was, 
while  80  employed,  arrested  in  the  City 
of  London,  sent  over  to  Ireland  and 
kept  in  Sligo  Gaol  for  a  considerable 
time  together  with  other  prisoners,  to 
whom  reference  had  been  made,  and 
who,  only  when  the  injustice  that  had 
been  done  had  been  brought  before 
that  House,  the  Government  were  at 
length  forced  to  put  upon  his  trial. 
No  sooner  was  that  prisoner  put  upon 
his  trial  than  it  became  perfectly  clear 
to  anyone  who  followed  the  progress 
of  the  case,  that  the  Government  had 
not  a  particle  of  evidence  against 
those  men.  They  had  put  them  in 
prison  because  they  thought  they  would 
give  them  as  much  trouble  as  possible,  • 
and  they  had  kept  them  in  gaol  in  the 
hope  of  being  able  to  do  what  in  cer- 
tain other  cases  they  had  succeeded  in 
doing — forcing  one  or  other  of  them  to 
give  evidence  against  the  rest,  so  that 
they  might  thus  be  able  to  secure  con- 
victions. It  so  happened,  however,  that 
those  men  did  not  belong  to  a  class  that 
could  be  bought  over  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  that  way.  In  other  cases*  such 
as  that  of  O'Connell,  at  Cork,  the  Go- 
vernment were  easily  able  to  procure 
false  evidence  of  the  most  formidable 
character  against  respectable  men  ;  but 
in  this  instance  the  men  they  had  to  deal 
with  happened  to  be  of  a  diflferent  cha- 
racter to  those  on  whom  the  Crown  au- 
thorities generally  relied  for  their  suc- 
cess in  obtaining  verdicts,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  when  the  prisoners 
were  brought  to  trial  it  was  found  that, 
although  the  Crown  Solicitor  had  been 
to  each  of  them  separately  and  had  as- 
serted that  several  of  the  others  were 
about  to  give  evidence  of  an  incrimi- 
nating kind,  not  one  of  them  could  be 
bought  over,  and  the  result  was  that 
they  all  had  to  be  released.  The  system 
carried  on  in  Cork,  under  Captain 
Plunkett,  was,  perhaps,  as  bad  as  any- 
thing that  had  taken  place  in  Ireland  for 
a  long  time.  During  the  period  of  Fitz- 
gerald's incarceration,  Captain  Plunkett 
sent  a  detective  officer  to  the  wife  of 
Fitzgerald  in  order  that  he  might  get 
from  her  the  names  and  addresses  of 
her  husband's  acquaintances  and  asso- 
ciates, and  such  information  as  he  could 
procure  as  to  Fitzgerald's  whereabouts 
immediately  before  his  arrest  and  during 
the  outrages  for  which  he  and  the  other 
prisoners  had  been  arrested.     He  did  not 
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succeed ;  but  there  could  not  be  much 
doubt  that  if  Mrs.  Fitzgerald  had  not 
suspected  the  object  of  the  detective's 
visit,  she  would  probably  have  innocently 
given  him  the  names  of  all  her  husband's 
acquaintances,  and  he  would  thereupon 
have  gone  to  one  of  the  most  likely  to 
give  evidence  and,  in  all  likelihood, 
have  succeeded  in  manufacturing  a  case 
against  the  prisoner.  Another  point  on 
which  he  desired  to  offer  a  few  words 
to  the  Committee  had  reference  to  the 
system  under  which  juries  were  packed 
in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  ensuring 
convictions,  although  in  the  case  under 
discussion  the  system  was  not  successful, 
for  even  an  Orange  jury  in  the  City 
of  Dublin  could  not  be  induced  to  return 
a  verdict  of  guilty  under  such  circum- 
stances. So  disgusted  were  they  with 
the  evidence  that  had  been  put  forward 
in  that  House  with  regard  to  convictions 
in  other  cases  that,  in  this  instance,  they 
absolutely  refused  to  bring  in  a  verdict 
of  guilty.  However,  he  felt  bound  to 
make  a  protest  against  the  system  of 
packing  juries  which  notoriously  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland,  and  against  the  system 
under  which  the  cure  for  crime  in  that 
country  was  sought  in  the  manufacture 
of  crime  and  the  arrest  and  conviction  of 
men  who  were  totally  innocent  of  it.  In 
the  Tubbercurry  case  a  policeman  was 
sent  as  a  blacksmith  to  that  place,  in 
order  that  he  might  originate  a  conspi- 
racy and  get  the  people  who  might  be 
drawn  into  it  arrested  and  transported. 
There  could  be  no  possible  doubt  that 
the  system  of  jury  packing  had  had  a 
most  injurious  effect  on  the  Irish  people. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  revert  to  the 
old  system  of  trying  cases,  than  to  have 
resort  to  the  system  that  had  prevailed 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  It  was  quite 
possible  that  the  common  juries  who 
might  be  empannelled  in  the  ordinary 
way  might  be  unduly  in  favour  of  the 
prisoners  tried  for  agrarian  offences ; 
but  under  the  operation  of  the  Crimes 
Act  every  man  sworn  upon  a  jury 
was  against  the  prisoner  from  the 
outset,  and  consequently  he  never  had 
the  slightest  chance  of  escaping.  Under 
that  Act  the  jury  invariably  went  into 
the  box  with  the  determination  to  bring 
in  a  verdict  of  guilty  against  any  man 
who  happened  to  be  put  upon  his  trial 
for  taking  part  in  the  agitation  that  was 
being  carried  on  in  Ireland.  He  was 
very  glad  to  see  that  the  present  Govern- 
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ment  did  not  propose  to  renew  the  un- 
just and  iniquitous  provisions  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  which  had  been  the  means 
of  bringing  about  a  complete  revulsion 
of  feeling  among  the  people  of  Ire- 
land towards  the  juries  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  generally.  The 
common  juries  of  Ireland  were,  upon 
the  whole,  a  body  of  men  who,  if 
the  Government  would  trust  them, 
would  not  justify  the  fear  that  there 
would  be  any  serious  miscarriage  of  jus- 
tice. Doubtless,  wrong  verdicts  would 
be  brought  in  from  time  to  time.  That 
happened  in  every  country  in  the  world 
where  trial  by  jury  obtained.  But  in 
most  cases  of  late  years  they  had  been 
found  to  convict  on  charges  of  outrage  ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  if  the  old  sys- 
tem were  reverted  to  they  would  be  found, 
in  the  future,  to  convict  in  nearly  every 
instance  where  the  evidence  would  jus- 
tify a  conviction.  The  Government  had 
promised  an  inquiry  into  theMaamtrasna 
case;  and  before  very  long  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  obliged  of  necessity 
to  bring  forward  further  evidence  in 
other  oases,  in  order  to  show  that  other 
persons  besides  those  convicted  in  the 
Maamstrasnaoase,  and  who  were  now  suf- 
fering the  penalties  of  the  law,  had  not 
committed  the  crimes  for  which  they  had 
been  sentenced.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  would  give  a  full  and  de- 
tailed reply  to  the  statement  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  ?  He  did  not  see  how  the 
Government  could  go  behind  that  state- 
ment. If  they  attempted  to  do  so,  the 
Irish  Members  would  consider  that  they 
were  following  the  pernicious  example  of 
their  Predecessors,  and  it  would  have  a 
very  bad  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people.  If,  on  the  contrary,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  gave  a 
favourable  answer,  and  promised  to  in- 
quire fully  and  minutely  into  the  oases 
laid  before  him,  he  would  do  much  to 
conciliate  public  opinion  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  believe  that  there  was  any 
reason  to  distrust  the  independence  and 
honesty  of  common  jurors.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  rest 
assured  that  in  every  case  where  a  man 
was  put  on  his  trial  for  an  agrarian 
offence  before  a  common  jury,  that  jury 
might  be  depended  on  to  do  its  duty 
fairly  and  oonscientiously. 

Mr,  Beany 


Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  desired  to  call 
attention  to  the  conduct  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  a  case  in  which 
there  could  be  very  little  doubt  about 
the  perjury  of  a  witness  in  one  of  the 
prosecutions  undertaken  by  that  Govern- 
ment. There  was  a  case  in  which  two 
Nationalists  were  convicted  on  the  evi- 
dence of  a  wretched  creature  named 
Thorpe,  and  underwent  nine  months' 
imprisonment.  He  (Mr.  Corbet)  remem- 
bered asking  the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  whether  he  would  propose 
to  give  any  compensation  to  those  men 
for  the  imprisonment  they  had  under- 
gone, it  having  been  clearly  established 
that  Thorpe  was  a  perjurer.  The  late 
Chief  Secretary,  however,  declined  to 
make  any  such  proposal.  This  man, 
Thorpe,  was  a  person  who  had  accused 
others  of  having  written  threatening  let- 
ters to  so  high  a  functionary  as  the  Lord 
Lieutenant ;  but  when  the  evidence  was 
gone  into  it  was  found  that  there  was  not 
a  single  word  of  truth  in  Thorpe's  alle- 
gations, and  that,  on  the  contrary,  he 
was  himself  the  writer  of  those  letters. 
On  another  occasion  the  same  person 
had  accused  two  young  men — ^mere  boys 
— of  attempting  to  drown  him  by  lower- 
ing him  with  a  rope  from  the  Avoca 
Bridge  into  the  river;  and  when  the 
charge  came  to  be  inquired  into  it  was 
found  that  he  was  seen  putting  a  rope 
round  his  waist,  that  he  then  went  do^wn 
into  the  river  and  rolled  about  in  the  water, 
after  which  he  went  to  the  police  office 
and  gave  information  against  the  two 
boys,  whom  he  accused  of  attempting  to 
drown  him.  When  the  case  was  before 
the  magistrates,  the  solicitor  who  was 
acting  for  the  defence  of  the  accused 
persons  was  about  to  bring  an  action 
against  Thorpe  for  perjury  ;  but  the 
police  interposed  and  said  they  would 
take  up  the  case.  The  result  was  that 
Thorpe  remained  in  the  charge  of  the 
police  for  about  six  months,  and  at  the 
end  of  that  time  he  was  put  on  his  trial — 
not  for  perjury,  but  for  writing  threaten- 
ing letters  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  To  that 
charge  he  pleaded  guilty.  And  what  was 
the  penalty  inflicted  on  that  man,  who 
was  proved  to  have  been  guilty  of  per- 
jury ?  He  had  been  six  months  in  the 
charffe  of  the  police,  during  which  he 
had  been  petted  and  taken  care  of,  and 
then  the  Judge  sentenced  him  to  nine 
months'  imprisonment,  which  was  to 
date  from  the  time  of  his  committal. 
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Of  course,  the  present  Government  were 
not  responsible  for  what  was  done  in 
that  case;  but  he  did  hope  that  now 
they  had  come  into  Office  they  would 
take  a  lesson  from  the  action  of  their 
Predecessors,  and  that  the  House  would 
hear  no  more  of  the  informer  and  the 
perjurer  being  shielded  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr"  Holmes)  said,  he  fully 
agreed  with  some  of  the  remarks  that 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  who,  however,  had 
referred  to  many  different  subjects,  and 
had  dealt  in  some  detail  with  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  Tubbercurry  case. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  prefaced  his 
observations  with  the  remark  that  the 
present  Administration  had  acted  wisely 
in  the  policy  they  had  adopted  in  regard  to 
Ireland — namely,  that  of  foregoiog  ex- 
ceptional legislation  and  relying  on  the 
enforcehient  of  the  ordinary  law.  In 
that  remark  he  (the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland)  fully  concurred.  Probably 
the  hon.  Gentleman  agreed  with  him  in 
the  view  he  took  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Administration  should  enforce  the 
ordinary  law  of  the  country,  and  would 
not,  he  was  sure,  object  to  their  doing 
their  duty  with  the  vigilance  and  energy 
they  were  wont  to  display,  especially 
when,  on  the  other  hand,  he  (the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland)  could  assure 
the  Committee  that  as  far  as  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  were  concerned 
they  would  endeavour  to  be  fair.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  made  re- 
ference to  one  matter  which  he  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  regarded 
as  of  considerable  importance — namely, 
the  subject  of  the  expenses  of  witnesses. 
It  was  said  to  be  unfair  that  those  wit- 
nesses-who  were  called  on  behalf  of  the 
Grown  should  be  paid  largo  sums  of 
money,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
witnesses  called  on  behalf  of  the  pri- 
soners should  not  receive  expenses  on 
the  same  scale.  On  that  point  he  might 
state  that  his  Predecessors  in  Office  had, 
for  some  time  past,  taken  steps  to  ensure 
that  witnesses,  no  matter  on  what  side 
they  were  called,  should  be  paid  a 
proper  amount  for  their  services  in  at- 
tending the  Court,  and  that  they  should 
be  paid  no  more  and  no  less  on  the  one 
side  than  on  the  other.  When  he  stated 
that  in  this  matter  he  should  follow 
their  example,  he  believed  he  was  only 


taking  that  course  which  was  his  duty, 
and  for  which  he  was  unable  to  claim 
for  himself  the  inauguration  of  any  new 
policy.  Having  dealt  with  that  subject, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  period  of  what  he  called 
professional  perjurers  had  passed  away* 
By  the  term  ''professional  perjurers," 
he  supposed  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  informers  giving  evidence  in  Courts 
of  Justice.  He  thought  he  might  say 
that,  no  matter  what  Government  they 
might  have  in  power,  there  was  no  Law 
Officer  representing  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land who  would  prefer  that  class  of 
evidence  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
justice.  He  entirely  concurred  in  the 
remark  that  justice  was  never  better 
carried  out  in  Ireland  than  when  re- 
liance was  placed  on  the  evidence  of 
honest  men  willing  and  able  to  bring 
crime  home  to  those  who  were  really 
criminals.  He  also  expressed  his  entire 
concurrence  in  the  hope  that  in  future 
they  might  be  enabled,  by  means  of 
that  class  of  evidence,  to  secure  con- 
victions for  crime ;  but  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  Member  would  agree  with  him 
when  he  stated  that  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  would  not  be  justified  in  re- 
jecting or  throwing  aside  a  statement 
made  by  a  person  who  admitted  that  he 
was  an  accomplice  in  a  crime.  From  the 
earliest  period  evidence  of  that  kind  had 
been  relied  upon  in  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  he  was  afraid  that  in  carrying  out 
justice  it  must  be  continued  to  be  relied 
upon,  although,  as  far  as  he  was  in- 
dividually concerned,  he  had  no  wish 
whatever,  and  he  believed  that  no  Law 
Officer  of  the  Crown  who  had  preceded 
him  had  ever  had  any  wish,  to  encourage 
informers  to  give  evidence ;  and  he  might 
add  that,  for  himself,  he  should  be  very 
slow  to  raise  in  the  minds  of  persons  of 
that  class  the  expectation  of  profit  or  re- 
ward for  giving  evidence  of  that  sort.  He 
thought  it  hardly  necessary  for  him  to  say 
— because,  in  doing  so,  he  should  only 
be  stating  that  which  he  knew  every 
Gentleman  who  had  or  who  might  occupy 
his  position  would  say — that  he  woidd 
prevent  by  every  means  in  his  power 
any  official  employed  by  the  Crown  fjtom 
endeavouring,  either  by  threats  on  the 
one  hand,  or  by  promises  on  the  other, 
to  obtain  evidence.  Having  made  those 
observations  in  reference  to  the  opinions 
advanced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
in  his  opening  statement,  and  having 
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shown  that  as  regarded  some  of  the 
observations  in  that  opening  statement 
there  was  very  little  difference  between 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  himself ,  he  had 
now  to  say  that  there  were  some  other 
matters  on  which  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as 
other  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  once 
or  twice  make  use  of  the  expression 
"  packed  juries ;  "  but  so  far  as  he  could 
gather  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  made 
any  attack  on  the  jury  in  any  particular 
case.  In  regard  to  the  Tubbercurry  case, 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  spe- 
cially referred,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
done  80,  from  his  own  point  of  view,  be- 
cause the  jury  in  that  case  had  done 
their  duty  well  and  faithfully,  as  he  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  believed, 
by  pronouncing  a  verdict,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  approved,  for  the  acquittal 
of  the  prisoners.  Some  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  followed  had  also  de- 
nounced the  jury  system  in  Ireland,  and 
the  verdicts  that  had  been  given  in  re- 
cent times.  He  must  say  that  having 
watched  those  things,  as  in  the  Profession 
to  which  he  belonged  he  was  bound  to 
do,  his  own  opinion  was — and  he 
thoroughly  believed  that  if  the  matter 
were  argued  out  in  that  House  hon. 
Members  representing  Ireland  would 
agree  with  him — that  as  far  as  the  Judges 
and  juries  were  concerned  not  only  the 
Judges,  but  the  juries  who  were  em- 
pannelled,  did  their  duty  honestly  and 
according  to  the  best  of  their  ability. 
That  was  a  matter  of  so  much  import- 
ance that  he  was  sure  the  Committee 
would  pardon  him  if  he  referred  to  two 
or  three  cases  that  had  been  incidentally 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion, in  order  to  show  that  he  was  fully 
justified  in  using  this  language.  In  the 
Tubbercurry  case,  for  example,  the  jury 
listened  to  all  the  evidence  that  was 
laid  before  them,  and,  although  it  was 
alleged  that  the  jury  belonged  to  a  class 
whose  sympathies  were  against  the  pri- 
soners, the  result  showed  that  they  did 
not  allow  their  feelings  to  warp  their 
judgment,  for  the  verdict  they  came  to 
at  the  end  of  that  trial  was  one  of  ac- 
quittal. In  the  Maamtrasna  case,  no  at- 
tempt had  ever  been  made  to  attack  the 
jury  in  a  serious  way ;  and  he  would  tell 
the  Committee  the  reason  why  no  such 
attempt  had  been  made.     There  were 
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three  verdicts  given  in  the  Maamtrasna 
case.  The  first  two  were  admitted  to 
have  been  just  and  right  in  every  par- 
ticular ;  and  although  it  was  stated  that 
the  third  verdict  was  erroneous,  that 
verdict  was  given  on  precisely  the  same 
evidence  as  that  on  which  the  first  two 
verdicts  had  been  arrived  at,  the  only 
ground  on  which  the  justice  of  the  third 
verdict  was  challenged  being  that  cir- 
cumstances had  since  come  to  light  that 
would  have  altered  the  conclusion  then 
come  to. 

Mr.  DEASY  :  It  was  I  who  referred 
to  the  Maamtrasna  case,  and  I  did  not 
impugn  the  verdict  of  the  jury.  All  I 
did  was  to  say  the  verdict  was  not  ac- 
cording to  the  facts  since  brought  to 
light. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  said,  he  was  glad  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  interposed  with  that  re- 
mark, as  it  would  relieve  him  from  one 
portion  of  his  contention.  He  thought 
that  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  below  the  Gangway  would 
agree,  however  much  they  might  assail 
the  composition  of  the  juries  in  Ireland, 
that  when  those  juries  came  to  consider 
the  facts  put  before  them  they  did  their 
duty  to  the  best  of  their  ability,  and  it 
certainly  would  be  very  difficult  to  show 
that  they  did  not.  What  he  under- 
stood to  be  the  argument  on  the  other 
side  was  not  that  there  was  not  in 
several  of  those  cases  evidence  on  which 
the  juries  could  act,  but  that  subse- 
quently circumstances  had  been  brought 
to  light  which  would  have  altered  the 
conclusion  at  which  they  had  arrived. 
[Mr.  Sexton  :  That  is  so,  usually.]  It 
was  obvious,  under  those  circumstances, 
that,  looking  at  the  matter  from  his 
point  of  view,  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  the  juries  had  been  governed  by  a 
desire  to  do  fair  justice  as  between  man 
and  man  ;  and  he  should  be  sorry  if  any 
Member  of  that  House  were  to  suppose 
that  anyone  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland  was 
not  firmly  impressed  with  the  belief  that 
both  Judges  and  juries  were  actuated  by 
a  sincere  anxiety  to  do  what  was  right, 
and  that  in  the  cases  that  had  been 
brought  before  them  they  had  done  their 
best  in  that  respect.  There  was  another 
matter  to  which  he  wished  to  refer,  as 
one  that  had  been  commented  on  in  the 
course  of  that  debate.  It  had  been  stated 
that  policemen,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  and 
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District  Inspectors  had  conducted  them- 
selves improperly  in  the  way  in  which 
they  had  approached  persons  who  were 
expected  to  become  witnesses  in  import- 
ant trials.  He  had  said  before,  and  he 
would  say  again,  that  no  language  could 
be  too  strong  to  condemn  the  action  of 
any  official  who  would  approach  any 
man,  whether  in  Ireland  or  elsewhere, 
either  with  a  promise  or  a  threat,  to  in- 
duce him  to  give  false  or  even  coloured 
evidence ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  a  charge  of  that 
character  ought  not  to  be  received  unless 
it  were  distinctly  formulated  and  fully 
investigated,  and,  above  all,  that  the  per- 
son accused  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  answering  the  charge  brought  against 
him  before  even  an  opinion  could  be 
formed  one  way  or  the  other  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  was  sure  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  be  the  last  to  wish  him  to  give 
an  ex  parte  judgment  on  any  case.  The 
first  matter  was  to  see  whether  the  in- 
dividual himself  knew  anything  of  the 
charge,  and  to  hear  what  he  had  to  say 
before  they  put  forward  any  opinion 
formed  on  the  subject.  Now,  the  Tub- 
bercurry  case  had  occupied  a  very  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton), 
and  almost  all  hon.  Members  who  had 
spoken  since  had  dealt  with  it.  As  far 
as  lie  was  concerned,  he  knew  little  or 
nothing  about  that  case  until  he  entered 
the  House  that  day,  and,  as  far  as  he 
was  aware,  the  present  was  the  first 
occasion  on  which  there  had  been  any 
discussion  in  reference  to  it.  Further, 
as  far  as  he  was  aware,  the  statement 
brought  before  the  Committee  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  been  made 
public  for  the  first  time  on  that  occasion. 
He,  at  any  rate,  had  never  heard  any- 
thing about  it  before,  and  he  had 
entered  the  House  without  any  Notice 
that  it  would  be  the  subject  of  discus- 
sion. [Mr.  Sexton  :  The  essential  points 
appeared  in  The  Freeman^a  Journal  a 
month  ago.  "I  He  could,  of  course,  only 
deal  with  the  matter  on  the  information 
before  him.  He  did  not  complain  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  not  giving 
him  Notice  of  his  intention  to  raise  this 
question,  because  he  knew  that  hon. 
Members  must  in  that  House  take 
advantage  of  opportunities  as  they  pre- 
sented themselves  for  raising  questions 
of  the  kind,  and  he  was  also  aware  that 
lie  and  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Col- 


league must  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
such  matters  when  they  arose.  The  obser- 
vations which  he  desired  to  make  upon 
the  subject  were  very  few  indeed.  He 
wished  to  refer  to  one  or  two  gentlemen 
whose  names  had  been  mentioned  in 
connection  with  this  matter.  In  addi- 
tion to  that  of  Mr.  Randal  Peyton  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  mentioned  the 
names  of  one  or  two  detectives  and 
policemen.  He  believed  Mr.  Eandal 
Peyton  to  be  incapable  of  doing  any 
such  act  as  had  been  imputed  by  hon. 
Members  opposite.  Mr.  Peyton  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  zealous  and  fair-minded 
public  servant,  and  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  for  a  considerable  time 
before  he  became  Crown  Solicitor  he 
occupied  an  eminent  position  in  the 
Legal  Profession,  he  should  not  be  dis- 
posed to  think  that  his  character  would 
have  been  so  changed  by  reason  of  the 
office  which  he  now  held,  and  especially 
because  he  had  no  personal  interest  in 
the  matter.  His  salary  was  not  de- 
pendent on  results ;  he  had  simply  to  do 
his  duty  in  the  position  which  he  held  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  should  be  exceedingly 
surprised  if  it  could  be  shown  that  he 
had  acted  improperly  in  this  or  in  any 
other  case ;  and  certainly  he  would  not 
allow  himself  to  be  influenced  in  any 
degree  against  him  or  any  other  official 
by  the  statements  made  in  the  House 
that  day.  He  said  that  with  all  respect 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  who  made  those  state- 
ments. He  had  already  stated  that  in 
questions  of  this  kind  no  person  was 
justified  either  in  forming  an  opinion  or 
in  allowing  his  mind  to  take  a  bias 
simply  because  statements  of  a  certain 
kind  were  made.  Whatever  might 
result,  he  wished  to  guard  himself  by 
saying  that  at  the  present  time  he  did 
not  think  he  should  be  justified  in 
taking  action  against  gentlemen  who, 
as  public  officials,  had  hitherto  borne 
an  honourable  character;  and  he  repeated 
that  in  making  that  statement  he  did  so 
without  the  slightest  disrespect  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  brought  forward  those 
matters,  or  to  persons  who  made  those 
statements.  If  a  charge  was  to  be 
brought  against  any  individual,  he  need 
not  point  out  that  there  was  a  way  in 
which  it  should  be  brought,  and  that 
there  was  a  regular  process  by  which  it 
should  be  supported.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
be  the  first  to  say  he  was  wrong  if  he 
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were  then  to  express  an  opinion  that 
the  persons  in  question  had  acted  rightly 
or  wrongly.  A  suggestion  had  been 
made  by  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  a  person  named  Morrin  should  be 
indicted  for  perjury.  Inasmuch  as  the 
jury,  having  heard  the  case,  could  not 
accept  his  testimony,  he  also  was  obliged 
to  reject  the  evidence  of  that  informer. 
He  thought  it  the  duty  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  and  everyone 
else  to  accept  the  verdict  of  the  jury, 
which  in  his  own  mind  he  was  satisfied 
was  a  just  one.  As  he  understood  it, 
the  alleged  perjury  rested  on  the  differ- 
ence that  existed  between  one  informa- 
tion sworn  in  the  month  of  March  and 
another  sworn  in  the  following  April. 
He  was  sure  that  an  indictment  for 
peijury  founded  upon  that  would  not  be 
sustainable  before  a  jury.  When  a  man 
with  a  large  number  of  circumstances  in 
his  mind  extending  over  many  months 
made  a  statement  with  regard  to  any 
particular  person  which  was  not  in 
accordance  with  fact,  no  jury  would,  he 
thought,  be  disposed  to  assume  that  he 
was  wilfully  making  a  wrong  statement. 
Therefore,  he  should  not,  under  the 
circumstances,  feel  justified  in  having 
this  man  indicted  for  perjury.  He  had 
now  expressed  his  views  upon  the 
particular  matters  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo.  With 
regard  to  the  constables,  he  dealt  with 
them,  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  he  had 
dealt  with  the  other  persons  named. 
He  repeated  that  he  could  not  accept 
as  proved  anything  against  the  character 
of  those  men  until  the  matter  had  been 
brought  in  the  shape  of  a  properly 
formulated  charge.  There  were  some 
other  subjects  that  he  wished  to  refer 
to  before  he  sat  down.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  County  (Mr. 
P.  J.  Power)  had  asked  a  question 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  Mr. 
Bolton.  The  hon.  Member  appeared  to 
be  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Bolton 
had  once  acted  as  Crown  Solicitor  for 
the  county  of  Waterford  ;  if  so,  it  was 
a  matter  with  which  he  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  was  unacquainted. 
Mr.  Bolton  was  Crown  Solicitor  for 
Tipperary,  and  still  retained  that  posi- 
tion. His  salary  was  £400  a-year,  with 
£250  for  allowances. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  presumed  that 
Mr.  Bolton's  visit  to  Waterford  was  in 
connection  with  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
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Act.  He  had  seen  Mr.  Bolton  challenge 
a  number  of  respectable  jurymen  in  the 
Waterford  Court  House. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  said,  the  fact  was  as  he  had 
stated.  Mr.  Bolton  was  Crown  Solicitor 
for  the  county  of  Tipperary,  and  received 
the  salary  mentioned  in  the  Vote.  That 
was  certainly  the  only  position  held  by 
him  in  his  Department.  [Mr.  Sexton  : 
The  Valuation  Office.]  He  thought  not ; 
but  if  there  was  any  question  on  that 
point,  it  was  a  matter  for  the  Treasury. 
The  position  of  Crown  Solicitor  for  the 
county  of  Tipperary  had  been  held  by 
Mr.  Bolton  for  a  great  number  of  years. 
There  had  not  been  any  charge  broirght 
against  Mr.  Bolton  in  that  House  with 
regard  to  the  discharge  of  his  official 
duties  as  Crown  Solicitor  for  Tipperary. 
In  reference  to  the  matter  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  County 
(Mr.  P.  J.  Power),  there  was  no  doubt  that 
Mr.  Bolton  had  been  employed  at  times 
during  the  last  four  years  for  special 
purposes,  for  which  he  received  a  special 
remuneration.  They  all  knew  that, 
under  the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, officials  were  often  sent  to  do  other 
work  than  that  which  strictly  apper- 
tained to  their  office,  and  Mr.  Bolton 
had  frequently  had  such  duties  imposed 
upon  him.  He  believed  that  duties  of  this 
character  should  be  performed  by  re- 
sponsible officers  as  their  ordinary  work, 
and  that  their  salaries  should  appear  on 
the  Estimates,  so  that  they  might  be 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  House  from 
year  to  year.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny County  (Mr.  Marum)  had  asked 
him  a  question  with  reference  to  the  Law 
Adviserships.  He  had  had  the  honour 
of  holding  that  Office  for  one  or  two  years. 
It  was  an  Office  which  was  abob'shed 
by  the  late  Government ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  County  had  ad- 
vocated its  restoration  on  the  ground  of 
the  assistance  given  by  the  Law  Ad- 
visers to  the  magistrates.  He  confessed 
that  even  at  the  time  he  held  the  Office, 
he  thought  it  was  one  of  a  questionable 
character,  and  which  ought  not  to  be 
continued.  He  thought  that  majgistrates 
should  not  be  advised  by  any  Officer  of 
the  Crown,  and  that  any  person  occupy- 
ing a  judicial  position  should  perform 
his  duties  with  entire  independence.  He 
thought  he  had  now  referred  to  the 
various  matters  brought  forward  by  hon. 
Members  in  relation  to  the  Tote  under 
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discussion.  If  lie  had  omitted  to  reply 
to  any  particular  question,  he  would  be 
glad  if  hon.  Members  would  direct  his 
attention  thereto.  Finally,  he  thought 
that  the  Judges  and  juries  in  Ireland 
had  done  their  duty — that  was  to  say, 
as  far  as  he  could  judge;  and  even 
where  the  verdicts  might  appear  to  be 
divergent  from  some  of  the  evidence,  it 
was  with  reference  to  matters  brought 
to  light  subsequently. 

Mr.  WALKER  said,  he  wished  to  refer 
to  one  or  two  matters  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
He  meant  the  charges  and  attacks  made 
against  certain  persons  who  had  dis- 
charged their  duties  in  respect  of  the 
Tubbercurry  case.  First,  there  were 
the  Eesident  Magistrates,  who  held  the 
investigation ;  secondly,  the  Crown  So- 
licitor ;  and,  thirdly,  the  constables  who 
had  been  named  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo ;  and  with  regard  to  the  latter 
he  would  say  that,  although  they  occu- 
pied a  lower  position,  they  were  as 
much  entitled  to  the  same  treatment 
which  any  fair-minded  man  would  ex- 
tend to  persons  in  a  higher  situation. 
They  also  lived  by  their  character,  and 
their  bread  depended  upon  their  main- 
taining it.  He  agreed  with  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  in  saying  that  they 
ought  not  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the 
conduct  of  persons  upon  ex  parte  state- 
ments, even  when  made  by  responsible 
Members  in  that  House.  They  knew 
that  in  those  cases  statements  of  the 
kind  had  circulated  far  and  wide 
throughout  the  country,  and  that  they 
had  received  a  significance  far  beyond 
what  they  deserved,  as  coming  before 
the  public  with  a  certain  amount  of 
weight  attached  to  them.  Whenever 
any  statements  had  been  made  in  that 
House  with  reference  to  the  conduct  of 
persons  connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  in  Ireland  and  those 
statements  reached  his  ears,  he  had 
taken  what  he  considered  to  be  the 
right  course  of  inquiring  into  the  mat- 
ter, and  ascertaining  whether  there  was 
any  foundation  for  them.  It  was  a  fact 
that  a  charge  had  been  made  against 
the  Eesident  Magistrate  referred  to,  on 
the  representation  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  and  that  matter 
was  investigated — it  was  thoroughly  in- 
quired into,  and,  upon  the  statement  of 
everyone   connected  with   the   matter, 


the  most  complete  contradiction  was 
given  to  the  charge,  which  was,  of 
course,  inconsistent  with  the  high  posi- 
tion filled  by  the  gentleman  in  ques- 
tion. Then,  as  regarded  Mr.  Bandal 
Peyton,  that  gentleman  had  held,  and 
still  held,  a  high  position  in  the  Public 
Service;  it  had  been  his  lot  to  meet 
him  on  several  occasions,  and  so  far  as 
he  knew  his  character  he  entirely  con- 
curred with  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  in  believing  that  he 
would  be  utterly  incapable  of  commit- 
ting anything  in  the  nature  of  the  act 
ascribed  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo.  The  charge  against  this  gentle- 
man had  never 'been  made  in  any  defi- 
nite form,  so  far  as  he  was  aware ;  he 
therefore  treated  the  statement  as  en- 
tirely ex  parte,  and  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  attach  no  value  to  it 
until  it  had  been  substantiated.  With 
regard  to  the  constables,  the  charge 
against  them,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  agreed,  was  now  mentioned  in 
that  House  for  the  first  time.  He  had 
been  present  on  almost  all  the  occasions 
on  which  the  Tubbercurry  case  had  been 
mentioned,  and  he  could  say  that  no 
allusion  had  ever  been  made  to  this 
statement  with  regard  to  the  three  con- 
stables. He  thought  it  unfortunate  that, 
if  there  was  any  foundation  for  the 
charges  made  against  them,  the  case 
had  not  been  referred  to  those  in  au- 
thority over  them,  in  which  case,  as  far 
as  he  knew,  the  Chief  of  the  Force 
would  have  been  ready  to  deal  with  it, 
and  everyone  would  admit  that  if  he 
did  not  do  so,  his  conduct  would  de- 
serve the  stroD  gest  condemnation .  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  affidavit  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  read,  as  coming 
from  the  porter  at  the  Sligo  Workhouse, 
who  said  that  he  had  been  threatened 
with  respect  to  his  place ;  a  charge  of 
that  kind  had  certainly  been  hinted  at, 
but  he  had  never  heard  it  specifically 
stated.  Upon  the  face  of  it,  he  thought 
the  statement  required  some  further 
corroboration  before  it  could  be  ac- 
cepted as  true.  Finally,  all  the  charges 
made  had  been  thoroughly  investigated 
and  disproved. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  be- 
lieved hon.  Members  on  those  Benches 
were  quite  prepared  to  acknowledge  the 
courtesy  in  tone  and  the  kindness  in 
spirit  exhibited  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Qene? 
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ral  for  Ireland  in  his  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo ;  but  he  thought  they 
would  have  been  better  pleased  if  the 
result  had  been  different.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  had  brought 
before  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
certain  definite  charges,  expressed  in 
unmistakable  language ;  and  he  thought 
that  while  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  justified,  indeed,  called 
upon,  to  refuse  to  express  any  opinion 
on  those  charges,  he  might  have  gone 
more  fully  into  them  and  said  that  an 
investigation  would  be  held.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  pointed 
to  several  obstacles  in  the  way  of  investi- 
gation ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
thought  that  those  obstacles  would  not 
be  found  to  be  insuperable  if  the  charge 
had  been  laid  against  a  person  accused 
of  agrarian  crime.  What  were  the  ob- 
stacles which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  brought  forward.  First, 
he  said  that  the  statements  were  ex  parte; 
but  hishon.Friend  had  placed  statements 
in  the  hands  of  the  authorities  with 
everything  necessary  to  support  them. 
He  said  with  regard  to  the  constables, 
that  men  charged  with  such  grievous 
offences  should  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
in  the  Force,  or,  at  any  rate,  that  they 
should  be  suspended  until  those  charges 
had  been  investigated.  If  the  charges 
had  the  slightest  foundation  in  fact,  the 
men  in  question  were  a  danger  and  a 
pest  to  society,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  see  that  they  were  no 
longer  continued  in  their  present  posi- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  man  Morrin, 
he  saw  no  reason  why  he  should  not  be 
brought  to  trial ;  his  statements  contra- 
dicted themselves ;  he  said  that  men 
were  present  at  a  place  at  a  time  when 
they  were  really  suffering  terms  of  im- 
prisonment. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  discrepan- 
cies in  this  man's  statements  as  small 
discrepancies;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  SHgo  had  been  able  to  show  that 
there  was  a  very  wide  difference  between 
the  statements  of  Morrin  and  the  actual 
facts.  His  hon.  Friend  had  shown  that 
some  of  the  men  who  Morrin  said  were 
at  a  certain  place  at  a  certain  timo,  on 
a  certain  day,  were  not  and  never  had 
been  at  the  place.  Certainly  he  thought 
there  was  ^primd  facts  case  for  inquiry 
into  that  matter,  and  hon.  Members  on 
those  Benches  would  be  very  disap- 
pointed if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 


Gentleman  did  not  mean  that  an  inves- 
tigation should   be  made.      The  right 
hon.    and  learned  Gentleman  had,   of 
course,    adopted  the  usual  tone  with 
regard  to  these  matters.     It  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  villainous  tradition  of  the 
Office  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
were  bound  to  stand  by  all   officials, 
whether  they  were  good,  bad,  or  indif- 
ferent ;  and  he  said  that  the  very  atti- 
tude of  the  Government  towards  officials 
in   Ireland   was  one  of  the   strongest 
reasons  why  law  and  justice  were  some- 
times in  contempt.     It  was  not  part  of 
the  case  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  challenge 
the  composition  of  juries  or  the  verdicts 
they  had  given,   although  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  quite  ready  to  discuss  that 
question  when  it  was  properly  raised. 
But  there  were  cases  in  which  the  ver- 
dicts were  open  and  might  be  said  to  be 
in  suspense,  in  consequence  of  evidence 
which  had  come  forward    since    they 
were  given.     He  referred  to  cases  which 
he   and  his  hon.  Friends  thought  de- 
manded re-inquiry,  and  in  which  they 
had  been  able  to  bring  forward  evidence 
that  was  not  at  first  in  their  possession. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  seemed 
to  cast  some  doubt  on  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  with  regard 
to  the  general  conduct  of  these  cases  in 
Ireland.     He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
the  one  solitary  individual  in  Ireland 
who  was  not  acquainted  with  the  fact 
that  the  testimony  in  these  cases  had 
been  obtained   by  the  liberal    use  of 
bribes  and  threats.     The  right  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman  had  spoken  with 
becoming  horror  of  the  profession  of  in- 
former.   But  was  it  not  extraordinary 
that  not  only  had  the  Government  got 
informers    to  give  evidence,    but  that 
they  seemed  to  have  gone  on  a  voyage 
of  discovery  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
men  of  the  lowest  and  basest  descrip- 
tion  to  support  their  case  ?     Take  ihe 
witnesses  in  the  cases  under  considera- 
tion,  and  it  would  be  found  that  not 
only  were  they  persons  belonging  to  the 
lowest  classes,  but  that  they  were  crimi- 
nals before  these  trials  occurred.    The 
informers  in  most  of  the  cases  had  been 
men  who,  long  before  these  trials,  were 
notorious  as  the  pests,    outcasts,   and 
scourges  of  society  in  their  neighbour- 
hoods ;  and  that  alone  was  one  of  the 
most  suspicious  circumstances  connected 
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with  the  trials.  And  then  the  rewards 
given  to  informers  and  witnesses  had 
heen,  considering  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland,  monstrous  in  amount.  Did  they 
not  know  that  in  England,  where  Go- 
yemment  offered  a  large  reward  for  the 
detection  of  a  crime,  there  were  always 
some  persons  degraded  enough  to  come 
forward  and  try  to  get  it  by  giving  false 
evidence  ?  There  was  the  case  of  the 
trial  which  took  place  in  connection  with 
a  murder  in  Holborn.  A  soldier  of  the 
Grenadier  Guards  was  killed,  and  the 
assassin  had  not  heen  discovered;  the 
Government  of  the  day  offered  a  large 
reward,  and  the  result  was  that  a  few 
days  afterwards  a  man  was  arrested  ;  a 
woman  went  before  the  magistrates  and 
gave  evidence  which  seemed  to  connect 
him  with  the  murder ;  she  broke  down, 
however,  in  her  story,  and  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  wicked  creature  had 
come  forward  with  manufactured  evi- 
dence in  the  hope  of  gaining  the  large 
reward  offered  for  the  discovery  of  the 
murderer.  The  man  who  had  been 
arrested  was  discharged ;  he  was  not 
sure  whether  the  woman  was  prosecuted 
for  perjury ;  but  there  was  no  newspaper 
in  the  country  which  did  not  comment 
on  the  danger  of  offering  large  rewards 
for  the  detection  of  crime  ;  and  so  much 
indignation  was  felt  that  the  late  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  issued 
a  public  Memorandum  to  the  effect  that 
these  rewards  did,  usually,  far  more 
harm  than  good.  That  was  the  second 
point  that  had  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion in  the  case.  Thirdly,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  men  when  taken  from  the 
dock  were  plied  for  days  and  weeks 
with  all  the  resources  of  terrorism  which 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  placed  in 
the  hands  of  officials  in  Ireland.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  they  were 
threatened,  and  that  Inspectors  and 
others  had  been  in  their  cells  in  order 
to  cajole  these  wretched  men  to  make 
statements  in  aid  of  the  prosecution  ;  so 
that,  in  fact,  they  had  in  this  case  all 
the  circumstances  which  cast  doubt  on 
public  trials.  The  Crown  witnesses 
were  spies,  and  their  informers  were 
outcasts.  Their  witnesses  had  been 
subjected  alike  to  the  hope  of  reward 
and  the  fear  of  punishment,  and  in 
many  cases  the  witnesses  had  given  the 
clearest  disproof  of  the  truth  of  their 
evidence  by  their  own  contradiction. 
In  consequence  of  the  ruling  of  a  dis- 


tinguished authority  he  would  not  even 
make  the  suggestion  that  there  could  be, 
even  in  the  imagination,  such  a  thing 
as  hypothetical  partizanship  of  Judges  ; 
but  here  they  had  the  preliminaries  of 
the  trial  attended  with  all  those  circum- 
stances which  throw  suspicion  on  the 
proceedings.  Then  there  was  a  ques- 
tion which  occurred  to  the  mind  of 
everybody  who  considered  these  cases. 
He  referred  to  a  policy  that  had  been 
recently  vindicated  in  that  House  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 
The  extraordinary  doctrine  had  been 
laid  down  that  the  foundations  of  law 
and  order  would  be  shaken  if  the  Head 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  who  had 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  at  his  disposal, 
did  not  refuse  investigation  in  cases  of 
this  kind,  no  matter  what  might  be 
brought  forward.  But  it  was  only  yes- 
terday that  a  Question  was  asked  in  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  case  of  Dr. 
Bradley,  who  had  been  sentenced  to  two 
years'  imprisonment  for  an  assault  on  a 
woman,  who  it  was  afterwards  found 
was  habitually  and  constantly  bringing 
false  charges  against  men ;  and,  in  reply 
to  that  Question,  the  Home  Secretary 
said  that  he  had  investigated  the  case, 
and  found  so  much  doubt  involved  in  it 
that  he  had  ordered  the  man  to  be  re- 
leased. Now,  if  the  case  he  had  men- 
tioned had  occurred  in  Ireland,  instead 
of  in  England,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  been  blamed  for  investi- 
gating the  case  after  the  sentence,  be- 
cause, on  the  doctrine  which  had  been 
laid  down  with  regard  "to  Ireland,  he 
had  done  that  which  would  shake  the 
whole  foundations  of  law  and  order. 
[Mr.  Beresford  dissented.]  The  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  dissented  from 
that;  but  if  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
were  convicted  and  imprisoned,  and  sub- 
sequently to  his  conviction  it  was  shown 
that  there  was  doubt  in  Ihe  case,  he  was 
entitled  to  have  the  case  retried.  He 
was,  therefore,  unable  to  perceive  the 
nature  of  the  objection  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  forward.  But  here 
the  principle  had  been  laid  down  that  it 
was  better  for  the  preservation  of  law 
and  order  that  an  innocent  man  should 
remain  in  prison  than  that  an  investi-  . 
gation  should  be  held.  They  were 
finding  the  principles  of  the  Liberal 
Party  put  forward  by  the  most  con- 
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spicuous  Tories  in  the  House ;  and  he 
repeated  that  it  had  been  laid  down  by 
one  of  them  that  it  was  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland  that  innocent  men  should  con- 
tinue in  gaol,  rather  than  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  should  hold  an 
investigation.  Well,  he  said  that  the 
G-ovemment  should  not  allow  them- 
selves to  be  deterred  from  dealing  with 
these  matters  by  the  cry  of  every  mal- 
content below  the  Gangway,  and  of 
their  Friends  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House.  In  this  matter  he  said 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  —  **  Be 
just  and  fear  not,"  and  he  was  cer- 
tain that  they  would  stand  the  better 
for  it.  Was  it  not  an  intolerable  thing, 
when  the  whole  mind  of  Ireland  was 
shaken  with  doubt  as  to  the  justice  of 
a  verdict  on  which  a  man  had  been 
hanged,  when  men  in  that  House  hold- 
ing opposite  political  opinions  joined  in 
a  demand  for  inquiry — was  it  not  in- 
tolerable that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  should  be  called  on  to  refuse  all 
inquiry  and  investigation,  and  that  men 
should  be  allowed  to  remain  in  prison, 
under  the  circumstances  that  had  been 
described,  without  any  chance  of  being 
released?  He  watched  with  some  in- 
terest the  electioneering  manoeuvres 
now  taking  place ;  and,  as  far  as  ho 
could  see,  one  of  the  cries  with  which 
the  Liberal  Party  were  going  to  the 
country  was  that  Earl  Spencer,  whether 
right  or  wrong,  ought  to  be  defended 
by  his  Successors  in  Office;  that  they 
should  stand  up  for  him,  although  they 
had  no  share  in  his  appointment  or  his 
government  in  Ireland.  If  that  cry  was 
to  be  adopted  by  the  Liberal  Party,  he 
would  suggest  a  counter  cry  for  the 
use  of  the  Conservative  Party.  The 
Government  should  ask  the  country 
to  answer  the  question — "  Was  it  our 
duty  to  keep  innocent  men  in  gaol, 
or  to  hang  innocent  men ;  if  there  was 
alleged  proof  of  their  innocence,  was 
it  not  our  duty  to  investigate  their  case, 
and  declare  them  free  if  innocent?" 
What  strength  would  there  not  be  in 
that  appeal  in  the  mind  of  every  honest 
man  in  the  Kingdom  !  The  great  argu- 
ment against  granting  the  inquiry  which 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
demanded  in  the  case  of  the  Tubberourry 
prisoners  and  other  oases  was  that  the 
abuses  pointed  out  were  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  in 
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Ireland.  But,  he  asked,  what  had  this 
system  of  bribing,  terrifying,  and  jnry- 
packing  done  for  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland  ?  He  said  that  these 
trials  had  done  more  to  sow  the  seeds  of 
future  discord  and  crime  in  that  country 
than  if  all  the  guilty  men  who  had  been 
recently  brought  to  justice  there  had 
been  acquitted. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  said,  he  had 
listened  with  some  interest  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  in  reply  to  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
It  had  been  remarked  that  nothing  could 
be  more  courteous  than  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  addressed  himself  on  that 
and  on  previous  occasions  to  Irish  ques- 
tions; but  he  (Mr.  Eedmond)  thought 
it    incumbent    on    Irish    Members    to 
point  out  to  him    that  he    would  be 
greatly  disappointed  if  he  thought  that 
he  would  be  able  to  rule  Ireland  by 
giving  courteous  replies,  and  if  he  did 
not  go  further  in  the  direction  of  satis- 
fying the  demands  now  made  upon  him. 
It  would  seem  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  misunderstood,   al- 
most purposely,  the  demand  made  by 
Irish  Members  on  the  present  occasion ; 
he  appealed  to  the  Committee  for  sup- 
port when  he  said  that  he  should  not  be 
justified,  on  ex  parte  statements,  in  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  as  to  the  guilt  of 
certain  persons  connected  with  the  Tub- 
bercurry  case ;  and  he  very  rightly  said 
that  he  could  not,  on  such  statements, 
use  his  authority  to  order  an  indict- 
ment.    But  he  (Mr.  Redmond)  under- 
stood that  neither  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  nor  his  Colleagues 
expected  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  stand  up  at  the  Table  and  say 
at  once  that  he  would  on  that  em  parte 
statement  order  an  indictment.     What 
they  wanted  was  that  he  should  con- 
sider the  grave  charges  made,  and  that 
when  he  had  received  those  formulated 
charges,  and  duly  considered  the  evi- 
dence brought  forward  to  sustain  them, 
he  should  then  make  up  his  mind  as 
to  whether  ho  would  order  an  indict- 
ment or  not.     It  seemed  to  him,  there- 
fore, that  the  right  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  had  almost  purposely  mis- 
understood the  real  nature  of  the  de- 
mand made.     He  trusted  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, who  had  listened  to  the  debate 
with  the  attention  he  was  accustomed 
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to  bestow  upon  Irish  questions,  would 
be  able  to  give  them  more  satisfaction 
in  this  matter.  He  was  obliged  to  say, 
also,  that  he  had  listened  with  some  re- 
gret to  the  sweeping  comments  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on 
the  conduct  of  the  Judges  and  juries 
throughout  Ireland ;  it  looked  as  if  he 
were  answering  the  speeches  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  which  charged 
the  new  Government  with  having  aban- 
doned the  Judges  and  juries  in  Ireland. 
But  they  had  not  been  attacked  by  Irish 
Members,  as  an  essential  part  of  their 
case  in  reference  to  these  miscarriages 
of  justice.  They  agreed  that  in  some  of 
the  cases  the  juries  had  acted  indepen- 
dently and  honestly;  their  point  was, 
that  the  constitution  of  juries  was  such 
that  they  probably  found  verdicts  which 
men  otherwise  chosen  could  not  have 
found.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
the  Government  were  sure  the  juries 
had  found  verdicts  in  accordance  with 
their  honest  convictions ;  but  the  reply 
to  that  was  that  those  juries  were  taken 
from  a  class  whose  bias  and  political 
prejudice  must  have  unfitted  them  to 
form  a  free  judgment.  Of  course,  it 
was  true  that  those  juries  had  been  se- 
lected under  the  ftevention  of  Crime 
Act,  which  Act  was  about  to  expire,  and 
they  might  hereafter  be  saved  the  miser- 
able exhibition  of  prisoners  being 
brought  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
another,  to  be  tried  before  juries  com- 
posed substantially  from  a  class  known 
to  be  hostile  to  the  National  movement. 
He  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  for  one 
moment  to  allude  to  the  action  of  the 
officials  and  Judges  in  one  of  the  cases 
which  he  hoped  would  also  become 
the  subject  of  inquiry ;  and  he  would 
do  so  simply  to  afford  an  illustration  to 
the  Committee  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  Crown  officials  had  acted,  and  to 
show  how  careless  had  been  the  sweep- 
ing comments  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
He  referred  now  to  the  Barbavilla-case, 
with  regard  to  which  some  extraordinary 
revelations  had  come  to  light.  The'case 
was  one  of  murder,  and  it  rested  on  a 
certain  meeting,  on  a  certain  day,  in  a 
certain  house ;  the  only  witnesses  were 
the  two  M^Keowns,  father  and  son,  and 
an  informer,  who  had  afterwards  stated 
that  he  had  given  false  evidence.  The 
two  men  named  made  statements  to  the 
Crown  at  different  periods;  the  father 
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made  a  statement  which  was  not  cor- 
roborated by  the  statement  of  the 
younger  man ;  but  in  a  subsequent 
statement  it  was  corroborated,  and  it 
was  then  alleged  that  collusion  had 
taken  place.  The  idea  was  scouted  out 
of  Court,  and  the  learned  Judge  him- 
self said  that — 

"  To  insinuate  that  collusion  had  taken  place 
was  to  insinuate  that  the  very  sources  of  jus- 
tice were  polluted.'* 

The  suggestion,  as  he  had  said,  was 
scouted  out  of  Court.  One  of  the  jurors, 
he  believed,  had  written  to  the  papers 
to  say  that  if  collusion  had  been  proved 
at  the  trial,  he,  for  one,  would  not  have 
brought  in  a  verdict  of  guilty.  He  was 
alluding  to  this  case  in  illustration  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  Crown  officials 
and  Judges  acted  in  cases  where  it  could 
be  proved  that  collusion  had  taken  place. 
An  official  of  the  Crown  who  still  occu- 
pied a  position  in  the  Police  had  come 
forward  to  make  a  solemn  declaration 
that  collusion  did  take  place ;  and  here 
he  would  again  emphasize  the  fact  that 
upon  this  one  point  of  evidence  de- 
pended the  whole  case,  because  Judge 
Lawson  had  also  stated  that  if  the  evi- 
dence of  these  witnesses  was  shaken, 
the  case  of  the  Crown  would  not  hold 
water.  Sergeant  Fitzgerald,  who  was 
concerned  in  making  up  the  case,  and 
who  was  still  in  the  Police  Force,  had 
come  forward  to  prove  that  this  collu- 
sion did  take  place.  He  stated  that,  in 
regard  to  the  difference  between  the 
two  statements,  the  father  had  said 
that  if  he  had  an  interview  with  his  son 
he  could  make  it  all  right ;  whereupon 
the  Crown  officials  put  the  two  men  to- 
gether, and  allowed  them  to  arrange 
the  point  between  them,  and  thus  it  was 
that  the  evidence  of  the  two  men  was 
made  to  coincide,  and  their  story  was 
hashed  up  for  the  jury.  It  was  in  this 
way  that  the  officials  who  had  been  ex- 
travagantly praised  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  acted  in  some 
of  the  cases.  It  was  notorious  that 
some  of  the  juries  had  been  packed.  A 
panel  of  200  jurors  was  returned  to  try 
the  Barbavilla  case ;  the  whole  of  whom 
were  called  out  and  had  to  answer  to 
their  names  in  Court ;  the  prisoner  had 
the  right  to  challenge  six  jurors,  while 
the  Crown  had  the  unlimited  power  of 
challenging  the  rest  of  the  jurors;  24 
Catholic  gentlemen  were  ordered  to 
stand  aside,  one  of  whom  was  a  magis- 
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trato  of  the  county  of  Down.  So  that 
it  was  notorious  that  these  jurors  were 
picked  from  a  class  which  could  not  be 
expected  to  give  the  prisoner  that  fair 
and  important  trial  which  every  accused 
man  had  a  right  to.  It  had  been  the 
custom  throughout  all  the  trials,  whe- 
ther the  alleged  crime  arose  from  agra- 
rian disputes  or  not,  for  the  Crown  offi- 
cials to  give  every  one  of  them  a  political 
aspect.  A  political  aspect  had  been 
given  to  the  Barbavilla  case  ;  and  that 
should  be  taken  together  witb  the  well- 
known  political  bias  of  the  Judges,  and 
the  fact  that  juries  were  packed  with 
men  hostile  to  the  movement  from  which 
they  thought  these  crimes  had  sprung. 
He  did  not  wish  to  go  into  the  merits 
of  these  cases,  because  they  had  been 
told  that  they  would  be  reconsidered  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  only  use  of 
this  debate  was  to  show  that  the  in- 
vestigation which  was  about  to  take 
place  should  be  a  thorough  and  a  sweep- 
ing one,  and  that  it  would  not  do  for 
the  Government  to  dispose  of  charges 
like  those  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sligo  against  Govern- 
ment officials  in  the  cavalier  way  in 
which  they  had  been  disposed  of  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  at 
the  Table  that  day.  If  those  charges 
■were  formulated — as,  no  doubt,  they 
would  be — and  if  the  evidence  on  which 
they  rested  were  sent  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  have  them  inquired  into.  If, 
after  that,  he  thought  that  a  case 
was  made  out  against  those  men,  he 
should  order  an  indictment.  He  (Mr. 
Eedmond)  trusted  that  the  present  Ad- 
ministration would  endeavour  to  get 
rid  of  any  opprobrium  which  rested  as 
supporters  of  the  late  Government  by 
showing  a  willingness  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.  If  they  did  that,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  they  would  be  more  success- 
ful in  the  government  of  Ireland  than 
any  of  their  Predecessors  had  been. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  had  heard 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton), 
and  also  part  of  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  and  he  could 
not  say  that  he  had  any  fault  to  find 
with  the  expressions  of  opinion  he  had 
heard  from  his  hon.  Friends  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  replied  to  the 
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case  put  before  him.  At  the  same  time, 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  might  be  permitted  to 
say  that  he  considered  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  very 
plausible  and  very  unsatisfactory.  One 
point  on  which  he  was  disposed  to  find 
fault  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  this.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  expressed  him- 
self very  strongly  against  certain  lines 
of  conduct  which  he  said  had  taken 
place,  and  he  had  declared  that,  so  far 
as  he  could  help  it,  such  conduct  should 
nut  take  place  in  time  to  come.  But 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  gone  further,  and  had,  unfortu- 
nately, declared  that  in  his  opinion  his 
Predecessors  had  acted  in  times  past  as 
it  would  be  fitting  for  him  to  act  in  the 
future.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  considered  it 
a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  endeavour  to 
whitewash  his  Predecessors,  whose  con- 
duct had  been  so  notoriously  bad  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  conduct  to 
be  worse.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  had  ac- 
knowledged every  point  laid  before  him. 
He  had  commenced  by  saying  that  the 
system  of  paying  extravagant  fees  to 
the  Crown  witnesses  and  stingy  fees  to 
witnesses  for  defence  was  one  which  he 
could  not  defend,  and  one  which  he  in- 
tended, in  time  to  come,  to  use  every 
exertion  to  put  an  end  to ;  but  he  had 
gone  on  to  say  that  his  Predecessors  in 
his  present  Office  had  also  used  every 
exertion  to  set  aside  that  pernicious 
system.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  intended  to  display  the  same 
kind  of  exertion  to  set  aside  the  per- 
nicious system  as  his  Predecessors 
had  shown,  could  it  be  supposed  that 
his  discharge  of  his  duties  as  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  be  more  suc- 
cessful than  that  of  his  Predecessors? 
He  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  willing  to  acknow- 
ledge that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  much  greater  abihty 
than  one  or  two  of  his  Predecessors; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  the  Gentlemen 
who-  had  held  the  Office  of  Attorney  Ge- 
neral before  him  were  Gentlemen  of 
considerable  standing  at  the  Irish  Bar, 
and  it  must  not,  after  all,  be  assumed 
that  they  were  without  intelligence  and 
capacity.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  also  said  that  he  ob- 
jected very  much  to  the  employment  of 
informers  whore  it  could  be  avoided, 
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and  that  he  would  do  all  he  could  to 
manage  without  them.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  did  not  know  that  he  would  say 
that  an  informer  should  never  be  al- 
lowed to  give  to  evidence.  So  far  as  lie 
could  form  an  opinion,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  preceded  the  present  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  in  Office  also  objected 
strenuously  to  allowing  informers  to 
give  evidence.  The  Irish  Members  had 
no  objection  to  urge  on  that  score  ;  but 
they  did  object  to  encouraging  parties 
to  give  evidence  which  those  parties 
knew  to  be  false.  They  objected,  in  the 
first  place,  to  the  offering  of  such  heavy 
awards  in  the  shape  of  payments  to  wit- 
nesses— the  public  offering  of  awards 
for  untrustworthy  testimony.  They  ob- 
jected to  men  of  disreputable  character 
being  permitted  to  give  evidence  that 
was  not  of  a  trustworthy  character ;  and 
they  objected  strongly  to  police  officers 
being  allowed  to  go  into  the  cells  of 
persons  in  custody  who  were  known  to 
oe  of  low  character  for  the  purpose  of 
threatening  them  that  unless  they  gave 
evidence  of  a  certain  kind  they  would 
suffer  punishment — that  charges,  false 
or  otherwise,  would  be  made  against 
them,  and  that  they  would  be  brought 
up  for  punishment.  That  was  the  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  the  late  Government 
of  which  he  complained,  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  announce  his  objection  to  such  a 
system.  He  thought  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  say  that,  so  far 
as  he  could  avoid  it,  he  would  do  so ; 
but  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  have  refrained  from  defend- 
ing the  acts  of  his  Predecessors  which 
had  notoriously  been  of  the  kind  referred 
to.  After  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  dealt 
with  the  circumstances  of  the  getting 
up  of  the  case  against  the  Tubbercurry 
prisoners,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  been  very  emphatic  in 
pointing  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.W.  Redmond) 
that  he  did  not  undertake  to  investigate 
what  he  called  **  ex  parte  charges."  It 
was  no  use  talking  about  **  #jr  parte 
charges,"  because  every  indictment  was 
an  ex  parte  charge  until  it  had  been  in- 
vestigated. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  have  said  this — *'  Lay 
the  case  before  me  ;  I  will  look  into  the 
indictment,  and  if  I  ffnd  sufficient  evi- 


dence on  which  to  found  a  charge  of 
subornation  and  perjury  I  will  do  my 
duty."  But  instead  of  that,  so  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  could  form  an  opinion, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  refused  even  to  investigate  these 
charges.  He  should  have  said  —  and 
have  said  very  properly — **  I  offer  no 
opinion."  No  one  asked  him  to  give  an 
opinion  whether  John  !Morrin  was  guilty 
of  perjury,  and  whether  or  not  the  au- 
thorities had  supported  him  in  it.  All 
he  was  asked  to  iind  was  whether  there 
was  a  case  for  investigation.  If  there 
was  no  case,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  not  allow  it ;  but  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  evidence  war- 
ranted a  prosecution,  he  would  only  be 
doing  his  duty  in  ordering  one.  Even 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  avoided 
giving  a  pledge  on  the  subject,  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  be  acting 
within  his  duty  if  he  refused  to  order 
an  investigation  and  to  order  a  prosecu- 
tion if  it  were  warranted  by  the  facts. 
As  to  the  persons  affected  by  the  charges 
which  were  made,  there  was,  first  of  all, 
Mr.  Peyton,  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor 
for  Sligo.  With  regard  to  him,  he 
might  say  that  these  allegations  as  to 
the  character  of  judicial  personages 
were,  of  course,  of  more  or  less  value, 
but  not  of  extreme  value,  because,  after 
all,  a  person  was  assumed  to  be  inno- 
cent until  he  was  proved  to  be  guilty. 
But  no  matter  what  Mr.  Peyton's  repu- 
tation was  or  might  have  been,  if  he 
had  been  guilty  of  the  charges  brought 
against  him,  it  was  only  right  that  he 
should  be  made  amenable  to  the  law. 
As  to  Mr.  Randal  Peyton,  he  was  em- 
ployed as  Crown  Solicitor  for  this  special 
prosecution — in  point  of  fact,  in  a  posi- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  acknowledged  in  a  subse- 
quent part  of  his  speech  to  be  of  a  very 
objectionable  nature. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  :  He  was  the 
Crown  Solicitor  and  doing  his  ordinary 
work,  receiving  for  it  no  special  remu- 
neration. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  had  perhaps 
been  misinformed,  and  he  apologized 
for  any  allegation  he  made  which  was 
not  accurate.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
been  informed  by  one  of  his  hon.  Friends 
that  this  person  was  Sessional  Crown 
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Prosecutor  for  the  county  of  Slijjfo.  He 
withdrew  this  part  of  his  allegation 
against  Mr.  Peyton— as  to  his  having 
the  inducement  of  special  fees  for  spe- 
cial services  in  connection  with  this  par- 
ticular action.  Still  they  did  know  that 
in  many  cases  men  in  a  professional 
position  exhibited  great  zeal  of  a  nature 
which  was  not  always  to  be  defended. 
If  Mr.  Peyton  had  been  guilty  of  col- 
lusion with  this  man  Morrin — and  it  was 
charged  against  him  that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  the  subornation  of  perjury — 
he  would  be  entitled  to  the  punishment 
his  offence  deserved.  Then,  as  to  the 
police  officers,  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  dis- 
posed, primd  facie^  to  believe  almost 
everything  which  was  said  as  to  the 
misconduct  of  the  police  in  Ireland. 
The  position  of  the  police  officer  in  Ire- 
land was  that  of  a  professional  suborner 
of  perjury.  To  believe  his  oath  was  a 
thing  which  was  never  done  by  any  in- 
telligent person  in  Ireland.  Such  a 
phenomenon  in  that  country  as  a  police 
officer  who  would  tell  the  truth  might 
exist ;  but  the  general  opinion  with  re- 
gard to  the  Force  was  that  their  oaths 
were  not  to  be  believed.  Then  they 
came  to  the  case  of  Morrin  himself. 
There  was  something  very  peculiar  in 
that.  He  had  described  the  personal 
appearance  of  John  Daly,  whom  he  had 
alleged  to  have  seen  at  a  particular 
meeting ;  and  then,  in  his  description  of 
the  man  in  connection  with  a  second 
meeting,  he  had  given  the  personal 
characteristics  of  a  totally  different  in- 
dividual. In  one  affidavit  he  had  de- 
scribed the  man  as  stoop-backed ;  whilst, 
subsequently,the  man  he  pointed  out  as 
having  been  at  the  meeting  was  a  man 
extremely  straight  and  active.  The  evi- 
dence of  this  man  Morrin  was  used 
against  John  Daly,  notwithstanding 
that  the  authorities  knew  that  he  had 
sworn  two  affidavits  of  an  absolutely 
contradictory  nature  as  to  the  personal 
appearance  of  the  man.  He  would  take 
a  case  which  was  of  a  most  conclusive 
nature — a  case  of  alleged  watching  to 
shoot  a  particular  person.  This  man 
swore  that  on  a  particular  night  named 
by  him— in  the  month  of  February  or 
March — certain  parties  were  present  at 
a  certain  place  and  did  certain  things. 
He  described  all  the  details  in  the  most 
minute  manner.  But  what  was  the 
fact  ?  Why,  one  of  the  men  whom  he 
named  and  described  had  gone  to  Ame- 

J/r.  Biggar 


rica  before  the  date  of  the  meeting  he 
was  said  to  have  attended, as  the  register 
of  the  steamship  conclusively  proved.  In 
two  other  cases,men  spoken  to  as  having 
been  present  were  absolutely  in  prison 
at  the  time ;  one  had  been  two  months 
in  gaol  before  the  alleged  occurrence 
took  place,  and  the  other  three  months. 
And  not  only  were  those  men  in  prison, 
one  for  two  months  and  the  other  for 
three  months,  before  the  alleged  occur- 
rence took  place,  but  they  were  impri- 
soned for  several  months  under  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  after  those  pro- 
ceedings took  place.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  had  not  made  out  a  conclusive 
case  against  Morrin,  then  he  should 
think  that  such  a  thing  as  a  conclusive 
case  could  not  exist.  This  man,  first  of 
all,  swore  to  the  personal  appearance  of 
a  man,  giving  him  two  descriptions 
which  were  the  descriptions  of  totally 
dissimilar  individuals  —  individuals  as 
dissimilar  in  appearance  as  himself  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sligo ;  and  then  he  swore  to  men  having 
been  at  a  particular  place,  at  a  parti- 
cular time,  in  a  particular  month,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  men  were  in 
gaol  at  the  time,  and  continued  there 
for  months  after.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  on  such  evidence  as 
this,  refused  to  investigate  the  case,  and 
to  bring  this  man  to  trial,  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  did  not  know  what  sort  of  evi- 
dence would  satisfy  him.  The  Govern- 
ment were  to  blame  if  they  refused  to 
investigate  a  case  of  this  sort.  With 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  jurors  and 
Judges,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  spoken  as  to  the  fact  of 
the  jury  in  the  Maamtrasna  case  having 
found  two  persons  guilty  who  undoubt- 
edly were  guilty.  Was  that  not  an 
extraordinary  thing — ^that  they  should 
find  two  persons  guilty  who  were  guilty? 
But  the  charge  against  them  was  that 
they  found  men  guilty  whether  they 
were  guilty  or  not — ^that  they  con- 
demned two  men  guilty  and  one  inno- 
cent. As  to  the  Judges,  would  anyone 
say  that  it  was  not  a  peculiar  thing  that 
for  these  Crimes  Act  trials  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  always  selected  one  of  two  Judges 
— either  Judge  Law  son  or  Judge  William 
O'Brien  ?  One  could  form  only  one  view 
as  to  why  they  did  that.  If  they  had 
allowed  other  Judges  to  take  part  in  the 
trials  it  would  have  been  far  more  satia- 
factory. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1565 


Spply — Civil 


{JuLT  22,  1885}  Service  Estimates.  1566 


Sir  PATEICK  O'BEIEN  said,  he 
was  not  familiar  enough  with  the  cir- 
cumstances to  warrant  him  in  making  a 
statement  as  to  the  Tubbercurry  case ; 
but  a  few  words  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
as  to  judicial  arrangements  in  Ireland 
induced  him  to  rise  as  an  Irish  Member 
and  in  the  interests  of  public  decorum. 
The  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  a  large 
class  in  Ireland — the  Constabulary — to 
whom,  in  a  gpreat  degree,  was  committed 
the  preservation  of  law  and  order  in 
that  country.  He  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 
very  much  regretted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  have  considered  it  necessary, 
or  consistent  with  what  he  considered  to 
be  his  duty,  to  impute  charges  of  per- 
jury and  subornation  of  perjury  to  this 
class.  His  impression  of  the  judicial 
arrangements  in  Ireland— derived  from 
knowledge  of  what  happened  in  the 
olden  days,  perhaps,  although  not  very 
long  ago — was  that  if  the  Government 
80  far  forgot  its  duty  as, to  refuse  to  pro- 
ceed on  a  proper  statement  made  in 
reference  to  misconduct  or  malfeasance 
on  the  part  of  these  officials,  it  lay  with 
anyone  to  indict  them  and  have  them 
tried  before  juries  of  their  countrymen ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  more  be- 
coming, if  these  gross  outrages  on  public 
justice  in  Ireland  were  so  patent  as  to 
require  nothing  but  a  statement  in  that 
House  to  prove  them,  that  the  offenders 
should  be  brought  to  the  bar  to  which 
every  subject  of  Her  Majesty  was  liable 
to  be  brought  for  outrages  of  the  sort, 
and,  if  found  guilty,  should  be  punished 
as  the  law  directed.  But  one  thing  he 
did  object  to,  and  that  was  that  in  that 
House— where  there  was  full  protection 
for  every  man  against  assaults,  by  libel 
or  otherwise — an  hon.  Member  should 
come  forward  and  bring  charges  against 
officials  which  he  could  not  make  out- 
side without,  perhaps,  incurring  certain 
liabilities.  He  was  not  saying  that  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  were 
untrue,  because  he  had  no  special  know- 
ledge of  the  proceedings  in  question; 
but  he  held  that  it  was  not  fair  to  these 
people,  who  were  intrusted,  to  a  certain 
extent,  in  difficult  circumstances,  with 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland, 
to  call  them  perjurers  and  suborners. 
Of  the  Maamtrasna  case  he  knew  no- 
thing at  all.  He  did  not  know  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  was  not  right  in 
the  statement  he  had  made;   but  his 


regret  was  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
select  the  safety  of  these  Benches  to 
make  charges  against  these  men  which 
he  would  not  make  elsewhere,  where  he 
might  be  held  answerable  for  what  he 
said.  [*'0h,  oh!"!  Whenever  any- 
thing was  said  unpleasant  to  his  hon. 
Friends  below  the  Gangway  the  word 
*'0h !  "  was  about  the  strongest  argu- 
ment they  got  in  reply.  A  series  of 
transactions  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
during  the  past  five  or  six  years  which 
one  side  of  the  House  might  say  merited 
the  approval  of  the  House,  but  which 
the  other  side  would  condemn  as  merit- 
ing the  disapproval  of  the  House,  the 
countiy,  and  even  of  Europe ;  and  he 
could  well  understand  this  latter  section 
saying — **We  have  had  too  much  of 
this  thing  for  six  years  past ;  would  it 
not  be  better  to  do  as  has  been  done  in 
England  and  other  countries — that  is  to 
say,  proclaim  an  amnesty  in  regard  to 
these  transactions  ?  "  Whilst  he  was  as 
anxious  for  the  peace  of  Ireland  as  any- 
one, he  certainly  thought  it  would  be 
right  to  proclaim  an  amnesty  on  the  one 
side  and  on  the  other.  But  he  would 
not  sit  silent,  no  matter  what  disfavour 
he  might  encounter  for  it,  and  hear  the 
character  of  men  whom  he  knew  to  be 
deserving  of  the  highest  possible  appro- 
bation so  violently  attacked.  Many  of 
those  men  were  drawn  from  the  na- 
tional ranks,  as  he  was  in  a  position  to 
testify.  Applications  had  been  made  to 
him  and  others  of  his  acquaintance  for 
the  use  of  what  influence  they  might 
possess  to  secure  appointments  in  the 
Constabulary  for  Nationalists.  He  could 
not  sit  silent  and  hear  these  gross 
and  outrageous  charges  made  against  as 
well-conducted  a  lot  of  men  as  existed 
in  Europe.  Hon.  Members  might  attack 
individuals.  They  might  attack|the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone);  they  might 
attack  the  late  Viceroy  of  Ireland.  They 
had  Friends  in  the  House  who  would 
defend  them;  but  he  strenuously  re- 
sented the  attack  which  had  been  made 
on  the  Irish  police,  to  whom  he  and 
many  men  in  his  county,  often  under 
intimidation,  were  under  extreme  obli- 
gation. Without  going  into  the  Tub- 
bercurry case,  he  must  again  say  he 
would  not  sit  silent  and  hear  those  men 
described  as  perjurers  when  there  was  no 
possibility  of  answering  the  charge,  and 
when  the  person  who  made  it  was  not 
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liable  to  those  consequences  to  which  he 
would  be  liable  if  he  made  the  charge 
outside. 

Mb.  BIQQAR  said,  lie  thought  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  gone  too  far  in  what 
he  had  said.  He  had  asked  for  a  gene- 
ral amnesty  in  regard  to  every  criminal 
affair  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  and 
his  Friends  did  not  ask  for  anything  of 
the  kind.  They  asked  for  an  amnesty 
only  in  regard  to  those  people  who  had 
been  proved  innocent — not  for  persons 
who  had  been  proved  guilty  of  crime. 
They  did  not  ask  that  men  proved  guilty 
and  confined  in  gaol  should  be  set  free. 
All  they  asked  was  that  men  who  were 
proved  to  be  innocent,  after  proper  in- 
quiry, should  be  liberated.  He  did  not 
defend  criminality ;  but  he  objected  to 
the  system  of  convicting  men  on  insufB.- 
cient  evidence  by  packed  juries  and  the 
other  means  to  which  reference  had 
been  made.  The  hon.  Baronet  also  said 
that  the  Irish  Members  belonging  to 
the  National  Party  ought  to  prosecute 
these  men  at  their  own  trouble  and  ex- 
pense. Well,  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  should 
like  to  know  how  he  could  carry  on  a 
prosecution  against  this  man  Morrin  or 
the  other  parties  against  whom  these 
charges  were  made  ?  He  and  his  Friends 
had  certain  duties  to  perform,  such  as 
calling  attention  to  these  matters,  in 
their  capacity  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  duties  to  perform  as  Law  Officer  of 
the  Crown,  and  it  was  his  duty  to  prose- 
cute parties  if  a  primd  faete  case  for 
prosecution  were  made  out.  He  (Mr. 
Biggar)  would  not  undertake  to  prose- 
cute criminals,  because  he  had  no  con- 
nection with  the  law,  and  had  no  means 
of  procuring  evidence  against  the  accused 
parties  without  great  trouble  and  ex- 
pense to  himself  and  great  risk  of  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice. 

Sib  PATEIOK  O'BEIEN  said,  he 
was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  him.  He  had  put 
a  suppositious  case  as  to  what  might 
take  place  under  the  change  of  Govern- 
ment. He  had  not  recommended  a 
general  amnesty,  neither  had  he  called 
on  his  hon.  Friend  to  prosecute  these 
individuals.  He  had  risen  to  protect  the 
14,000  men  of  the  Irish  Constabidary 
from  broadcast  accusations  of  perjury, 
and  to  what  he  had  said  on  that  subject 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  no  reply. 

Sir  Patrick  O'Brien 


Mb.  sexton  said,  lie  was  puzzled 
to  understand  why  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
intervene  in  the  debate,  or,  having  in- 
tervened, why  he  had  not  thought  it 
necessary  to  say  something  relevant  to 
the  subject   before    the  Committee  in 
place  of   scattering  about  idle  compH- 
ments.     He  failed  to  see  why  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should  have 
thought    himself   called  on   to   act  as 
master  of    ceremonies  and  teacher  of 
deportment,  and  why  he  should  have 
come    so    readily    to    the    defence    of 
late  Administrators  who  had  been  at- 
tacked.    He   (Mr.   Sexton)   highly  ap- 
proved of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  determination  to  equalize 
the  expenses  of  witnesses  for  the  Crown 
and  witnesses  for  the  defence ;  and  he 
shared  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's abhorenoe  at  the  character  of 
the  informer.     He  called  upon  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  as  Law 
Officer  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  always 
and  in  all  circumstances  to  reject  the 
evidence  of  men  who  testified  to  acts  in 
which  they  themselves  had  been  con- 
cerned in  order  to  bring  about  the  con- 
viction of  others.     It  was  a  vile  thing 
to  put  a  number  of  respectable  men  in 
gaol  on  the   sole    and  uncorroborated 
evidence  of  an  informer,  and  then,  when 
there  was  manifest  perjury  in  the  infor- 
mation of  that  person,  to  endeavour  by 
threats  and  bribes,  through  agents  of 
the  Crown,   to  get  other  men  to  sup- 
port   the    informer's    statement.      He 
recognized,  however,  in  the  tone  and 
temper  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  an  agreeable  contrast  to  the 
tone  and  temper  which  had  characterized 
some  of  the   utterances  of  his  Prede- 
cessors; and  he  could  only  tell  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  if  the 
principles  of  jurisprudence  which  he  had 
stated  that  day  were  carried  into  effect 
in  the  law  of  Ireland,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  not  be  compelled  to  continue 
in  the  course  they  had  been  obliged  to 
adopt  in  that  House,  and  his  own  career 
would  be  easier  and  more  honourable. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  been  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
statement  with  regard  to  Mr.  Geoige 
Bolton.     There  had  been  no  part  of  the 
right    hon.   and    learned    Gentleman's 
speech  which  he  had  more  rejoiced  to 
hear  than  that  in  which  he  had  stated 
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that  special  individualB  would  not  be 
employed  in  connection  witli  criminal 
investigations  all  over  Ireland,  for  no- 
thing could  have  a  more  demoralizing 
effect  than  allowing  free  scope  to  an 
agent  of  the  Cabinet  like  Mr.  George 
Bolton  to  mix  himself  up  in  every  case 
in  which  these  miscarriages  of  justice 
happened.  Mr.  George  Bolton  had 
pleaded  his  employment  in  the  Barba- 
villa  and  Tubbercurry  cases,  in  reply  to 
attacks  which  had  been  made  upon  him 
by  the  Irish  Members ;  he  had  thrown 
himself  upon  the  consideration  and  pro- 
tection of  the  Crown,  because  he  had 
been  concerned  in  cases  in  which  justice 
had  miserably  failed.  What  did  that 
mean?  Why,  just  as  was  said  when 
James  Ellis  French  was  dragged  to  the 
bar  of  justice,  that  there  was  no  one  in 
Ireland  who  knew  so  well  how  to  work 
up  a  case,  that  there  was  no  one  who 
sailed  bo  close  to  the  wind.  George 
Bolton  had  made  his  knowledge  of 
criminal  cases  his  reason  why  he  should 
not  be  prosecuted.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
declared  that  when  a  Government  sent 
out  an  unscrupulous  agent,  and  estab- 
lished a  common  understanding  that  he 
was  to  be  allowed  to  set  traps  for  men 
in  order  to  obtain  evidence,  all  pure 
government  was  at  an  end,  because  the 
agent  acquired  an  immoral  power 
over  the  Government  which  employed 
him  which  they  found  it  impossible  to 
shake  off.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  not 
gathered  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  refused  what  he  had 
asked  him  that  day.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  he 
could  not  form  an  opinion  on  the  matter ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  believed  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
already  done  what  he  said  he  could 
not  do.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  not  his  own  master  in 
this  matter.  Certain  statements  had 
been  laid  before  him  on  the  most  credible 
authority  ;  it  was  shown  that  the  Crown 
Solicitor  had  compounded  felony  by  offer- 
ing to  give  sums  of  money  to  men  ac- 
cused of  crime,  if  they  would  give  cer- 
tain testimony.  It  had  been  shown  that 
the  detectives  and  magistrates  had 
threatened  imprisonment  unless  par- 
ticular constructions  were  placed  on  cer- 
tain incidents,  and  that,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain evidence,  promises  of  release  from 
prison  had  been  made,  and  men  had 
been  primed  with   liquor.     All  these 
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means  had  been  adopted  to  obtain  evi- 
dence of  a  certain  colour.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  heard 
those  allegations,  and  he  must  have 
come  to  some  conclusion  about  them. 
Everyone  who  had  heard  him  (Mr. 
Sexton)  that  day  must  have  come 
to  some  conclusion  or  other  as  to  his 
statement.  Some  believed  that  he  was 
right,  others  believed  that  he  was  wrong, 
but  all  believed  something.  In  like 
manner  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman must  have  formed  an  opinion  on 
the  matter — he  could  not  help  himself. 
Well,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  what  was  he  going 
to  do  to  follow  up  the  impression  he 
must  have  formed  in  his  own  mind? 
Did  he  not  think  it  was  his  duty  to 
ascertain  whether  or  not  there  was  any 
foundation  for  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  ?  There  was  plenty  of  evi- 
dence before  the  House — would  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  take 
any  measures  to  ascertain  whether  it 
was  true  ?  Would  he  ascertain  whether 
the  persons  who  had  been  mentioned 
were  willing  to  verify  the  information 
communicated  to  the  Committee  by 
sworn  testimony  ?  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did 
not  think  there  was  a  rational  man  of 
any  school  of  politics  who  had  not  come 
to  believe  in  his  secret  heart  that  there 
was  a  strong  foundation  for  what  he  had 
said.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  King's  County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 
seemed  to  think  that  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  lay 
open  to  some  blame,  or  was  open  to  some 
question 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  No,  no! 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  think  he  objected 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  question  has 
been  brought  forward. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  No,  no  ! 

Mr.  SEXTON:  He  thinks  it  better 
that  I  should  make  a  statement  else- 
where, where  I  shall  be  subject  to  an 
action  for  libel  ? 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  No! 

Mb.  sexton  :  He  thinks  it  desirable 
that  I  should  bring  these  charges  where 
men  can  defend  themselves  ? 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  No ;  the 
only  complaint  I  made  was  against  the 
attack  made  on  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ca van 
(Mr.  Biggar). 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  did  not  share 
in  the  attack  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
referred.     He  believed  there  were  aa 
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many  honourable  men  in  the  Oonstabu- 
larj  as  were  to  be  found  elsewhere.  But 
here  they  had  the  case  of  11  of  bis  con- 
stituents taken  out  of  their  beds,  taken 
from  their  shops  and  from  their  farms, 
and  brought,  as  the  late  Prime  Minister 
would  say,  **  within  a  measurable  dis- 
tance ''  of  penal  servitude.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  to  defend  those  men  and 
present  their  ease,  and  he  was  told  that 
ne  must  do  it  elsewhere.  That  House 
was  t}ie  place  in  which  he  must  defend 
his  constituents  as  their  Bepresentative 
in  Parliament.  He  had  procured  for 
them  the  ordinary  facilities  for  defence, 
which  were  given  to  the  commonest 
criminals  in  England,  with  the  greatest 
labour  and  trouble.     And  if    he  had 

fiven  Notice  of  this  debate,  what  would 
ave  been  the  result  ?  Why,  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  asked  the  magis- 
trates and  the  constables  and  all  persons 
concerned  on  the  part  of  the  Crown 
whether  they  were  guilty  or  not,  and  of 
course  those  people  would  have  said  no 
— men  usually  said  **no"  when  asked 
if  they  were  guilty,  whether  guilty  or 
not.  His  statement  would  have  been 
met  with  a  flat  contradiction  ;  therefore, 
it  made  no  difiPerence  whether  he  gave 
Notice  or  not.  The  public  would  now 
see  the  grounds  on  which  he  had  made 
his  complaint ;  and,  whateyer  the  Go- 
vernment did,  the  public  would  make 
up  their  minds  upon  the  matter.  The 
Government  would  be  the  losers,  and  not 
him,  if  they  refused  to  take  up  the  matter 
in  a  proper  way.  Before  he  sat  down 
he  would  mention  another  case,  with 
regard  to  which  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther he  had  received  any  information — 
he  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  whether  he  had  any 
knowledge  of  it,  and  why  it  had  not 
come  before  the  police  magistrate  of  the 
Northern  Division  of  the  City  of  Dublin  ? 
He  had  received  a  letter  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  Mr.  W.  Ormsby,  the  Sub- 
Sheriff  of  Dublin,  who  had  a  great  deal 
to  do  with  the  selection  of  juries  in  that 
city,  had  been  found  lying  drunk  in  the 
street.  It  was  stated  in  this  letter 
that  the  writer  had  requested  a  police- 
man to  take  Mr.  Ormsby  in  charge,  and 
that  after  having  exhibited  a  great  deal 
of  reluctance  the  constable  at  length  did 
as  requested,  Mr.  Ormsby  being  re- 
moved on  a  stretcher.  Although  this 
gentleman  had  been  removed  by  the 
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police,  no  charge  had  been  brought 
against  him  in  the  police  court  on  the 
following  morning.  That  was  another 
case  which  shed  some  light  on  the  im- 
punity with  which  certain  officials  in 
Ireland  could  break  the  law,  whilst  all 
the  resources  of  wealth  were  employed  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  evidence  to  ob- 
tain verdicts  of  guilty  against  ordinary 
individuals  who  were  accused  of  offences. 
He  would  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  had  received  any 
information  on  this  matter?  It  was 
necessary,  if  people  in  Ireland  were  to 
have  any  respect  for  the  law,  that  they 
should  feel  that  justice  was  administered 
equally  to  all  classes. 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for    Ireland  to  say 
that  he  could  not  go  into  the  conduct  of 
the  late  legal  officials  in  Ireland  in  that 
House  on  accoimt  of  the  great  pressure 
of  business  upon  him.     The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  denied  that 
jury  packing   took  place  in  Ireland ; 
but,  coming  as  he  (Mr.  Deasy)  did  from 
Cork,  where  a  most  deliberate  system  of 
jury  packing  had  been   practised,   he 
could  not  allow  the  observation  to  past 
without  bringing  a  few  facts  within  his 
own  knowledge  to  bear  upon  the  ques- 
tion.    During  the  Winter  Assizes  Mr. 
Peter  O'Brien,   in   almost    every  case 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  had 
brought  about  the  almost  entire  exclusion 
of  Catholics  from  the  juries,  those  who 
were  empannelled  being  almost  exclu- 
sively Orangemen  and  IFVeemasons.     In 
one  case  23  jurors  were  challenged,  22  of 
them  being  Eoman  Catholics.    In  an- 
other case  four  jurors  were  challenged, 
all  of  whom  were    Eoman   Catholics, 
nine  Protestants  being  on  the  jury.    In 
a  case  in  which  seven  men  were  indicted 
for  conspiracy  to  murder  23  Catholics 
were  challenged.     In  another  case  39 
Catholics  and  Ave  Protestants  were  chal- 
lenged,  a  remarkable  fact  being  that 
each  of  those  Ave  Protestants  had  served 
on  juries  which  had  disagreed.     On  the 
81st  of    December  19   Catholics  were 
challenged,  and  the  jury  was  composed 
of  1 1  Protestants  and  one  Catholie,  this 
one  Catholic  being  well  known  in  the 
county  of  Cork  as  one  of  the  worst  land- 
lords and  one  of  the  strongest  opponents 
of  the  popular  will  in  the  county.     He 
did  not  care  to  mention  that  gentleman's 
name  now ;  but  if  pressed  to  do  so  he 
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would  comply.  In  the  next  case  34 
Catholics  were  challenged,  and  the  jury 
was  composed  of  10  Protestants  and  two 
Catholics,  one  of  the  two  Catholics 
being  the  gentleman  to  whom  he  had 
just  referred.  In  the  next  case  15  Ca- 
tholics were  challenged,  the  jury  being 
composed  of  10  Protestants  and  two 
Catholics,  the  two  Catholics  who  were 
permitted  to  serve  being  the  two  who 
were  on  a  previous  jury,  and  who  had 
brought  in  a  verdict  of  guilty.  That, 
he  thought,  showed  clearly  that  in  the 
county  of  Cork  this  jury-packing  had 
been  carried  on  to  a  most  alarming  and 
unwarrantable  extent ;  in  fact,  to  such 
an  extent  that  some  of  the  Protestants 
themselves  who  happened  to  serve  on 
the  juries  actually  proposed  a  resolution 
censuring  the  Government  for  adminis- 
tering the  law  in  that  horrible  and  dis- 
graceful manner,  and  declaring  that  a 
Petition  should  be  presented  to  the  Qo- 
Temment  protesting  against  that  system 
of  justice.  That  resolution  was  put  to 
12  jurors  in  the  Grand  Jury  room,  and 
only  defeated  by  seven  votes  to  five. 
Well,  when  five  men  of  that  character 
could  be  got  to  say  that  the  Government 
behaved  badly  in  packing  those  juries, 
he  thought  it  was  sufficient  evidence 
that  he  was  justified  in  making  this 
statement,  that  jury  packing  had  pre- 
vailed in  Cork,  and  had  been  carried  on 
there  very  largely.  A  most  respectable 
shopkeeper  in  the  City  of  Cork,  a  Mr. 
M 'Sweeney,  a  member  of  the  Town 
Council,  had  protested  in  open  Court 
against  this  system  of  excluding  Catho- 
lics from  the  jury  panel,  and  the  Judge 
had  not  committed  him  for  contempt  of 
Court,  or  censured  him  in  any  way. 
He  (Mr.  Deasy")  found,  on  looking  over 
Mansard,  that  in  the  City  of  Dublin  a 
still  more  striking  state  of  things  had 
existed;  for  there,  out  of  a  panel  of 
200,  composed  of  153  Catholics  and  47 
Protestants,  56  jurors  tried  almost  every 
case  at  a  particular  Assizes,  and  of 
those  56  47  were  Protestants,  the  re- 
maining nine  being  Catholics.  In  one 
ease  56  Catholics  were  chalLenged,  and 
the  jury  was  entirely  composed  of  Pro- 
testants. In  another  case  47  Catholics 
were  challenged,  and  so  on.  He  did 
not  think  he  need  say  anything  further 
than  that  it  was  a  very  regrettable  fact 
that  when  such  a  serious  state  of  things 
as  that  existed  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  not  h^ve  better 


informed  himself  on  the  question  he  ad- 
dressed himself  to.  Th6  late  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  not  have  at- 
tempted to  deny  that  accusation,  because 
he  knew  perfectly  well  it  was  true ;  but 
here  they  had  the  case  of  an  official 
coming  over  to  England  to  throw  light 
on  Irish  matters  who  seemed  to  know 
nothing  of  what  had  gone  on  or  of  what 
was  going  on  in  Ireland  at  that  moment. 
It  would  be  impossible  in  the  future  to 
pack  juries  as  they  had  been  packed 
during  the  past  five  years,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  the  Act  under  which  Crown 
officials  had  been  allowed  to  do  it  was 
about  to  expire.  There  would  be  a 
certain  limited  power  of  packing  juries 
in  the  future ;  and  he  hoped  Uiat  for 
their  own  sakes  and  for  the  sake  of  the 
country  it  would  not  be  availed  of,  and 
that  Catholics  would  not  be  excluded 
from  juries  without  sufficient  reason. 
It  was  not  because  a  man  was  a  Catho- 
lic or  a  Protestant  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  serve  on  a  jury.  So  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Deasy)  was  concerned,  some  of 
his  Protestant  friends  were  amongst  the 
best  men  in  Ireland,  and  he  would  trust 
them  quite  as  much  as  he  would  trust 
many  of  his  Catholic  fellow-countrymen. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  were  some 
Protestants  who  were  opposed  to  all 
National  movements,  and  who,  though 
they  might  go  into  jury  boxes  with  the 
best  intentions,  could  not  give  a  verdict 
according  to  the  evidence.  Their  minds 
were  biassed,  and  they  could  only  see 
one  side  of  the  question  ;  and  if  juries 
were  to  be  solely  composed  of  those  men 
it  would  be  impossible  to  get  honest  and 
true  verdicts.  In  Cork  86  or  87  per 
cent  of  the  population  was  Catholic. 
The  percentage  was  not  so  high  in  Dub- 
lin ;  but  it  was  clearly  an  outrage  upon 
justice  in  such  communities  that  juries 
should  be  composed  of  10  or  11  Protes- 
tants and  one  or  two  Catholics,  and 
sometimes  of  Protestants  altogether.  In 
conclusion,  he  could  only  express  a  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  be  better  up  in  his  facts  be- 
fore he  addressed  the  House  again  upon 
this  question. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWEE  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  Crown  Solicitor  for 
Tipperary  still  continued  to  hold  a  sepa- 
rate legal  appointment  under  the  Go- 
vernment, for  which  he  received  a  salary 
of  £400  a-year.  He  had  thought  that 
person  had  ceased  to  hold  the  separate 
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appointment;  but  he  found  that  such  was 
not  the  case. 
Tote  agreid  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £53,677i  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Irish  Land 
Commission." 

Colonel  OOLTHUEST  said,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  one 
point  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission published  last  year.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Committee 
would  remember  that  by  Clause  19  of 
the  Land  Act  complete  power  was  given 
to  the  Sub-Commissioners  to  investi- 
gate as  to  whether  labourers*  cottages 
were  required  in  any  given  part,  and 
that  power  was  conferred  on  them  to 
order  the  erection  of  such  cottages.  By 
an  Act  subsequently  passed  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  senior  Member  for  the 
County  of  Waterford  (Mr.  Tilliers 
Stuart)  a  heavy  penalty  was  imposed  on 
every  man  who  after  a  certain  time — he 
thought  six  months  —  failed  to  comply 
with  an  order  of  that  kind.  A  fine  of  £  1 
a- week  was  to  be  levied  by  the  magistrates. 
His  hon.  Friend,  who  understood  the  sub- 
ject very  well,  had  put  a  section  in  his 
Bill  providing  that  an  Inspector  should 
be  appointed  by  the  Land  Court  to  see 
that  the  work  was  carried  out.  The 
Treasury,  that  had  to  bear  many  sins  of 
omission  and  commission,  would  not  con- 
sent to  that ;  therefore,  though  it  was  in 
the  power  of  several  people  to  put  the 
Act  in  force  it  was  nobody's  duty  to  do 
it.  And  yet  the  Land  Commissioners 
made  orders  ;  the  Land  Court  in  Dublin 
reported  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
the  name  of  the  occupier  and  the  Union 
in  which  he  lived.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  as  he  showed  the  other 
night,  had  no  power  except  what  was 
giventhemtemporarily  by  statute.  They 
had  no  power  to  compel  the  Board  of 
Guardians  to  act  on  the  order.  They 
sent  down  the  name  to  the  Board 
of  Guardians,  and  on  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians devolved  the  compelling  of  the 
occupier  to  comply  with  the  order  of  the 
Court.  If  the  Board  ordered  the  oc- 
cupier to  do  it  and  he  failed  they  could 
— but  they  need  not — summon  him  be. 
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fore  the  magistrates,  and  he  was  liable 
to  a  fine  of  £l  per  week  for  every  week 
which  he  delayed.  But  Boards  of  Ghiar- 
dians  were  largely  composed  of  the  very 
class  of  people  upon  whom  those  orders 
were  made ;  and,  therefore,  without 
naming  them  and  attributing  their  laehet 
to  anything  but  the  ordinary  feelings  of 
human  nature,  the  Committee  would  not 
be  surprised  to  learn  that,  by  a  Betum 
which  was  published  last  year  which 
gave  the  story  of  this  Clause  19  of  the 
old  Act  up  to  August,  1884,  it  was 
shown  that  no  action  whatever  had 
been  taken  in  more  than  half  the  cases 
in  which  the  Sub-Commissioners  had 
declared  that  a  labourer's  cottc^ 
was  necessary.  Of  course,  many  thou- 
sands of  cases  came  before  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  ;  and  it  was  a  fair  thing 
on  his  part,  he  thought,  to  assume  that 
they  did  not  order  cottages  to  be  built 
except  in  the  most  flagrant  cases — except 
in  cases  where  it  was  absolutely  not  to  be 
avoided.  The  Sub-Commissioners  had 
power  also  to  order  cottages  to  be  re- 
built, and  the  occupiers  could  obtain  from 
the  Board  of  Works,  on  the  easiest  terms, 
the  smallest  sum  of  money — even  £10  or 
£5 — in  order  to  rebuild  cottages;  and 
yet,  through  the  unfortunate  action  of 
the  Treasury  in  striking  out  the  power 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Waterford  had  desired  to  eive  of 
having  persons  appointed  to  see  that  the 
work  was  done,  the  Act  had  been  almost 
a  perfect  failure.  The  Land  Commission 
spoke  of  it  themselves  in  these  terms — 

"  We  have  again,  on  this  occasion,  to  state 
that  the  19th  section  of  the  Act  which  aimed 
at  increasing  and  improving  the  accommoda- 
tion for  labourers  has  not  been  operatiTe  to 
any  large  extent." 

He  had  had  another  object  in  mention- 
ing that,  or  he  should  not  have  obtruded 
himself  on  the  Committee.  They  were 
about,  or  were  believed  to  be  about^ 
considering  a  Bill  which  was  called  the 
Labourers'  Bill.  He  thought  it  was 
very  important  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  House,  whilst  they 
were  considering  an  important  subject 
of  that  kind,  and  when  they  trusted  or 
expected  that  the  Bill  would  be  carried 
out  by  those  various  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, should  know  how  completely  those 
Boards  of  Guardians  had,  as  a  rule, 
failed  in  their  duty  to  carry  out  the  law 
as  it  at  present  stood,  notwithstanding 
that  no  burden  was  imposed  upon  the 
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ratepayers  —  because  this  money  was 
only  charged  when  a  man  had  derived 
benefit  from  the  Land  Act  by  having  his 
rent  fixed.  No  burden  whatever  was 
imposed  on  the  ratepayers  in  general. 
Yet,  for  some  reason  or  other,  there  had 
been  a  sort  of  unwillingness  on  the  part 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  to  put  the  Act  in 
force.  He  wished  to  be  germane  to  the 
subject  before  the  Committee,  and  would, 
therefore,  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  again  to  the  sub- 
ject. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  had,  at  his  request,  some  two 
or  three  years  ago,  issued  either  an  order 
or  a  recommendation — ^he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  order, 
but  had  recommended — to  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners, advising  them,  in  every  case 
that  came  before  them,  to  inquire  them- 
selyes  whether  the  accommodation  for 
labourers  was  sufficient.  It  would  be 
▼ery  important,  he  thought,  if  that  re- 
commendation were  repeated ;  and, 
secondly,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  might  inquire  as  to  whether  some 
statutory  power  should  not  be  given  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  compel 
the  erection  of  those  labourers'  cottages 
after  a  certain  time.  There  was  a  beHef 
in  the  country  that  no  one  was  in  earnest 
on  this  question.  A  neighbour  of  his 
had  come  to  him  complaining  that  a  fine 
of  £20  or  £-30  had  been  imposed  on  him. 
He  (Colonel  Colthurst)  had  said  to  him 
-^**  You  knew  you  wanted  a  cottage ; 
why  on  earth  did  you  not  obey  the  order 
before  ?  "  **  Oh !  "  was  the  reply— »*  To 
tell  you  the  truth,  I  never  believed  the 
order  was  to  be  carried  out  at  all." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  were 
rather  instructive  when  viewed  in  con- 
nection with  the  demands  which  had 
been  so  frequently  advanced  in  favour 
of  Irish  local  self-government.  It  was 
amusing  to  hear  hon.  Members  opposite 
complaining  of  the  action  of  elected 
Boards  of  Guardians— connected  with 
-whom  there  were  some  ex  officio  mem- 
bers— and  desiring  to  place  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  Land  Commission.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  threw  out 
grave  doubts — and  that  was  the  least 
that  could  be  said  of  it — as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  elected  Boards  would  dis- 


charge their  duty.  But  he  (Mr.  Low- 
ther)  rose  to  express  a  hope  that  great 
caution  would  be  observed  in  meeting 
even  half-way  the  demands  now  so 
freely  made  for  the  application  of  public 
money  in  the  erection  of  what  were 
called  labourers'  dwellings.  Of  course, 
that  the  labourers  might  be  adequately 
housed  was  an  object  they  all  of  them 
had  at  heart ;  but  the  proposal  to  hand 
public  money  over  to  the  Local  Autho- 
rities to  be  expended  by  interested  par- 
ties, without  any  adequate  safeguard 
to  be  observed  as  to  due  economy,  was, 
he  thought,  a  step  which  that  House 
ought  most  carefully  to  scan.  Of  course, 
they  would  be  told  it  was  desirable  that 
funds  should  be  forthcoming  to  enable 
buildings  to  be  erected  of  a  suitable 
character  for  the  occupation  of  the  agri- 
cultural classes ;  but,  as  he  understood 
it,  the  condition  on  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  relied  was  power  given 
to  occupying  tenants — or,  rather,  powers 
which  were  thrust  upon  occupying  ten- 
ants— ^to  provide  dwellings  on  land  of 
which  they  were  not  the  freehold  pos- 
sessors. That,  of  course,  opened  up  a 
very  serious  future.  He  did  not  wish 
to  refer  to  legi^lation  of  the  past  few 
years,  which  had  thrown  an  entirely 
new  complexion  over  arrangements  of 
this  kind ;  but  he  would  express  a  hope 
that  the  greatest  caution  would  be  ob- 
served in  facilitating  the  advance  of 
public  money  to  be  expended  by  persons 
not  on  theirs  own  property,  but  on  the 
property  of  other  persons,  without  any 
adequate  safeguard  as  to  economy  being 
observed.  In  connection  with  this  mat- 
ter, he  would  remark  that  the  Land 
Commission,  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  and  to  the  funds  for  the 
maintenance  of  which  the  Committee 
was  now  called  on  to  vote,  had  failed  in 
the  most  signal  manner  to  command  the 
confidence  of  every  body  of  men  in  Ire- 
land. They  had  heard  the  Commission 
freely  condemned  from  every  quarter  of 
the  House.  He  had  before  now  taken  on 
himself  to  say  that  in  no  shape  or  form 
was  it  a  Judicial  Body ;  that  it  had  not 
been  actuated  by  judicial  principles ;  that 
it  was  essentially  a  political  institution, 
composed  of  political  partizans,  who  had 
acted  without  the  slightest  regard  for 
the  first  elementary  principles  of  fairness 
and  justice,  and  who  had  been  generally 
condemned  from  both  sides.  The  repre- 
sentatives of  the  proprietary — or,  rather^ 
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lie  should  say,  the  ex-proprietary  class 
— [*  *  Oh !  "1— he  meant  the  class  to  whom 
the  land  formerly  belonged,  and  from 
whom  it  had  been  taken  without  com- 
pensation to  give  to  those  to  whom  it 
did  not  belong,  and  who  had  only  hired 
it  for  a  time — had  generally  con- 
demned the  proceedings  of  the  Land 
Commission.  And  when  he  spoke  of 
the  Land  Commission,  he  was  not  deal- 
ing with  the  humble  and  obscure  per- 
sonages who  had  been  so  frequently  re- 
ferred to — namely,  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, better  known  as  the  "sub- 
confiscators,"  to  whom  were  relegated 
the  details  of  transferring  property  from 
one  set  of  persons  to  whom  it  did  belong 
to  another  set  of  persons  to  whom  it  did 
not  belong.  He  referred  not  to  those, 
but  to  the  chief  movers  in  this  system 
of  confiscation — he  meant  the  Chief 
Commissioners.  Those  gentlemen — 
against  whom,  personally,  he  had  not 
a  word  to  say — had,  in  their  collective 
capacity,  been  the  instruments  of  the 
perpetration  of  as  great  a  series  of  frauds 
as  had  ever  defaced  the  pages  of  his- 
tory ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
be  very  careful  before  it  assigned  any 
further  powers  to  a  body  which  had  so 
misused  those  it  already  possessed. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M*OABTHY  said,  that 
one  illustration  was  sometimes  worth  a 
score  of  arguments,  and  he  thought  the 
illustration  given  just  now  of  the  way 
English  officials — or,  rather,  ex-officials 
— understood  L:ish  affairs,  was  worth 
any  amount  of  reasoniug  which  could 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  was  at  one  time  connected 
with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  call  the  Government  of  Ireland. 
During  the  time  he  acted  as  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  he  did 
not  seem  to  have  acquired  the  most 
elementary  knowledge  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
constructed  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  the  Irish  Members 
were  complaining  of  something  done  or 
not  done  by  the  Irish  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, and  that  in  so  complaining  they 
were  condemning  their  own  proposition 
for  local  self-government,  **  because," 
said  he,  "  these  tire  your  Boards,  chosen 
of  the  Irish  people  representing  Irish 
opinion ;  and  surely  they  do  not  do 
their  duty."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whilst  associated  with  the  Government 
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of  Ireland,  might  have  been  expected 
to  have  at  least  rendered  himself  familiar 
with  the  fact  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  Ireland  were,  to  a  great  extent,  com- 
posed of  ex  officio  members.  [Mr.  J. 
LowTHER :  I  said  so.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  declared  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  be  the  elect  of  the  Irish 
people.  There  was  no  meaning  in  his 
imputation  ;  at  any  rate,  he  (Mr. 
McCarthy)  could  not  understand  it.  If 
the  Board  of  Guardians  were  not  the 
elect  of  the  Irish  people,  it  was  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
had  prevented  them  from  being  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  on  to 
warn  the  House  against  devoting  public 
money  to  the  erection  of  labourers'  cot- 
tages, after  having  admitted  the  com- 
C'nt  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
done  practically  nothing  in  the 
matter.  He  (Mr.  M'Carthy)  had  been 
reminded,  whilst  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  speaking,  of  the  reply  given 
by  Prince  Metternich  to  those  appealed 
to  on  the  subject  of  German  Confedera- 
tion. He  had  said  he  had  one  advice  to 
give  them,  and  it  was  **  not  to  be  pre- 
cipitate." In  alluding  to  what  he  called 
the  transfer  of  property  in  Ireland  from 
one  set  of  persons  to  another,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  gone  back  far 
enough  in  his  history.  If  he  had  gone 
back  a  little  further,  he  would  have 
found  that  some  of  his  friends,  the  land- 
lords, had  obtained  their  property  veiy 
much  after  the  manner  in  which  the 
brigand  obtained  his.  He  (Mr.  M'Carthy) 
would  not,  however,  pursue  those  sub- 
jects, but  would  merely  appeal  to  the 
memories  of  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  how 
the  Labourers'  Clauses  in  the  Land  Act 
passed. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWEE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther)  wished  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand that  the  failure  of  the  Labourers' 
Act  in  Ireland  was  attributable,  to  a 
great  extent,  to  the  action  of  the  elected 
Guardians.  Well,  from  a  little  experi- 
ence in  this  matter,  he  (Mr.  Power) 
could  say  that  in  the  vast  majority  of 
cases  in  Ireland  the  Act  had  been  op- 
posed far  more  by  the  ex  officio  than  the 
elected  class  of  Guardians.  When  the 
elected  olass  had  opposed  it,  that  class 
were  Guardians  returned  by  the  ex  officio 
vote. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  that 
his  observations  had  had  no  reference 
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to  the  Labourers'  Act,  his  allusion 
having  been  to  Clause  19  of  the  Land 
Act. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  he  was  re- 
ferring to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He 
wished  to  show  that  the  Act  was  far 
more  likely  to  be  worked  satisfactorily 
by  popularly-elected  Guardians  than  by 
ex  officio  Guardians,  or  Guardians  elected 
by  the  ex  officio  vote.  His  experience  in 
connection  with  Unions — and  it  was 
shared  by  others— was  that  in  Munster, 
Leinster,  and  Connaught,  the  Act  had 
failed  in  consequence  of  the  action  taken 
by  its  enemies,  the  ex  officios.  He  ima- 
gined that  there  was  more  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  obtaining  the  loans  for  the 
construction  of  labourers*  dwellings  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
think ;  and  in  connection  with  this 
matter  he  would  point  out  that  the 
labourers  themselves  were  not  so  anxious 
for  the  cottages  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman imagined,  for  the  reason  that  if 
the  cottages  were  built  by  the  tenants 
under  the  order  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, the  labourers  occupied  them 
merely  at  the  will  of  the  employers, 
and  that  they  were  not  in  a  position  to 
dispose  of  their  labour  in  the  best  mar- 
ket. There  was,  consequently,  a  diffi- 
culty amongst  the  labourers  themselves 
in  this  matter,  which  those  who  were 
not  familiar  with  the  subject  did  not 
quite  appreciate.  He  pointed  out  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Colthurst)  that  action  had  been  taken 
by  several  Boards  of  Guardians  in  this 
matter.  Li  the  Union  of  which  he  was 
Chairman  proceedings  had  been  insti- 
tuted ;  indeed,  he  should  be  sorry  if  it 
were  to  go  forth  that  the  elected  Guar- 
dians generally  had  not  been  fairly 
anxious  to  discharge  their  duties  to  the 
labourers. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  understood 
the  contention  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  County  of 
Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst)  was  that  in 
certain  cases  where  reductions  were  made 
and  judicial  rents  fixed  it  was  possible 
there  should  be  appended  to  the  reduc- 
tion a  condition  that  certain  labourers* 
cottages  should  be  built.  It  might  bo 
asked  how  that  was  to  be  carried  out. 
It  was  to  be  carried  out  by  the  action 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  Without 
wishing  to  enter  into  the  question  whe- 
ther it  was  the  fault  of  the  ex  officio  or  of 


the  elected  Guardians,  he  must  say  it 
was  patent  to  everyone  who  knew  any- 
thing of  Ireland  that  in  certain  cases 
the  statutory  directions  in  the  19  th 
clause  of  the  Land  Act  had  been  inope- 
rative in  consequence  of  the  inaction  of 
the  Boards  of  Guardians.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  came  to  the  House  and 
asked — as  he  was  quite  justified  in  ask- 
ing— how  matters  were  to  be  altered, 
and  then  the  Committee  were  treated 
to  dull  disquisitions  like  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
and  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy). 
First  of  all,  let  them  consider  how  the 
provision  of  the  Land  Act  relating  to 
labourers'  cottages,  which,  up  to  the 
present,  had  been  inoperative,  was  to 
be  amended.  The  appeal  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  to  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  was  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  make  the  amendment,  an 
amendment  which  was  essentially  ne- 
cessary in  the  interest  of  the  Irish  people. 

The  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  being 
come  with  a  Message  for  the  House  to 
attend  the  Lords  Commissioners,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair: — 

Mr.  Speakeb  resimied  the  Chair : — 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went; — ^and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  ihe  Boy al  Assent 
to  several  BiJls. 

Supply  again  considered  in  Committee. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that, 
to  continue  for  a  moment  the  obser- 
vations he  was  offering  to  the  Commit- 
tee, he  would  impress  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government  the  necessity  of  remedying 
the  present  state  of  affairs,  so  as  to 
make  a  provision  intended  to  benefit 
the  Irish  labourer  a  reality,  instead  of, 
as  it  was  now,  a  phantasm. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  said, 
that  the  Committee  would,  perhaps, 
allow  him  to  say  a  word  or  two  before 
the  discussion  proceeded  further.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  Orders  made  under 
the  19th  section  of  the  Land  Act  had 
been  disregarded  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians ;  but  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
say  off-hand  what  remedy  could  be  ap- 
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plied.  He  admitted  that  the  present 
state  of  things  ought  not  to  continue  if 
a  remedy  could  be  found  for  it.  He 
would  cause  it  to  be  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Land  Courts  that  those 
Orders  were  being  constantly  disre- 
garded, and  he  would  also  bring  the 
question  before  the  notice  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Colthurst) 
had  suggested  that  the  Treasury  might 
render  some  assistance  in  the  matter. 
He  (the  Chief  Secretary)  would  commu- 
nicate with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  and  see  what  could  be 
done  in  the  direction  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  suggested. 

Mb.  DEASY  said,  he  thought  the 
speech  they  had  just  heard  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party.  There  could  be  no  doubt  at  all 
that  there  was  a  general  disinclination 
amongst  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland 
to  carry  out  the  1 9th  section  of  the  Land 
Act.  There  were  several  retisons  for 
that  disinclination.  In  the  first  place, 
there  was  an  Act  of  a  very  different 
character  in  force  —  namely,  the  La- 
bourers' Act,  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  (Jalway  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor).  That  Act  contem- 
plated that  labourers  should  get  plots 
of  ground  and  be  altogether  indepen- 
dent of  their  employers.  Under  that 
Act  a  labourer  could  retain  possession 
of  his  house  as  long  as  he  paid  the  rent 
imposed;  but  under  the  section  of  the 
Land  Act  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Colthurst)  had  ad- 
dressed himself  a  labourer  was  com- 
pletely at  the  mercy  of  his  employer. 
There  was  power  to  compel  the  erection 
of  labourers'  cottages  on  a  farm  the 
judicial  rent  of  which  had  been  fixed ; 
but  a  labourer  occupying  one  of  the 
cottages  would  be  just  as  much  at  the 
mercy  of  his  master  as  he  had  pre- 
viously been — he  might  be  dismissed 
from  his  employment  and  dispossessed 
of  his  house  any  week  or  month.  Boards 
of  Guardians  were  naturally  not  at  all 
inclined  to  compel  the  erection  of  cot- 
tages under  the  Land  Act,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  the  benefit  conferred 
on  the  labourers  was  very  little  indeed. 
But  if,  however,  the  Labourers'  Act  and 
the  Amendment  Bill  now  before  the 
House  were  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
the  labourers  would  be  in  a  much  better 
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position  than  they  would  if  the  19th 
section  of  the  Land  Act  were  put 
in  force.  But  there  was  a  reason  why 
Boards  of  Guardians  should  not  be  in  a 
hurry  to  carry  out  the  Labourers'  Act 
as  it  now  stood,  and  that  was  that  the 
high  rate  of  interest  which  the  Treasury 
claimed  made  the  charge  on  the  rates  of 
the  country,  already  enormous,  still  very 
much  higher.  The  Treasury  would 
not  lend  money  under  £5  7#.  6(f.  per 
cent,  or  for  a  longer  term  than  35 
years.  The  Treasury  were  empowered 
by  that  Act  to  lend  money  at  a  low  rate 
of  interest,  and  for  a  very  much  more 
extended  time;  but  whenever  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  applied  for  a  longer  period 
of  repayment  the  Treasury  refused  to 
make  a  grant.  Again,  the  Guardians 
were  unwilling  to  put  a  heavy  tax  on 
the  ratepayers  at  present,  particularly 
as  there  was  every  probability  that  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  would  pass 
into  law,  and  that  under  that  Bill  very 
much  easier  terms  would  be  made  for 
the  erection  of  labourers'  cottages. 
Under  the  present  Act  the  cost  of  pur- 
chasing plots  of  ground  for  the  erection 
of  labourers'  cottages  was  very  great ; 
and  if  the  landlord  or  tenant  objected, 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  would  be  obliged 
to  come  up  to  London  for  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  the  legal  expenses 
would  be  very  much  larger  than  the 
actual  cost  of  the  ground.  The  rigl^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  made 
a  statement  which  was  altogether  at 
variance  with  the  facts.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  examine  the  Ke- 
turn  presented  to  the  House  of  the 
number  of  labourers'  cottages  which  had 
been  erected  within  the  last  year  or  two 
he  would  find  that  in  those  Unions  in 
which  the  elected  Guardians,  the  real 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers,  were 
in  a  majority,  the  Labourers'  Act  had 
been  carried  out  in  a  very  large  degree ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  that  where  the 
ex  officio  Guardians  preponderated  the 
Act  had  not  been  put  in  force  at  aU.  Not 
long  ago,  in  one  of  the  Unions  of  County 
Cork,  Macroom,  it  was  decided  to  erect 
a  number  of  labourers'  cottages — a  meet- 
ing was  held  in  compliance  with  the  Act, 
and  it  was  unanimously  decided  to  erect 
anumber  of  labourers'  cottages.  Another 
meeting  was  called  a  fortnight  afterwards 
for  the  purpose  of  complymg  with  some 
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necessary  legal  forms,  and  without  giving 
the  slightest  intimation  to  the  elected 
Guardians  of  their  intention,  a  few  of 
the  ea  offieiOy  with  a  landlord's  solicitor, 
attended  and  threw  out  the  scheme.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only  knew  a 
little  more  of  the  particulars  he  would  be 
slow  to  say  that  the  fact  that  the  La- 
bourers* Act  had  not  been  put  into  force 
was  largely  due  to  the  elected  members 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  It  was 
well  known  that  the  mode  of  appointing 
Guardians  in  Ireland  was  such  that,  as 
a  general  rule,  the  representatives  of  the 
people  formed  a  very  small  minority  of 
the  Board.  It  was  to  remedy  that  state 
of  things  that  a  Bill,  which  was  now 
before  the  House  of  Lords,  was  intro- 
duced. If  that  Bill  was  passed,  and  if 
the  representatives  of  the  ratepayers 
did  in  future  form  a  majority  of  the 
Boards  of .  Guardians  in  Ireland,  the 
Committee  might  rest  assured  that  be- 
fore very  long  the  Labourers'  Act  would 
be  put  into  full  operation,  and  that  the 
labouring  classes  of  Ireland  would  have 
nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  matter. 
In  conclusion,  he  had  only  to  say  that 
he  was  not  strongly  in  favour  of  the  view 
taken  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  County  Cork 
(Colonel  Colthurst).  He  did  not  think 
it  was  very  desirable  that  the  19th 
clause  of  the  Land  Act  should  be  largely 
put  into  force.  There  was  a  reasonable 
prospect — indeed,  there  was  almost  the 
certainty — that  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion the  Labourers'  Act  would  be 
amended.  It  was  only  by  the  amend- 
ment of  that  Act  which  was  sought  that 
the  condition  of  the  labourers  could  be 
in  any  way  improved.  At  the  same 
time,  it  would  be  well  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  communicated  with 
the  Members  of  the  Land  Commission, 
and  asked  them  to  see  that  some  of  the 
Orders  they  had  made,  particularly  in 
the  poorer  part«  of  the  country,  for  the 
erection  of  cottages  were  carried  out. 

Mb.  HEALY  entirely  agreed  with  the 
view  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Deasy)  had 
taken  upon  this  question.  There  was 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  had  not  been  able  to  put 
the  Act  into  force,  owing  to  the  ridicu- 
lous character  of  the  measure  which 
was  passed  at  the  instance  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Waterford 


(Mr.  Villiers  Stuart).  No  more  absurd 
Bill  was  ever  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  because  it  was  a  Bill  to  en- 
force penalties  amounting,  in  some  cases, 
to  £60,  £70,  and  £80,  penalties  so 
crushing  that  no  Board  of  Guardians 
would  impose  them.  It  was  another 
case  of  the  old  story ;  they  put  one  heavy 
penalty  to  check  mischief;  but  the 
penalty  was  so  great  that  the  jury  re- 
fused to  convict.  Supposing  that  a  man 
applied  to  the  Land  Commission,  and 
they  made  an  Order  for  the  erection  of  a 
cottage.  Supposing  that  then  the  land- 
lord appealed.  It  was  sometimes  three 
years  before  the  appeal  was  heard,  and 
during  all  the  time  penalties  of  £  1  a- 
week  were  accumulating,  owing  to  the 
absurd  and  idiotic  Act  which  was  passed 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford,  and  which  the  Irish 
Members  were  so  soft  as  to  allow  to  pass 
without  amendment.  It  would  be  simply 
ruinous  to  the  tenants  if  those  penalties 
were  imposed.  The  tenants  found  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  borrowing  money 
from  the  Board  of  Works.  He  had 
known  farmers  to  try  for  six  or  12 
months  to  get  a  paltry  loan  from  the 
Board  of  Works.  The  farmers  had  no 
money  with  which  to  pay  for  the  erec- 
tion of  the  cottages ;  and  yet,  under  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford, 
the  fines  against  them  increased  weekly. 
What  greater  absurdity  could  there  be? 
The  men  tried  to  get  the  money  from 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  because  the 
Board  of  Works  chose  to  employ  the 
red  tape  for  which  they  were  so  re- 
nowned the  poor  tenants  were  to  have 
those  fines  of  £1  a-woek  accumulating 
against  them.  He  had  had  great  expe- 
rience in  this  matter,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  penalties  pro- 
vided prevented  the  Act  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  being  more 
rapidly  enforced.  What  he  recom- 
mended, when  the  Land  Act  was  pass- 
ing through  Parliament,  was  that  there 
should  be  an  official  attached  to  the 
Land  Commission  for  the  special  purpose 
of  inspecting  labourers'  cottages.  That 
suggestion  was  received  by  a  snort 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster).  Well,  with  regard  to  another 
subject.  Not  long  ago  the  Government 
promised  him  that  they  would  be  able 
to  make  a  statement  with  respect  to  the 
Sub-Commissioners  who  were  to  go  out 
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of  office.  Of  course,  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment knew  very  well  that  the  Land 
Commissioners  were  supposed  to  be 
more  favourable  to  the  view  of  the  land- 
lords than  they  were  to  that  of  the  ten- 
ants ;  therefore,  very  great  suspicion  na- 
turally attached  to  the  selection  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners  who  were  to  go  out 
of  office.  The  rumour  had  got  about  in 
the  country  that  the  Sub-Commissioners 
who  were  most  favourable  to  the  land- 
lords were  to  be  continued  in  office,  and 
that  those  who  had  got  the  reputation  of 
being  friends  of  the  tenants  were  to  be 
turned  away.  He  thought  that  every- 
thing that  was  possible  should  be  done 
to  guard  against  any  ground  for  that 
suspicion.  The  state  of  the  case  with 
regard  to  the  Sub-Commissioners  was 
very  unfortimate.  They  had  a  gentle- 
man like  Mr.  Wylie  himted  from  office 
for  the  slightest  supposed  favour  to  the 
tenants.  They  had  Mr.  Meek  and  a 
number  of  other  gentlemen,  whose 
names  it  was  not  necessary  to  men- 
tion, hunted  from  office  because  it  was 
supposed  they  purposely  gave  judg- 
ments in  favour  of  the  tenants  as  against 
the  landlords.  Now,  he  understood  that 
the  office  held  by  Mr.  M'Devitt  would 
shortly  be  vacant.  Mr.  M'Devitt  was 
notoriously  the  chief  enemy  of  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland;  he  was  a  gentleman 
who,  wherever  he  had  gone,  had  been  a 
blister  upon  the  Sub-Commission,  and 
who  had  brought  more  odium  on  the 
Land  Commission  than  anyone  else.  As 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  showed  in  the  House 
some  time  ago,  Mr.  M*Devitt  on  one 
occasion  struck  out  the  case  of  a  poor 
widow  in  County  Cork  because  she  could 
not  speak  English.  In  fact,  whenever 
Mr.  M'Devitt  had  a  chance  of  doing 
an  injury  to  the  tenants  he  did  not  fail 
to  avail  himself  of  it.  His  term  of  office 
would  very  shortly  be  brought  to  a 
dose,  and  the  very  grave  suspicion 
existed  that  he  was  to  be  re- em- 
ployed to  the  detriment  of  other  gen- 
tlemen who  had  not  brought  dawn 
upon  themselves  the  odium  of  either 
Party.  The  main  consideration  which 
ought  to  weigh  in  this  matter  was  which 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners  had  steered, 
as  it  were,  an  even  keel,  and  not  in- 
curred the  odium  of  the  people.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  continuanco  of 
Mr.  M*Devitt  in  office,  to  the  detriment 
of  Commissioners  whose  conduct  had 
not    caused    an  outcry  against  them, 

Mr.  Heflly 


would  strengthen  the  belief  that  the 
Government  desired  to  retain  the  ser- 
vices of  the  friends  of  the  landlords. 
Now,  there  was  another  matter  to  which 
he  wished  to  refer.  The  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  which  was  coming  down  from  "  an- 
other place,"  proposed  to  create  two 
additional  Commissioners,  and  those 
Commissioners  were  to  be  drafted  on  to 
the  existing  work  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. He  must  say  he  viewed  with  an 
entire  want  of  confidence  the  proposal 
to  entrust  to  the  Land  Commissioners 
any  scheme  of  land  purchase.  The 
Committee  could  not  have  forgotten 
what  Mr.  Litton,  Land  Commissioner, 
declared  on  the  question  of  land  pur- 
chase  in  the  House  of  Lords.  That 
gentleman  there  said  that  to  carry  oat 
a  scheme  of  peasant  proprietary  in 
Ireland  would  tend  to  a  separation  of 
the  two  countries.  Did  the  Conmiittee 
imagine  with  any  confidence  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  view  with  much 
favour  a  scheme  of  land  purchase  which 
was  to  be  carried  out  by  persons,  one  of 
whom  had  made  such  a  declaration  as 
that?  Something  should  be  done  to 
separate  the  Land  Commissioners,  who 
were  charged  with  the  duty  of  fixing 
rents,  from  the  body  who  had  to  deal 
with  purchase.  They  could  not  forget 
how  Mr.  George  Fottrell  was  treated  by 
the  Land  Commission,  simply  because 
he  was  supposed  to  be  inclined  to  pro- 
mote a  scheme  of  land  purchase.  Mr. 
Fottrell  was  obliged  to  retire  from  his 
position  as  Solicitor  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission, though  the  Government  gave 
him  a  much  better  position,  and  no 
doubt  a  much  happier  position,  since  it 
had  a  salary  of  something  like  £1,000 
a-year  attached  to  it.  The  people  had 
a  deep  distrust  of  the  action  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  with  regard  to  the 
scheme  of  land  purchase.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  and  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
must  have  read  the  comments  of  the 
Land  Judges'  Court  on  the  Land  Com- 
mission. Some  tenants  declared  that 
they  coidd  not  get  money  from  the  Land 
Commissioners,  and  the  comments  made 
by  the  Judges  had  been  called  attention 
to  in  **  another  place  "  by  Lord  Castle- 
town. And  yet  it  was  to  that  body, 
which  was  admittedly  a  body  of  ob- 
structives, so  far  as  land  purchase  was 
concerned;  that  it  was  proposed  to  en- 
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trust  the  scheme  of  land  purchase  in 
Ireland.  It  would  be  very  regrettable 
indeed  if  the  proposal  were  adopted. 
He  would  like  to  receive  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  the 
names  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  whose 
services  were  to  be  retained,  and  the 
names  of  those  whose  services  were  to 
be  discontinued,  and  he  would  also  like 
to  know  what  hope  there  was  of  a  set- 
tlement of  the  question  of  appeals. 
There  were  only  three  gentlemen  who 
heard  appeals ;  and  it  was  perfectly  im- 
possible for  those  men  to  settle,  at  the 
present  rate  of  progress,  the  appeals 
which  had  already  been  made  to  them 
under  three  or  four  years.  It  would 
greatly  facilitate  the  settlement  of  ap- 
peals if  some  assistance  could  be  ob- 
tained. Besides,  it  was  a  hardship  to 
tenants  to  be  dragged  up  to  Dublin  from 
all  parts  of  the  country  because  of  the 
Eeport  of  the  Court  Valuer.  The  sys- 
tem was  most  extraordinary.  When  the 
Sub-Commissioners  heard  a  case  there 
were  valuers  on  both  sides ;  but  when  an 
appeal  was  entered  a  most  extraordinary 
system  was  inaugurated,  as  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
well  knew.  He  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  have 
the  courage  to  stand  up  at  the  Table 
and  defend  the  system  which  now  pre- 
vailed  in  the  Appeal  Court.  What 
happened  ?  A  landlord  entered  an  ap- 
peal against  the  decision  of  the  Sub- 
Commission.  A  Court  Valuer  was  sent 
down,  and  he  gave  his  view  of  the  value 
of  the  land  as  it  stood,  with  improve- 
ments and  everything  else.  He  ought 
to  say,  first  of  all,  that  the  Commission 
had  to  some  extent  discouraged  appeals 
by  the  tariff  they  had  adopted.  lOs. 
was  to  be  paid,  and  then  the  Court 
Valuer  was  sent  down  to  the  farm,  and 
the  landlord  and  tenant  received  a  copy 
of  tho  valuation,  and  then  it  very  fre- 
quently happened  that  the  landlord 
dropped  the  appeal.  The  landlord  had 
put  the  tenant  to  the  expense  of  getting 
a  distinct  valuation,  to  be  made  for 
himself,  to  the  expense  of  getting  a 
solicitor  to  attend  to  the  case,  and  of 
bringing  up  his  witnesses,  and  then  he 
had  the  power  to  drop  the  appeal.  Sup- 
posing he  did  not  drop  the  appeal,  what 
happened  was  even  still  worse.  Wit- 
nesses on  each  side  were  brought  up  ; 
but  the  landlord's  advocate  might  get 
up  in  Court  and  say — **  I  produce  no 


witnesses.  I  rely  on  the  Court  Valuer." 
The  tenant  might  call  for  the  production 
of  the  Court  Valuer,  but  he  was  not 
called — he  was  not  to  be  got  at ;  he  was 
not  to  be  examined ;  he  was  a  shadow 
which  hung  and  prevailed  over  the  en- 
tire Court ;  but  as  to  how  he  arrived  at 
hit  valuation,  as  to  whether  the  valua- 
tion should  have  been  £10  or  £1,000, 
there  was  no  means  of  ascertaining. 
That  bloodless  shadow  poisoned  the  en- 
tire system  of  appeal.  It  was  hardly 
possible  to  conceive  the  feeling  of  sus- 
picion which  was  created  in  the  minds 
of  the  people  when  a  valuation  was 
flung  on  to  the  table  of  the  Court,  and 
there  was  no  chance  of  cross-examining 
the  valuer.  The  system  was  a  most 
mischievous  one,  and  one  which  ought 
at  once  to  be  corrected.  He  was  amazed 
that  his  countrymen  had  not  made  a 
strong  protest  against  the  system.  If 
the  landlord  had  the  option  of  cross- 
examining  the  Court  Valuer,  why  should 
not  the  tenant  ?  The  system  was  bad — 
it  was  a  makeshift  which  should  not 
have  been  attempted.  There  was  one 
other  matter  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
attention.  The  Treasury  had  now  got 
in  hand  something  like  £5,000  of  the 
tenants'  money,  which,  according  to  a 
recent  decision,  thoy  had  no  business  to 
have.  It  was  held  lately  by  the  Court 
of  Appeal  that  the  affixing  of  a  stamp 
— he  believed  it  was  a  1».  stamp — on  the 
original  notice  and  on  the  appeal  notice 
was  illegal ;  it  was  held  to  be  an  in- 
fringement of  the  right  of  the  subject, 
which  was  guarded  against  by  a  distinct 
Act  of  Parliament.  What  were  the 
Treasury  going  to  do  with  the  tenants* 
money?  He  thought  they  ought  to 
give  it  up.  Of  course,  the  distribution 
of  the  money  amongst  the  tenants  of 
the  country  would  not  be  worth  the  ex- 
pense which  it  would  involve ;  but  the 
Irish  people  ought  to  get  the  money 
back  in  some  shape  or  form.  It  might 
possibly  be  given  in  prizes  for  some 
educational  subject.  Anyhow,  the  Trea- 
sury had  no  right  to  it,  and  they  ought 
to  give  a  pledge  that  they  would  refund 
it  in  some  way  or  other. 

Mb.  MARUM  said,  that  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  carry  out  the  Act,  but 
for  the  enormous  taxation  involved  in 
doing  so.  Take  his  own  county,  Kil- 
kenny, In  1840  the  population  was 
202,000;  it  was  now  only  99,000.  Up- 
wards   of    100,000    of    the  labouring 
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classes  liad  left  the  county  owing  to  the 
depression  in  the  agricultural  interest. 
When  they  spoke  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, they  must  bear  in  mind  that  the 
Guardians  themselves  felt  like  other 
people  the  effects  of  the  agricultural 
depression,  and  that  therefore  they  were 
not  as  active  in  incurring  expenditure 
as  they  might  otherwise  be.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
that  the  appeal  system  amounted  to  a 
very  grave  scandal.  Within  the  last 
few  days  he  had  called  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  to  the  fact  that  there  were  about 
10,000  appeals  unheard,  and  that  of  those 
appeals  a  great  number  would  not  be 
heard,  because  the  difficulties  and  injus- 
tices which  the  tenants  had  to  struggle 
against  in  the  Appeal  Court  were  such 
that  sooner  than  go  on  with  their  ap- 
peals the  tenants  withdrew  them.  There 
could  be  no  graver  scandal  than  that 
poor  appellants  were  absolutely  obliged 
to  give,  up  the  chance  of  getting  their 
rights,  because  of  the  condition  of  things 
which  had  been  so  graphically  described 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan.  He  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
give  his  earnest  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject, because  there  was  nothing  which 
80  much  disposed  people  to  disafifection 
and  discontent  as  to  find  that  they  could 
not  get  justice  in  the  Courts  of  Law. 

Me.  BIQGAR  said,  he  should  like  to 
say  a  word  upon  a  question  which  only 
indirectly  arose  upon  this  Vote — namely, 
the  question  of  land  purchase.  He  was 
extremely  anxious  to  see  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  passed  ;  but  he  understood  it 
was  proposed  that  the  machinery  of  the 
Bill  should  be  worked  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission Court. 

The  CHAIEMAN  (Mr.  Ritchie)  :  It 
is  well  I  should  direct  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are 
now  considering  the  Vote  for  the  Irish 
Land  Commission;  and,  therefore,  we 
cannot  now  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Irish 
Land  Purchase  Bill. 

Me.  BIGGAR,  continuing,  said,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  shape  of  permanence 
with  regard  to  any  of  tie  officials  of  the 
Land  Commission  when  they  were  ap- 
pointed. He  did  not  wish  to  draw  any 
invidious  distinctions;  but  it  was  well 
known  that  none  of  the  gentlemen 
connected  with  the    Land  Commission  I 

Mr.  Marum 


Court  were  trained  officials.  They  were 
men  without  experience,  gathered  to- 
gether in  an  emergency ;  and,  therefore, 
he  held  that  they  were  not  competent  to 
settle  land  titles,  and  questions  of  that 
kind.  The  Sub  -  Commissioners,  and 
also  the  Chief  Commissioners,  moved 
about  from  place  to  place;  and  the  duties 
they  had  had  to  perform  in  times  past 
did  not  fit  them  for  an  office  of  a  real, 
permanent,  and  substantial  character. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Bir.  Healy)  had 
very  properly  raised  the  question  of  the 
\8.  fee  upon  the  original  and  appeal  no- 
tices. He  did  not  know  what  was  the 
best  way  to  dispose  of  the  £6,000  which 
the  Treasury  illegally  held ;  but  lie  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  there  were 
many  beneficial  purposes  to  which  it 
could  be  applied.  He  also  desired  to 
impress  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  the  importance  of 
the  question  of  appeals.  It  was  quite 
true,  as  had  been  pointed  out,  that  many 
litigants  were  ruined  by  delay.  The 
tenant  was  held  liable  for  the  old  rent 
until  the  appeal  had  been  decided ;  and 
therefore,  if  the  old  rent  was  a  very  ex- 
travagant one,  the  tenant  was  ruined  be- 
fore he  had  an  opportunity  of  obtaining 
a  decision  of  his  case.  That  was  a 
grievous  state  of  things,  which  no  time 
should  be  lost  in  remedying. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND said,  it  was  proposed  to  redace 
the  number  of  Sub-Commissioners,  and 
thus  efifect  a  saving  of  something  like 
£5,000.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  referred  to  the  reconstitntion 
of  the  Sub-Commission.  He  could  not 
at  that  moment  give  the  names  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners  of  the  future;  but 
if  hon.  Members  would  allow  this  Vote 
to  pass  now,  he  would,  either  to-morrow 
or  the  next  day,  possibly  by  Report, 
give  them  the  names  they  desired.  Of 
course,  he  need  not  say  that,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  body  itself,  it  was  veiy 
necessary  it  should  be  constituted  in  the 
most  impartial  manner.  Various  other 
matters  had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Healy) ;  but 
he  (the  Chief  Secretary)  was  unable  to 
go  into  them,  because  he  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  circumstances.  With 
regard  to  the  valuers,  however,  he  nught 
say  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  valuers 
were  a  Judicial  Body,  constituted  by  Act 
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of  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  attend- 
ing to  appeals,  and  that,  of  course,  he 
had  no  power  to  interfere  in  emy  way 
with  their  judgments.  It  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  the  question  of  the  block  in 
the  Appeal  Court  did  require  attention 
on  his  part,  and  he  promised  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  it  should  have  his  attention. 
That  was  the  first  time  that  the  question 
of  the  \b.  fees  charged  on  notices  had 
been  brought  under  his  notice.  He  had 
communicated  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  and  that  Gentleman 
had  informed  him  that  the  sum  speci- 
fied was  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  whether,  in  case 
Irish  Members  accepted  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  awaited 
further  explanations  on  Eeport,  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  willing  to  report 
Progress  after  this  Vote  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND :  After  the  next  Vote. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

O1.AS8  rV. — Education,  Science,  and 
Art. 

(3.)  £60,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the 
Transit  of  Venus. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Fri- 


Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Friday, 

TRAMWAYS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL  {changed  from  TRAMWAYS 
(IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
(No.  2)  BILL). 

FIRST  READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  read  the  first  time." 

Mr.  HEALT  inquired  whether  the 
Bill  was  to  be  regarded  as  a  Public  or 
as  a  Private  Bill,  there  being  some  un- 
certainty on  the  point,  owing  to  what 
had  occurred  in  the  other  House,  and  a 
grreat  Constitutional  question  might  arise 
upon  it  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  mea- 
sure had  been  treated  as  a  Public  Bill 
in  the  House  of  Lords. 


Motion  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  first  time. 


[Bill  243.] 


Amendment  Bill. 
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EGYPT  (THE  SOUDAN)— REPORTED 
DEATH  OP  THE  MAHDI. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (Lord 
Mayor)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  the  Government 
had  received  any  confirmation  of  the 
reported  death  of  the  Mahdi  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  No,  Sir ;  we  have  received  no 
official  confirmation  of  the  report. 

EGYPT  (THE  SOUDAN) -RE  PORTED 
FIGHTING  AT  KASSALA. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  report  which 
had  appeared  in  the  newspapers  of  a 
great  slaughter  of  Arabs  having  taken 
place  at  Kassala;  and  whether  he,  had 
received  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  There  appears  to  have  been  an 
attack  made  upon  Kassala,  and  the 
attacking  party  appears  to  have  been 
defeated.  As  to  the  amount  of  slaughter 
the  Government  have  no  information. 

EGYPT— OLIVIER  PAIN. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
Whether  there  was  any  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  report  that  Olivier  Pain 
was  living  and  at  Berber  was  correct  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER :  No,  Sir ;  we  have  no  authentic 
information. 


LT7NA0Y  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Bill  to 

amend  the  Law  relating  to  Lunatics,  ordered  to 

be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour  and 

Mr.  Stuart- WoRTLET. 

BiHpretentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  244.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday^  2Zrd  July^  1885. 


MTNTJTES.]— Public  Bills— -FVr«<  Beading^ 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Practices)* 
(199);  School    Boards*   (200);    Exchequer 
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and  Treasury  Bills  • ;  Greenwich  Hospital  • 
(201) ;  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Im- 
prisonment) •  (202). 

Second  Seadin^— River  Thames  (No.  2)  (171)  ; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  •  (174);  Public 
Health  (Ships,  &o.)*  (186);  Artillery  and 
Hifle  Ranges*  (193). 

Committee  —  Submarine  Telegraph  Cables 
(104-203). 

Report  —  Shannon  Navigation*  (172);  Land 
Purchase  (Ireland)  (184-204-206). 

Third  Reading  —  Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland) 
Amendment  *  (192) ;  Metropolis  Management 
Acts  Amendment*  (162),  tmApaued, 

WORCESTER  EXTENSION  BILL. 
THIBD   BEADING. 

Bill  read  3%  with  the  AmendmentB. 

Oa  Motion  "  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  " 

The  paymaster  GENEEAL 
(Earl  Beauchamp)  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  omission  of  Clause  22,  as  amended 
in  Committee,  relating  to  the  assessment 
of  railways.  He  took  this  course,  not 
as  a  Member  of  the  Government,  but  as 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Wor- 
cester ;  but  he  believed  the  Home  Office 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  ap- 
proved his  opposition  to  the  clause.  It 
really  did  not  receive  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House.  The 
Bill  was  one  for  the  extension  of  the 
boundaries  of  the  borough  of  Worcester. 
The  Gbeat  Western  Eailway  opposed 
the  Bill  before  the  Commons*  Commit- 
tee, but  on  clauses  only.  The  Company 
gave  notice  that  they  would  offer  the 
same  opposition  in  this  House ;  but 
they  opposed  the  Preamble,  and  the 
promoters  being  unprepared,  offered 
this  clause.  The  facts  were  that  since 
1832  the  boundaries  of  the  population 
of  Worcester  had  been  greatly  increased. 
In  consequence  of  this,  it  had  been 
agreed  to  add  to  the  civic  area  about 
2,000  acres,  and  a  population  thereon  of 
about  8,000.  Within  this  area  there  was 
some  property  belonging  to  the  Railway 
Company,  and  this  property  would,  ac- 
cording to  the  general  law,  be  rated  in 
the  city ;  but  by  this  clause  it  would  be 
still  rated  as  if  it  were  in  the  county. 
There  was  no  justification  whatever  for 
such  an  exemption.  There  was  no  rea- 
son why  the  Great  Western  Railway 
Company  should  be  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  ordinary  laws,  and 
should  be  placed  in  a  more  favourable 
position  in  Worcester  than  any  railway 
in  any  other  borough  in  the  Kingdom. 
All  the  promoters  asked  was  that  mat- 


ters should  be  left  to  the  operation  of 
the  general  law.  The  interests  at  stake 
were  so  large  that  he  must  ask  their 
Lordships  to  overlook  the  error  of  judg- 
ment committed  by  the  promoters,  and, 
in  justice  to  the  ratepayers  of  Worcester, 
to  omit  the  22nd  clause. 

Movedy  to  leave  out  Clause  22  (of  the 
Bill  as  amended  in  Committee)  ''  Assess- 
ment of  Railways,  &(iJ'— {The  Earl  Beau- 
champ,) 

The  Earl  op  LIMERICK  said,  that, 
having  been  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  which  the  Bill  had  been  referred,  he 
desired  to  make  a  few  observations.  He 
was  sorry  that  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
Motion  which  had  been  made  by  his 
noble  Friend.  This  Session  there  had 
been  more  attacks  on  the  decisions  of 
Select  Committees  than  he  ever  remem- 
bered to  have  been  made  in  any  previous 
year;  and  those  attacks  must  have  a 
depressing  effect  upon  noble  Lords  who 
endeavoured  to  do  their  duty  as  Mem- 
bers of  Committees.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  include  within  the  botm- 
daries  of  the  City  of  Worcester  about 
2,000  acres,  with  a  population  of  about 
8,000.  There  would  thus  be  about  four 
persons  to  an  acre,  and,  considering  that 
much  of  the  land  was  agricultural,  the 
Committee  was  quite  right  in  determin- 
ing on  a  differential  rating.  When  the 
promoters  had  called  witnesses  and  con- 
cluded their  case,  the  counsel  for  the 
opponents  rose  and  asked  whether  he 
had  any  case  to  meet.  The  Committee 
intimated  that  they  saw  no  reason  at 
that  stage  of  the  case  to  stop  the  Bill. 
Shortly  afterwards  the  counsel  on  both 
sides,  came  to  an  arrangement  which 
was  embodied  in  this  clause.  Every- 
thing that  had  been  done  in  the  matter 
had  been  done  with  the  assent  of  the 
promoters,  and,  the  clause  having  been 
accepted  by  them,  all  further  opposition 
to  the  measure  had  been  withdrawn. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  had  any  cause  of  complaint, 
and,  while  wishing  to  avoid  the  use  of 
strong  language,  he  could  not  help  say- 
ing that  their  action  in  assenting  to  tne 
introduction  of  the  clause  before  the 
Committee,  and  then  taking  the  first 
opportunity  to  get  rid  of  it,  was  hardly 
straightforward.  If  their  Lordships  de- 
cided to  reject  the  clause  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  against  public  policy,  he 
hoped  that  thejr  would  recommit  the 
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Bill,  in  order  that  those  who  opposed 
it  might  have  an  opportunity  of  heing 
heard. 

The  Eabl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
I^rl  who  had  just  sat  down  that  if  the 
clause  were  rejected  the  Bill  should  be 
re-committed.  In  his  opinion,  there  was 
no  ground  for  supposing  that  the  Great 
Western  Railway  Company  attempted 
to  take  the  promoters  at  any  disadvan- 
tage. 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOYERNMENT  BOARD  (Earl  Brown- 
low)  said,  he  believed  there  was  no  exact 
precedent  for  the  principle  laid  down  in 
the  clause;  and,  therefore,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Redesdaxe)  said,  he  thought 
the  Committee  had  not  acted  with  judg- 
ment in  accepting  the  proposal  for  an 
arrangement.  However,  the  only  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  whether  they 
would  support  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee or  would  reject  the  clause,  be- 
cause to  re-commit  the  Bill  would  be  to 
throw  it  over  for  the  present  Session. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  opposed  to  the 
rejection  of  the  clause. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  18;  Not- Contents  35 : 
Majority  17. 

"BiXi  passed^  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

EIVBE  THAMES  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  171.) 

{Th$  Lord  Mount  Temple.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  its  object  was  to  improve  by  re- 
gulation the  use  and  enjoyment  which 
the  inhabitants  of  London  derived  from 
the  Thames.  The  traffic  on  this  navi- 
gable highway  was  no  longer  for  busi- 
ness, but  for  pleasure.  The  Conservancy 
had  not  sufficient  authority  for  prevent- 
ing disorderly,  ill-behaved  people  emerg- 
ing from  the  boats  into  lawns  and  plea- 
sure grounds,  to  the  annoyance  of  ri- 
parian residents.  Power  would  be  given 
to  the  Conservators  to  prevent  such 
abuses.  Provisions  were  made  to  pre- 
vent landowners  from  claiming  rights 
which  did  not  belong  to  them — of  shut- 
ting pleasure  boats  out  of  inlets  and  nar- 1 


row  passages  between  islands  and  banks 
of  the  river.  The  Bill  would  regulate 
the  use  of  the  river  to  the  advantage  of 
all  parties ;  but  it  did  not  deprive  the 
public  or  the  riparian  owners  of  their 
lawful  rights. 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
—{The  Lord  Mount-Temple,) 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Viscount  Bury)  said,  he  had 
great  sympathy  with  a  good  many  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  which  he 
thought  would  do  a  great  many  things 
that  were  very  desirable,  just,  and  right. 
But  the  noble  Lord  would  see  that  the 
Bill  in  one  or  two  instances  made  legal 
that  which  he  wished  to  prevent.  For 
instance,  the  4th  clause  gave  the  right 
to  anchor  and  moor  for  a  reasonable 
time.  The  whole  point  of  that  clause 
turned  upon  the  construction  to  be 
placed  upon  the  words  ''reasonable 
time."  Then,  again,  the  6th  clause 
provided  that  no  house  boat  should 
anchor,  moor,  or  remain  stationary  op- 
posite any  gardens,  house,  or  pleasure 
grounds  for  more  than  seven  days  with- 
out the  sanction  of  the  occupier  of  the 
house  or  grounds.  That  dause  gave  a 
distinct  permission  to  moor  and  anchor 
these  boats  for  a  certain  time.  Anybody 
who  knew  the  River  Thames  also  knew 
that  house  boats  were  very  large  float- 
ing palaces,  and  attracted  people  down 
to  stay  with  those  who  owned  them.  He 
supposed  that  throughout  the  length  of 
the  river  they  numbered  1,000  ;  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  owners  of  these  boats 
were  to  be  empowered  to  anchor  for  seven 
days  immediately  opposite  a  man's  plea- 
sure grounds  without  any  licence  from 
the  occupier  a  grievous  injustice  would 
be  fixed  by  the  Bill.  If  the  noble  Lord 
would  strike  out  seven  days  and  insert 
24  hours  that  objection  would  fall  to  the 
ground.  But  he  considered  that  the  Bill 
ought  to  contain  a  further  provision.  In 
his  opinion,  if  the  owner  of  any  one  of 
these  boats  wished  to  anchor  opposite  a 
man's  lawn  or  house  he  should  be  com- 
pelled, in  the  first  place,  to  obtain  per- 
mission from  the  Conservancy  so  to 
anchor,  and  the  riparian  proprietors 
should  have  a  voice  in  the  matter.  If  a 
man  desired  to  keep  a  boat  stationed  at 
a  particular  spot  for  more  than  24  hours 
the  riparian  ought  to  have  some  means 
of  approaching  the  Conservancy,  and  of 
making  himself  heard  in  the  matter, 
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At  the  same  time,  the  Oonservators 
themselves  ought  not  to  have  complete 
jurisdiction,  and  the  riparian  owner 
should  be  able  to  appeal  from  their  de- 
cision if  they  gave  permission  for  a  boat 
to  be  anchored  opposite  his  house  or 
pleasure  grounds.  Clause  53  gave  juris- 
diction to  the  magistrates  in  certain 
matters  connected  with  the  police ;  and 
he  thought  that  the  magistrates*  court 
should  be  the  tribunal  to  appeal  to  from 
the  decision  of  the  Conservators.  If  the 
noble  Lord  would  undertake  that  these 
points  should  be  attended  to  in  Com- 
mittee the  Bill  would  do  a  great  public 
service. 

LoED  CLINTON  said,  that,  while  ap- 
proving the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  in  many  respects  an  admir- 
able measure,  he  thought  that  in  some 
matters  of  detail  its  provisions  would 
require  Amendment.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  sufficient  time  would  be  al- 
lowed to  elapse  before  the  Committee 
stage,  in  order  that  opportunity  might  be 
given  to  prepare  Amendments. 

Lord  MOUNT -TEMPLE  observed 
that  the  objections  of  the  noble  Viscount 
were  not,  in  his  opinion,  valid.  The  first 
duty  imposed  upon  the  Conservators 
was  to  prevent  annoyance ;  but  if  they 
thought  that  under  certain  circumstances 
there  was  a  case  in  which  no  annoyance 
would  be  caused  by  the  mooring  of  a 
boat,  then  they  had  power  to  determine 
that  the  mooring  did  not  constitute  an 
annoyance.  Under  other  circumstances, 
the  Conservators  might  say  that  the 
boat  should  not  be  moored  for  more 
than  seven  days.  They  might  fairly 
consider  in  Committee  whether  seven 
days  should  be  the  exact  period.  He 
might  add  that  the  Bill  was  generally 
approved  of  by  the  riparian  owners,  who 
were  anxious  to  see  it  passed. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (The  Duke  of  Eichmond 
and  Gordon)  said,  he  would  support  the 
appeal  made  by  the  noble  Lord  behind 
him  that  the  Committee  stage  should 
not  be  taken  before  those  interested  in 
the  Bill  had  an  opportunity  of  drawing 
up  Amendments  to  meet  the  cases  in 
which  they  were  interested.  The  noble 
Lord  had  stated  that  the  riparian 
owners  were  desirous  of  having  these 
powers.  That  might  be  so  in  tiie  ease 
of  some ;  but  there  were  persons  who 
were  very  much  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and 
who  would  not  care  to  have  boats  moored 
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opposite  their  houses  or  grounds  for  a 
period  of  seven  days.  The  power  given 
to  the  Conservancy  to  permit  the  moor- 
ing of  boats  opposite  a  man's  grounds, 
whether  he  liked  it  or  not,  was  a  very 
strong  power.  He  hoped  the  details 
would  be  discussed  in  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  ABINGDON  wished  to 
say,  as  a  Member  of  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  riparian  owners  to  consider 
this  Bill,  that  he  proposed  in  Committee 
to  suggest  certain  Amendments,  which 
he  hoped  would  be  agreed  to. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

SUBMARINE  TELEGRAPH  CABLES 

BILL.— (No.lOi.) 

(The   Lord   Sudeley,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Mevedy  "That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." 

The  Marquess  of  TWEEDDALE 
said,  he  wished  to  take  that  opportunity 
of  protesting  against  the  manner  in 
which  the  Convention  dealing  with  sub- 
marine telegraph  cables  had  been  con- 
ducted. The  property  affected  by  the 
Convention  consisted  of  110,000  miles 
of  telegraph  cable,  of  which  98,000 
miles  belonged  to  private  individuals  or 
to  private  Companies.  The  whole  of 
those  cables  had  been  laid  down  at  dif- 
ferent times  by  English  hands,  and  were 
for  the  greater  part  maintained,  kept  in 
order,  and  repaired  by  English  hands. 
The  value  of  the  property  in  submarine 
cables  owned  by  private  individuals  or 
Companies  was  estimated  at  £34, 000,000, 
and  the  owners  of  that  property  were, 
for  the  greater  part,  inhabitants  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  That  was  the  nature 
of  the  property  to  which  the  Convention 
applied,  and  for  the  protection  of  which 
the  Convention  was  held  in  March, 
1884.  The  Convention  was  composed 
of  the  Bepresentatives  of  26  Powers, 
including  the  European  Powers,  two 
Asiatic  Powers — namely,  the  Shah  of 
Persia  and  the  Indian  Government — the 
United  States,  and  some  eight  or  ten 
small  Governments  in  South  America. 
The  only  feature  common  to  all  those 
Kepresentatives  was  their  complete  igno- 
rance of  everything  connected  with  sob- 
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marine  telegraphy.  He  did  not  believe 
there  was  one  person  at  that  Convention 
who  had  any  knowledge,  theoretically 
or  practically,  of  the  laying  or  main- 
tenance of  submarine  cables.  It  was 
naturally  to  be  expected  that  the  Con- 
vention would  communicate  in  some 
way  with  the  owners  of  this  valuable 
property.  So  far  from  doing  so,  they 
legislated  for  it  in  complete  ignorance 
of  the  subject,  and  without  inviting  the 
owners  or  other  persons  capable  of  doing 
80  to  give  them  information.  The  re- 
sult, as  might  be  anticipated,  was  that 
the  Bill  carrying  out  the  deliberations 
of  the  Convention  contained  clauses  so 
objectionable  that  the  owners  of  this 
valuable  property,  almost  to  a  man,  had 
petitioned  that  this  Bill,  designed  for 
their  protection,  should  not  become  law. 
They  alleged  that  so  far  from  the  Bill 
being  calculated  to  protect  them  it  was 
eminently  calculated  to  injure  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  ruin  them.  The  best 
evidence  he  could  give  that  the  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill  were  not  exaggerated 
was  afforded  by  the  Amendments  which 
the  noble  Duke  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  had  placed  upon  the  Paper.  In 
one  case  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  noble  Duke  was  very  considerable, 
and  in  another  it  entirely  wiped  out  one 
of  the  Articles  of  the  Convention.  He 
ventured  to  think,  however,  that  the 
Amendments  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  were  preferable  to  those  of  the 
noble  Duke ;  at  any  rate,  the  owners  of 
the  telegraph  cables  preferred  them.  He 
had  risen  to  record  this  protest,  because 
he  thought  it  intolerable  that  a  large 
and  valuable  property  like  this  should 
be  dealt  with,  as  this  had  been,  with- 
out any  communication  with  those  for 
whose  benefit  the  Convention  was  osten- 
sibly held. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Confirmation  of  Convention). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Marquess  of 
TwEEDDALE,  the  foUowiug  Amendment 
made: — **In  page  1,  line  9,  after 
(*'and''),  insert  ('*  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act ''). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Punishment  of  violation  of 
Article  two  of  Convention). 

yOL.  CCXCIX.     [third  series.] 


The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Duke  of  Richmond), 
who  had  given  Notice  of  the  following 
Amendment: — In  page  2,  after  sub- 
section (3),  insert  as  a  new  subsection 
(3a)- 

"  A  person  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
acted  wilfully  who  in  order  to  the  repair  of  one 
submarine  cable  is  unavoidably  compelled,  by 
reason  of  not  being  able  to  effect  the  repair 
otherwise,  to  break  or  injure  another  submarine 
cable  :  but  this  provision  shall  not  apply  so  as 
to  exempt  such  person  from  any  liability  under 
this  Act  to  pay  the  cost  of  repairing  and 
breakage  or  injury  ;  '* 

Also  after  the  clause,  to  insert  as  a 

new  clause — 

(Limitation  of  Article  four  of  Convention.) 
'<  Article  four  of  the  Schedule  to  this  Act 

shall  not  apply  to  a  depth  of  water  exceeding 

one  hundred  fathoms," 

said,  it  had  been  adopted  by  him  in 
consequence  of  representations  made  by 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Tweeddale)  and  other  G-entlemen  in- 
terested in  the  subject.  It  was  pointed 
out  by  them  that  the  clause  affected 
Telegraph  Companies  injuriously,  and 
rendered  them  liable  to  be  punished 
by  fines  and  imprisonment  if  in  the 
exercise  of  their  duty  to  repair  their 
own  cables  they  injured  those  of  some- 
body else.  It  might  very  well  happen 
that  in  repairing  their  cable  a  Company 
might  unintentionally  damage  the  cable 
of  another.  To  meet  this  difficulty  he 
now  moved  to  amend  the  clause  by  pro- 
viding that  no  person  should  be  deemed 
to  have  acted  wilfully  who,  in  order  to 
repair  one  submarine  cable,  should  be 
unavoidably  compelled  to  injure  another 
submarine  cable.  The  provision  was  not, 
however,  to  exempt  the  person  injuring 
the  cable  of  someone  else  from  liability 
for  the  cost  of  repairing  it. 

The  Marquess  of  TWEEDDALE 
said,  that  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment,  though  it 
did  not,  in  his  opinion,  afford  sufficient 
protection  to  those  for  whom  it  was  in- 
tended. He  objected  to  the  use  of  the 
ambiguous  word  **  unavoidable."  It 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  say  whe- 
ther any  particular  act  done  by  the 
captain  of  a  ship  in  mid-Atlantic  in 
the  repair  of  a  cable  was,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  unavoidable 
or  not.  It  should  be  sufficient  that 
everything  was  done  in  reason  to  pre- 
vent injury  to  other  cables.     He  would 

3  F  ugnzea  by  Google 


1603  Submarine  Telegraph 


{LOEDSJ 


Cahles  Bill. 


1604 


suggest  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that 
punishment  should  not  be  inflicted  when 
sufficient  and  reasonable  precautions 
had  been  taken  to  prcTent  injury  being 
done  to  another  cable. 

LoBD  BEAMWELL  said,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  this  was  a  very 
dangerous  piece  of  legislation.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  however,  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Duke  was  an  im- 
provement on  the  original  clause,  and 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  an  improvement  on  that  of 
the  noble  Duke;  but  he  himself  in- 
tended to  suggest  a  third  Amendment 
to  the  effect  that  this  section  should  not 
extend  to  any  case  where  in  a  bond  fide 
attempt  to  repair  a  submarine  cable 
injury  had  been  caused  to  another  cable 
or  the  same  had  been  broken,  but  that 
the  section  should  not  apply  so  as  to 
prevent  a  civil  remedy. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Duke  of  Richmond) 
said,  that  his  Amendment  was  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  that  proposed 
by  the  noble  Marquess.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  referred  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  mending  a  cable  in  the  At- 
lantic; but  the  Amendment  he  pro- 
posed to  insert  in  the  Bill  had  reference 
only  to  the  100  fathom  limit,  and,  con- 
sequently, what  the  noble  Marquess 
said  was  not  much  to  the  purpose.  They 
had  all  the  same  object  in  view,  and 
that  was  not  to  subject  persons  to  what 
would  certainly  be  an  injury  in  the  exe- 
cution of  what  was  their  legitimate 
duty.  There  were  three  propositions 
before  the  Committee — his  own,  that  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  and  that  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  He  liked  the 
third  better  than  the  second,  and  it  was 
possible  the  second  might  be  better 
than  his  own.  He  would  suggest  that 
that  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  be  printed,  and  that  the  matter 
should  be  left  open  to  the  Report,  which 
he  hoped  might  be  taken  on  Friday. 

The  Mabquess  of  TWEEDDALE 
said,  he  did  not  understand  the  noble 
Duke's  criticism  as  to  the  100  fathom 
limit — which  applied  solely  to  Article  IV. 
of  the  Convention,  and  not  to  Clause  3 
now  under  discussion. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbu&y)  suggested  that  there  were 
some  ambiguities  in  the  clause  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bram- 
well),  which  he  might  correct  in  putting 

The  Marquess  of  Tweeddale 


it  on  the  Paper.  The  words  * '  bond  fide'* 
and  *' reasonable  care"  involved  the 
question  which  would  have  to  be  deter- 
mined by  a  jury. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Duke  of  RICHMo^-D) 
said,  he  proposed  to  insert  after  Clause  3 
a  clause  to  meet  objections  which 
had  been  raised  that  the  measure  went 
far  beyond  what  was  reasonable.  It 
was  said  that  it  would  be  very  di£&- 
cult  indeed,  if  not  impossible,  in  mid 
ocean  to  take  up  a  cable,  especially 
in  places  where  they  were  in  dose 
proximity  to  each  other.  He  therefore 
proposed  that  Article  4  of  the  Schedule 
should  only  apply  to  a  depth  of  water 
not  exceeding  100  fathoms,  a  limit  which 
was  well  defined  in  all  charts.  There 
was  no  difficulty  in  dealing  with  cables 
within  that  depth ;  it  was  easy  to  take 
them  up  and  repair  them.  He  added 
to  the  clause  a  Proviso  preserving  any 
right  or  remedy  possessed  independently 
of  the  Convention  or  of  the  Act. 

Moved,  to  insert  new  daose  after 
Clause  3 — 

(Limitation  of  Article  four  of  Omyention.) 
'*  Article  four  of  the   Schedule  to  this  Act 
shall  not  apply  at  a  depth  of  water  exceeding 
one  hundred  fathoms."— ( TA^  Duke  of  Eieh* 
mond,) 

The  Marquess  of  TWEEDDALE,  in 
accepting  the  Amendment,  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  noble  Duke  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  those  concerned. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  asked 
whether  the  limitation  in  the  Amend- 
ment was  consistent  with  the  Convention, 
which  applied  to  all  cables,  and  for 
which  the  contracting  parties  undertook 
to  ask  the  sanction  of  their  Legis- 
latures ? 

The  president  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  (The  Duke  of  Richmoxd) 
said,  that  Parliament  could  not  be  com- 
pelled to  carry  out  the  whole  Conven- 
tion. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  was  afraid  we  were  establishing  a 
system  of  punishment  for  British  sub- 
jects which  would  not  be  enforoed  by 
foreign  nations  against  their  own  sub- 
jects engaged  in  these  operations,  which 
would  be  undertaken  when  we  were 
neither  at  peace  nor  at  war,  but  between 
the  two. 
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Amendment  a^freed  to  ;  Clause  inserted 
aooordingly. 

Clauses  4  to  7,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Masters  of  vessels  liable  to 
punishment). 

The  Mabquess  of  TWEEDDALE,  in 
moving  the  insertion  of  the  following 
clause : — 

(Proyiflions  as  to  a  concession  of  right  of 
landing  cables.) 

"  With  respect  to  concessions  to  be  hereafter 
g^ranted  of  the  right  of  landing  submarine 
cables  on  the  shores  of  the  United  Kingdom 
the  following  enactments  shall  have  effect : 

**  (1.)  No  such  concession  shall  be  granted 
unless  public  notice  of  the  application  for  and 
purport  of  the  proposed  concession  has  been 
previously  given  by  advertisement  once  in  The 
London  Gazette  and  twice  in  two  successive 
weeks  in  two  daily  morning  newspapers  pub- 
lished in  London. 

**  (2.)  Before  any  such  concession  be  granted 
the  Board  of  Trade  shall  consider  any  objec- 
tions which  may  be  made  thereto  by  any  com- 
pany or  persons  affected  thereby,  and  of  which 
notice  in  writing  shall  be  given  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  within  twenty-one  days  after  the  date  of 
the  insertion  in  The  London  Gazette  of  the 
advertisement  mentioned  in  this  section. 

**  (3.)  A  copy  or  statement  of  the  material 
provisions  of  every  such  concession  shall  be 
mserted  in  The  London  Gazette  within  fourteen 
days  from  the  date  thereof,  and  copies  shall  be 
laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parliament  within 
the  like  period  if  Parliament  be  then  sitting, 
and  if  not,  then  within  fourteen  days  from  the 
next  sitting  thereof/' 

said,  the  object  of  Article  3  was  to 
secure  in  future  that  a  cable  should  be 
laid  in  such  a  manner  that  it  would  not 
cause  any  injury  to  any  other  cable,  and 
he  wished  to  provide  that  in  future  when 
a  concession  was  given  before  it  became 
valid  it  should  be  treated  as  a  pro- 
visional order— in  other  words,  that  the 
concession  should  remain  for  a  certain 
number  of  days  so  that  it  might  be 
examined,  discussed,  and,  if  necessary, 
objected  to.  At  present,  there  was  no 
machinery  whatever  for  ascertaining  the 
nature  of  the  concession  which  might  be 
granted  by  the  Board  of  Trade  or  the 
Post  Office. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OP  TRADE  (The  Duke  of  Richmoio)) 
said,  he  objected  most  strongly  to 
this  clause,  which  seemed  to  have  been 
drawn  up  veiy  much  in  favour  of 
existing  Companies.  It  would  be  very 
difficult  for  new  Companies  to  become 
established  as  means  might  be  taken 
during  the  time  application  was  being 
made  to  endeavour  to  buy  up  the  new 


Company.  He  also  thought  it  would  be 
a  great  hardship  upon  the  owner  of  a 
foreshore  that  he  should  not  be  able  to 
grant  a  concession  to  a  Cable  Company  to 
land  upon  it  without  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

LoKD  BRAMWELL  said,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment. 

The  Marquess  of  TWEEDDALE 
said,  he  had  had  no  communication  with 
any  of  the  Companies  on  this  subject, 
and  there  was  no  intention  to  stop  con- 
cessions. 

Clause  (by  leave  of  the  Committee) 
withdrawn. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  said  Amendments 
to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  203.) 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.) 

(no.  197.)      EEPORT. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Report  of 
the  Amendments  to  be  received  read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND  (Lord  Ashbourne),  in  moving 
that  the  Report  of  Amendments  to  this 
Bill  be  received,  said,  that  it  would  save 
time  if  he  laid  before  their  Lordships 
as  shortly  as  possible  a  sketch  of  the  prin- 
cipal Amendments  which  he  proposed  to 
make.  He  had  endeavoured,  in  the 
Amendments  he  now  submitted  to  the 
House,  to  deal  with  the  various  points 
raised  in  the  discussion  that  had  taken 

Elace  on  the  Bill.  He  had  also  availed 
imself  of  many  suggestions  made  to  him 
from  various  quarters  with  regard  to 
different  parts  of  the  Bill.  The  first 
important  Amendment  was  one  which 
dealt  with  the  one-fifth  of  the  purchase- 
money  which  it  was  proposed  to  leave 
as  a  guarantee.  He  had  already  in- 
serted various  Amendments  in  the  Bill 
at  the  Committee  stage  dealing  with  that 
matter,  and  he  now  proposed  to  intro- 
duce further  safeguards  for  those  whose 
money  would  thus  be  retained  for  the 
security  of  the  State.  Another  im- 
portant question  was  with  reference  to 
the  power  proposed  to  be  given  by  the 
Bill  to  the  Land  Commission  in  certain 
instances  to  make  vesting  orders.  The 
Bill  proposed  that  these  vesting  orders 
should  give  an  indefeasible  title  ;  but  it 
had  been  pointed  out  in  that  House,  and 
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also  suggested  to  him  by  various  per- 
sons outside,  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
permit  other  vesting  orders  to  be  made  in 
oases  where  the  Land  Commission  might 
find  itself  unable  to  pronounce  vesting 
orders  giving  an  indefeasible  title.     It 
was  thought  that  in  such  cases  it  would 
be  desirable  that  the  Commission  should 
have  power  to  give  vesting  orders  which 
should  not  be   absolutely  indefeasible. 
Another  Amendment  was  with  reference 
to  a  subject  brought  to  their  Lordships' 
attention  by  the  noble   Earl  the  late 
Viceroy  of  Lreland  (Earl  Spencer).     It 
had  relation  to  the  possible  danger  from 
the  apportionment  of  rent  charges  and 
the  possibleinJTistice  which  would  accrue 
from  the  apportionment  of  mortgages. 
For  instance,  a  person  might  now  re- 
ceive a  rent  charge  of  £1,000  a-year 
from  two  or  three  solvent  tenants,  and 
it  might  be  very  inconvenient  for  him 
to  have  substituted  for  those  two  or  three 
Bolvent  persons  30  or  40  others,  from 
whom  he  might  have  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  collecting  his  money.     In  the 
same  way  a  person  might  have  a  mort- 
gage of  £5,000  secured  on  the  property 
of  one  person,  and  it  might  be  very  in- 
convenient for  him  to  have  to  look  for 
his  interest  to  a  multiplicity  of  owners. 
He  had,  therefore,  struck  out  of  the  Bill 
the  power  of  apportioning  rent  charges 
and  mortgages.     He  was  supported  in 
that  by  the  information  which  had  been 
communicated  to  him  that  the  Landed 
Estates   Court  had    not    been  in    the 
habit  for  years  of  using  its  power  of 
apportioning  rent  charges,  owing  pro- 
bably to  the  inconvenience  and  injus- 
tice resulting  therefrom.     The  Landed 
Estates  Court,  he  believed,  had  never 
had  the  power  of  apportioning  or   di- 
viding mortgages,  and,  therefore,  there 
was    no    precedent    in    that    matter. 
Another    point  to    which   he  thought 
their  Lordships  would  readily  give  their 
assent  was  with  regard  to  the  position 
of  members  of  both  branches  of  the 
Legal  Profession  employed  in  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Land  Commission.    It  had 
been  felt  a  grievance  that  persons  of 
distinguished  and  honourable  position 
in  both  branches  of  the  Legal  Profession 
should,  by  their  employment  about  the 
business  of  the  Commission,  cease  to  be 
regarded  as  practising  part  of  their  pro- 
fession.    That  grievance  he  proposed  to 
remedy.     He  also  had  taken  power  to 

Lord  Ashhournf 


appoint,  if  thought  necessary,  a  separate 
solicitor  for  that  part  of  the  work  con- 
nected with  land  purchase.  "With  that 
sketch  of  the  Amendments  which  he  had 
now  to  submit,  he  begged  to  move  their 
adoption. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  agreed  that  the 
proposed  Amendments  would  carry  out 
the  intention  referred  to  ;  but  he 
wished  to  give  Notice  that  on  the  third 
reading  he  should  raise  the  question 
of  the  desirability  of  giving  power  to 
the  Land  Commission  to  grant  an  inde- 
feasible title. 

Move(f,  "  That  the  Eeport  of  the 
Amendments  be  received." — {The  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  further  Amendments 
made ;  Bill  to  be  read  3'  To-morrow  ;  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.  (Nos.  204 
and  205.) 

HAflBOXJR  ACCOMMODATION. 

QUESTION.      0BSEBVATI0N8. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Whether  it  is 
their  intention  to  adopt  any  measures 
for  iniproving  and  extending  harbour 
accommodation  on  the  coasts  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  with  a  view  to  the  in- 
creased protection  of  human  life  and  of 
commerce  from  shipwreck  ?  From  the 
evidence  recently  laid  before  the  public 
it  appeared  that  there  were  but  very 
few  harbours  on  the  Eastern  Coast. 
When  the  Eoyal  Commission  reported 
in  1 859  the  loss  of  property  by  wrecks 
amounted  to  £1,500,000  annually,  but 
it  now  amounted  to  £2,000,000.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  look  at  the 
question  from  a  financial  point  of  view. 
He  introduced  a  deputation  upon  this 
subject  to  the  late  President  of  the 
Beard  of  Trade,  who  spoke  in  a  most 
discouraging  manner,  and  said  that  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  loss  of  life  and 

Eroperty  would  be  very  much  lessened 
y  the  establishment  of  harbours  of 
refuge.  That  statement,  he  might  say, 
was  received  with  murmurs  of  disap- 
probation, followed  by  something  like 
laughter,  by  the  30  or  40  gentlemen 
connected  with  naval  affairs  who  were 
present.  Such  was  his  opinion  of  the 
importance  of  the  subject  that,  what- 
ever Government  might  be  in  Office 
next  year,  he  should  bring  it  under  the 
notice  of  the  House, 
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The  president  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  (The  Duke  of  Riciimoxd) 
said,  there  was  no  Member  of  that 
House,  and  certainly  no  Member  of 
the  Government,  who  did  not  admit 
most  fully  the  great  importance  of  har- 
bour accommodation  throughout  the 
country,  and  everyone  must  deplore 
very  much  the  loss  of  life  among  our 
sailors  at  sea.  But,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
they  had  no  intention  of  departing  from 
the  policy  of  successive  Governments 
for,  he  thought,  25  years  past,  by  which 
they  had  always  declined  to  make  grants 
to  public  authorities  for  harbour  con- 
struction except  in  cases  of  Imperial 
and  national  necessity.  "With  regard  to 
the  subject  of  loans  to  harbour  autho- 
rities, that  matter  was  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
of  the  Treasury,  and  he  hoped  that  at 
no  great  distance  of  time  some  arrange- 
ment would  be  made.  These  loans 
Were  granted  to  assist  authorities  in 
making  harbours.  But  the  noble  Lord, 
he  took  it,  had  an  idea  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  undertake  to  construct 
harbours  all  round  the  coast.  He  was 
afraid  he  could  not  give  his  noble  Friend 
a  more  distinct  answer. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  said,  that 
£24,000,000  had  already  been  expended 
by  private  bodies  upon  harbour  works, 
and  what  he  wished  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  give  every  encourage- 
ment and  assistance  in  its  power  to 
those  who  would  in  the  future  undertake 
the  construction  of  harbours. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2Zrd  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Or<for«rf  —  FiV«< 
J2«arfi>i^— Metropolitan  Police  Staff  Super- 
annuation* [246]. 

5«Miirfi?*<wf«>i^— Revising  Barristers  [237]  ;  Evi- 
dence by  Commission  *  [238] ;  Police  Enfran- 
chisement Extension  [219],  debate  adjourned. 

deferred  to  Select  Committee^Crown  Lands* 
[51]. 

Committee — Pluralities  {re-eomm.)  [241] — r.p. 

Cotnmittee — J?*;;or<— Customs  and  Inland  Re- 
venue (No.  2)  [223]. 


Considered  as  amended — Committee  —  Report  — 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal 
[232J. 

Considered  as  atnended — Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Money)  •  [224]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


SOUTHWARK  AND  VAUXHALL 

WATER  BILL  ^Lordsl 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Southwark  and 

Vauxhall  Water  Bill  [Lords'],  Standinpr  Order 

204  be  dispensed  with.^'— (5iV  Charles  Forster.) 

Mr.  AETHURO'CONNOE  eaid,  that 
this  was  the  same  Bill  in  regard  to  which 
the  House  had  arriyed  at  a  decision  on 
the  previous  Tuesday.  On  that  occa- 
sion it  was  proposed  to  suspend  Stand- 
ing Order  235  ;  but  the  House  rejected 
the  Motion,  and  by  so  doing  virtually 
refused  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 
He  had  been  desirous  on  that  occasion 
of  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  that  day  three  months ;  but 
in  consequence  of  the  form  in  which  the 
proposal  was  placed  upon  the  Paper  he 
was  precluded  from  moving  that  Amend- 
ment, and,  consequently,  the  Bill  could 
not  at  that  stage  be  finally  disposed  of, 
although  the  House  certainly  discussed 
the  merits  of  the  scheme  at  some  length 
before  it  decided  not  to  suspend  the 
Standing  Order  on  Tuesday.  The  re- 
sult, technically,  was  that  the  promoters 
were  not  at  that  time  able  to  propose 
the  second  reading ;  but  they  now  pro- 
posed to  return  to  the  attack,  and,  as  a 
first  step  in  their  further  action,  they  in- 
vited the  House  to  suspend  Standing 
Order  204,  which  related  only  to  the 
question  of  Notice  as  between  three  and 
seven  days.  Of  course,  that  was  com- 
paratively a  minor  matter  ;  but,  after 
the  decision  of  the  House  the  other  day, 
he  thought  they  would  be  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  refusing  to  assent  to  any  pro- 
posal in  regard  to  this  Bill  at  all,  which 
ought  justly  to  be  regarded  as  one  which 
had  been  rejected  as  a  Bill  by  the  House 
on  the  second  reading.  He  understood 
that  ho  could  not  move  any  Amendment 
to  this  particular  Motion  ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly objected  to  the  Motion  itself. 

Me.  PEMBEETON  said,  he  desired 
to  explain  how  the  matter  stood.  He 
had  no  interest  whatever  in  the  Bill,  and 
he  was  only  acting  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chairman  of    Ways  and 
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Means,  who  had  charge  of  Private  Bills, 
and  who  was  absent  on  that  occasion 
from  indisposition.  He  wished  simply 
to  point  out  that  this  proceeding  was 
solely  to  enable  the  Bill  to  be  submitted 
to  the  House  again  and  to  be  tried  upon 
its  merits  on  Monday  next.  The  Stand- 
ing Order  required  that  it  should  be 
brought  forward  not  more  than  seven 
days  after  the  first  reading;  but  that 
was  impossible  now,  owing  to  what  took 
place  the  other  day.  As  to  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  he  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  them  ;  but  he  thought  he  might 
say  that,  as  far  as  the  Private  Bill  Office 
was  concerned,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  saw  no 
objection  to  this  proceeding,  and,  as  he 
had  said,  the  House  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  the  Bill  upon 
its  merits  on  Monday.  This  Motion 
was  only  submitted  in  order  to  enable 
the  House  to  entertain  the  Bill  again. 
So  far  as  the  merits  were  concerned,  he 
would  not  say  that  the  House  would 
have  rejected  the  Bill  if  it  had  been  in 
possession  of  the  full  facts.  At  all 
events,  he  believed  it  was  undoubted 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  would  have  assented,  on  be- 
half of  the  Gt)vemment,  to  the  Bill  on 
Tuesday  if  a  certain  clause  had  been 
introduced.  As  that  was  the  case,  he 
thought  the  House  would  feel  that  it 
was  only  fair,  seeing  that  a  false  issue 
had  been  presented  to  it  on  the  former 
occasion,  that  no  technical  Rule  should 
be  enforced  so  as  to  prevent  the  House 
from  having  the  whole  question  properly 
and  fairly  put  before  it. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  he  believed, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
explained,  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
was  against  the  Bill  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, because  it  did  not  contain  a  par- 
ticular clause  which  was  in  it  when  it  was 
originally  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Lords  about  the  purchase  of  a  dust-yard 
at  Battersea  Park.  There  was  also 
another  clause  objected  to  in  reference 
to  the  putting  up  of  the  fresh  capital  to 
auction.  He  was  informed  and  believed 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  was  now 
satisfied,  and  that  the  Water  Company 
was  prepared  to  re-introduce  the  Bill  with 
the  clause  relating  to  the  purchase  of 
the  site  at  Battersea,  and  also  with  an 
amended  clause  dealing  with  the  capital 

Mr,  Pemherton 


powers.  So  that  the  only  objections 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  Bill 
had  been  removed  by  the  Company 
voluntarily.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  it  would  be  only  fair  to  give 
to  the  Company  an  opportunity  of  hav- 
ing the  question  argued  again  upon  its 
merits,  and  to  afford  them  that  oppor- 
tunity he  would  support  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House  authorizing  the  Stand- 
ing Order  to  be  suspended. 

The  PRESIDENT   of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfous)   said,  he   should  like,  after 
what  had  taken  place,  to  say  a  word 
upon  this  Bill.     He  thought  that  no  ob- 
jection could  now  be  made  to  the  Mo- 
tion.    On  Tuesday  he  had  raised  an  ob- 
jection on  behalf  of  the  Grovemnient  to 
the  Bill  as  it  was  introduced  into  that 
House,  because  no  provision  was  con- 
tained in  it  for  removing  the  dust-yard, 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment  Board,  contaminated  one  of 
the  filter  beds  of  the  Southward   and 
Yauxhall  Water   Company.      But  the 
Company  had  acceded  to  the  demands 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  re- 
ference to  that  dust-yard,  and  had  gone 
further  and  proposed  to  introduce  a  cer- 
tain clause  with  respect  of  the  debenture 
capital,  on  which  point  some  objection 
was  raised  on  Tuesday.     The   reason 
which  induced   him  now  to  urge  the 
House  most  strongly  not  to  stop  the 
Bill    was    that    he    was    informed  by 
the  official  responsible  to  the  Local  Gk)- 
vemment  Board  in  matters  connected 
with  the  water  supply  of  London,  that 
it  was  absolutely  and  vitaUy  essential 
to  the  water  supply  of  the  Metropolis 
that  this  Bill  should  pass,  or  otherwise 
the  water  supply  of  this  particular  dis- 
trict would  run  short.     The  maximum 
had  already  been  reached,  or  nearly  so. 
The  population  of  the  district  supplied 
by  the  Water  Company  was  largely  in- 
preasing,  and  if  the  Bill  were  not  carried, 
this  part  of  London,  supplied  by  the 
Southwark     and    Vauxhall    Company, 
would,  in  all  probability,  receive  an  in- 
sufficient supply.      The    responsibility 
was  so  great  that  he  was  convinced  the 
House  would  not  interpose  any  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  the  passing  of  the  Rill. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  could 
not  quite  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  one  of  the  Gentlemen  on 
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the  other  side  of  the  House  who,  when  the 
Bill  was  under  discussion  on  Tuesday, 
raised  the  question  of  the  dust-yard ;  but 
that  was  really,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  conceived,  to  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  House,  for  it  had  absolutely 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question,  and  was 
altogether  a  minor  point.  The  real  obj  ec- 
tion  to  the  Bill  was  taken  by  the  hon .  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James 
M*Garel-Hogg) — namely,thatthe  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  had  not  agreed 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but  had 
opposed  it,  before  the  House  of  Lords, 
as  representatives  of  the  ratepayers  of 
London,  and  had  declared  that  if  it  were 
persisted  in,  they  would  oppose  it  before 
the  Committee  of  that  House.  What 
the  Metropolitan  Board  objected  to,  and 
what  the  House  agreed  upon  on  Tues- 
day, was  that  the  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced without  the  concurrence  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board.  What  was  urged 
was  that  no  Bill  of  any  Water  Company 
ought  to  be  read  a  second  time  in  that 
House,  or  sent  to  a  Committee  upstairs, 
unless  it  had  upon  it  the  imprimatur  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board. 
That  was  his  (Mr.  Labouchere's)  idea 
of  local  self-government.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers knew  perfectly  well  that  it  was 
always  intended,  when  the  Bill  for  the 
re-arrangement  of  the  institutions  of  Lon- 
don was  brought  on,  that  London  itself 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  deciding 
upon  these  water  questions,  and  the  only 
reason  why  that  was  not  the  case  now 
was  that  there  had  been  no  time  to  bring 
in  the  large  Municipal  Bill  which  had 
been  so  long  promised.  Until  that  Bill 
was  brought  in,  he  thought  they  ought 
to  place  some  permanent  authority  in 
these  matters  in  the  hands  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  said  that  if 
this  Bill  were  not  passed,  this  particular 
part  of  London  would  be  put  on  a  short 
supply.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  only 
heard  that  from  the  Company  them- 
selves 

Thb  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
iouk)  begged  the  hon.  Member's  pardon. 
What  he  had  stated  was  that  he  received 
this  information  from  the  official  re- 
sponsible to  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  matters  connected  with  the  water 
supply  of  the  Metropolis. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  thatmight 
bo  so;  but  all  these  gentlemen  were  very 


much  under  the  influence  of  the  Water 
Companies.  Was  this  part  of  London 
put  upon  a  short  supply  now,  or  was  it 
likely  that  it  was  going  to  be  placed  on 
a  short  supply,  if  the  House  refused  to 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time  ?  This  was 
just  the  sort  of  thing  which  the  Water 
Company  would  say — "If  you  do  not 
give  us  leave  to  borrow  £200,000  on  our 
own  promise,  we  will  put  you  on  short 
supply."  That  had  been  the  bullying 
habit  of  the  Water  Companies  for  a  long 
time.  He  did  not  believe  in  a  short 
supply.  One  of  the  reasons  why  the 
Metropolitan  Board  opposed  the  Bill 
was  that,  if  the  money  were  borrowed 
without  any  arrangement  as  to  hsjck 
dividends,  when  the  public  came  to  buy 
up  this  Water  Company  they  would  have 
to  pay  100  percent  on  all  the  increased 
capital  which  Parliament  was  now  asked 
to  authorize.  The  law,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  was  most  unfair  to  the  consumer, 
and  whenever  these  Water  Companies 
came  for  fresh  powers  to  Parliament, 
protection  ought  to  be  given  in  order  to 
make  the  Company  pay  a  species  of 
ransom  for  the  right  of  getting  fresh 
capital.  He  would  not  enter  into  details, 
as  that  was  not  the  time  for  doing  so ; 
but  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
they  had  already  refused  to  suspend  the 
Standing  Orders,  and  had  come  to  that 
decision  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
Everyone  who  voted  on  Tuesday  against 
the  suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders, 
did  so  under  the  impression  that  he  was 
voting  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill;  and  now,  after  having  practically 
decided  against  the  second  reading,  they 
were  asked,  for  the  benefit  of  this  Water 
Company,  to  support  this  wretched  Bill. 
When  the  Hotise  went  to  a  division  on 
Tuesday,  there  were  a  great  many  more 
Members  present  than  there  were  now ; 
but  he  trusted,  if  they  were  to  divide 
again,  that  the  same  result  would  be 
arrived  at. 

Mr.  Alderman  COTTON  said,  that, 
individually,  he  was  as  much  opposed 
to  granting  additional  powers  to  the 
Water  Companies  as  any  Member  of 
the  House  could  possibly  be;  but  he 
thought,  in  this  case,  that  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  was  one 
that  ought  to  be  listened  to.  The  pro- 
posal was  merely  to  suspend  one  of  the 
Standing  Orders  so  that  the  whole  ques- 
tion might  be  discussed.     He  thought 
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enough,  had  been  thrown  out  to  con- 
vince the  House  that  with  justice  the 
Standing  Order  might  be  suspended, 
and  the  whole  matter  discussed  on 
Monday  on  its  merits. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  that  as  a  ques- 
tion of  Order  he  would  ask  whether  or 
not,  as  the  Motion  had  been  objected 
to,  it  ought  not,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
to  stand  over  until  to-morrow  ? 

Me.  SPEAKEE  said,  that  that  Eule 
only  applied  to  Orders  of  the  Day.  The 
Motion  did  not  come  before  the  House 
as  an  Order  of  the  Day,  but  its  only  ob- 
ject was  to  facilitate  a  further  stage  of 
the  Bill  at  a  future  time.  Therefore,  it 
was  not  irregular  to  discuss  the  Motion 
now. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  76 ;  Noes 
53  :  Majority  23.— (Div.  List,  No.  240.) 

Ordered,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Southwark 
and  Vauxhall  Water  Bill  [Lords],  Standing 
Order  204  be  dispensed  with. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  MAGISTRACY'  (IRELAKD)— 
STEWARTSTOWN    PETTY    SESSIONS- 
PARTY  PROCESSIONS. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland* 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  magistrates 
in  Stewartstown  Petty  Sessions  ordered 
that  no  drumming  parties  should  be 
allowed  to  parade  the  roads  in  their  dis- 
trict ;  whether,  in  spite  of  this  order  by 
the  magistrates,  the  police  allowed  the 
Orange  Party  to  parade  the  roads  on 
Ist,  13th,  and  14th  instant,  without  in- 
terference; whether,  on  the  13th,  they 
stopped  a  party  of  Nationalists;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  care  that  the  police 
for  time  to  come  carry  out  impartially 
the  orders  of  the  magistrates  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Haet  Dyke)  :  It  appears  that 
the  magistrates  made  an  order  forbid- 
ding drumming  parties  in  the  public 
streets;  but,  on  the  Ist  instant,  they 
directed  the  police  not  to  enforce  the 
order  without  further  instructions.  The 
police  consequently  did  not  interfere 
with  the  Orangemen  on  the  Ist,  13th, 
and  14th  instant.  On  the  1 3th  instant, 
the  sergeant  turned  a  drumming  party 
of  Nationalists  back  in  order  to  prevent 
their  coming  into  collision  with  a  large 
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body  of  Orangemen  who  were  returning 
home.l  The  Police  authorities  are  satis- 
fied that  if  this  had  not  been  done  a 
serious  riot  would  have  occurred.  On  a 
previous  occasion  they  treated  a  party 
of  Orangemen  in  Coalisland  in  a  similar 
manner.  From  the  reports  I  have  re- 
ceived I  do  not  think  that  any  charge  of 
partiality  can  be  sustained  against  the 
police  in  the  discharge  of  a  most  difB.cult 
duty. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— MUSSEL 
FISHERIES. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
sary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  so  long  ago  as  April  last,  the 
Rev.  James  O'Laverty,  P.P.  of  Holy- 
wood,  county  Down,  wrote  to  the  Con- 
servators of  Irish  Fisheries,  complain- 
ing of  the  great  destruction  of  Mussel 
Fisheries  in  Belfast  Lough ;  and,  if  so, 
why  no  action  has  been  taken  thereon, 
and  why  no  reply  has,  up  to  the  present, 
been  sent  to  the  Rev.  gentleman  ;  and, 
if  the  inspectors  will  now  take  any 
action  thereon  or  make  inquiries  into 
the  matter  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  It  appears  that 
through  some  oversight  in  the  0£Q.ce  of 
the  Fishery  Inspectors  no  action  was 
taken  on  Mr.  O'Laverty's  letter.  The 
ofQ.cer  responsible  has  been  admonished 
to  be  more  careful  in  future,  and  the 
Inspectors  will  proceed  to  hold  an  in- 
quiry into  the  matter  complained  of. 
They  fear,  however,  that  under  the  pre- 
sent law  they  will  have  no  power  to 
apply  a  remedy. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  {IRELAKD)-CAVAN 
GRAND  JURY. 

Me.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  charges  made  by  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Cavan  Grand  Jury  for 
contract  forms,  cheques,  &c.  are  legal 
charges;  and,  if  not,  will  he  use  his 
influence  to  have  the  illegality  discon- 
tinued ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke):  The  Secretary 
of  a  Grand  Jury  is  not  an  officer  of  Go- 
vernment, and  it  does  not  fall  within 
my  province  to  advise  as  to  the  legality 
of  the  charges  he  may  make.  It  is  open 
to  those  who  doubt  his  power  to  make 
these  charges  to  contest  the  matter  in 
such  a  way  as  they  may  be  advised. 
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SEA  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— THE 
BOYLE  AND  BANN. 

Mr.  BIQGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  steamer  em- 
ployed by  the  Conservators  of  Fisheries, 
Liondonderry  district,  and  the  lessees 
under  the  Irish  Society  of  the  Salmon 
Fisheries  of  the  Boyle  and  Bann,  is  still 
allowed  to  go  among  the  fishing  fleet  at 
night  in  the  open  sea  off  the  county  of 
Londonderry,  and  without  lights,  not- 
withstanding the  late  inquii^  held  by 
the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries,  and 
that  a  few  nights  ago  she  ran  through 
the  nets  belonging  to  poor  fishermen 
who  were  legally  fishing  in  the  open  sea 
at  the  time  ;  if  the  coastguard  made  any 
report  on  the  subject ;  and,  what  steps 
will  be  taken  to  prevent  this  steamer 
continuing  the  acts  of  injury  which  were 
sworn  to  at  the  inquiry  referred  to  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  A  Report  in  this 
matter  has  been  made  by  the  Coast- 
guard, and  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries 
are  at  present  investigating  it.  They 
inform  me  that  in  some  particulars  the 
allegations  are  conflicting.  I  will  ask 
the  Inspectors  to  give  me  a  Report  when 
they  have  finished  the  inquiries. 

THE   LIGHTHODSE  COM^^IISSION— 
PROFESSOR  TYNDALL. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  under  their  consideration,  in  the 
interests  of  science  and  of  the  Maritime 
welfare  of  the  Country,  the  advisability 
of  requesting  Professor  Tyndall  to  re- 
sume the  position  he  recently  occupied 
in  connection  with  the  Lighthouse  Com- 
mission ? 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  :  In  March, 
1883,  Professor  Tyndall  resigned  the 
office  of  Scientific  Adviser  to  the  Trinity 
House,  the  Commissioners  of  Irish 
Lights,  and  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
has  made  no  application  to  the  Presi- 
dent to  be  reinstated  in  that  position. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)-AB. 
STRACTION  OF  CATTLE,  CO.  LEITRIM. 

Colonel  0*BEIRNE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  true  that  two  bullocks,  value 


respectively  £12  each,  were  driven  off  a 
farm  in  the  parish  of  Kiltoghart,  county 
Lei  trim,  the  property  of  Francis  0*Beirne, 
a  minor,  on  the  night  of  the  13th  inst., 
and  that  the  cattle  have  not  yet  been 
found,  although  the  country  ^1  round 
the  farm  for  a  radius  of  ten  miles  has 
been  searched  by  the  police ;  whether  it 
is  also  a  fact,  that  in  May  1882  fourteen 
bullocks,  worth  £16  each,  were  driven 
off  a  farm,  the  property  of  a  Mr.  Ormsby 
Lawder,  and  close  to  Fenagh  Police 
Barracks,  county  Leitrim,  and  that  up 
to  present  date,  in  each  of  the  above- 
mentioned  instances,  no  traces  of  the 
stolen  cattle  have  been  found,  nor  the 
person  or  persons  who  carried  out  the 
robbery ;  if  any  reason  can  be  assigned 
for  the  complete  failure  of  the  autho- 
rities in  each  instance,  either  to  trace 
the  whereabouts  of  the  stolen  property 
or  to  obtain  some  information  as  to  who 
or  what  were  the  persons  that  planned 
and  effected  the  theft ;  and,  what  legal 
redress  is  available  to  the  owners  of  the 
stolen  property  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke)  :  The  facts  are 
as  stated  in  the  two  first  paragraphs  of 
this  Question.  Thd  Divisional  Magis- 
trate assures  me  that  no  effort  has  been 
spared  to  trace  the  animals  and  the 
perpetrators  of  the  thefts ;  and  he  has 
himself  personally  directed  the  inquiries, 
and  can  say  that  nothing  has  been  neg- 
lected, though  the  exertions  of  the  police 
have,  so  far,  been  unsuccessful.  I  will 
see  that  the  vigilance  of  the  police  in 
this  matter  is  not  relaxed. 

INDIA— NATIVE    STATES -EXPULSION 

OF  A  FRENCH  CITIZEN  FROM  TRA- 

VANCORE. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  India  Office  has  any  information 
regarding  the  expulsion  from  the  Native 
State  of  Travancore  of  M.  Montelar,  a 
French  citizen ;  and,  if  so,  by  what 
authority  he  was  expelled,  and  why  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Lord 
Randolph  Chttrchill),  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  matter  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion occurred  some  years  ago.  M.  Mon- 
telar had  been  discovered  by  the  Regent 
of  Travancore  to  be  engaged  in  some 
very  questionable  business ;  and  having 
abused  his  influence,  the  Regent  re- 
quested him  to  leave  the  territory.  This 
step  was  concurred  in  by  the  Govem- 
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ment  of  Madras  as  being  essential  to 
the  welfare  of  Travancore. 

THE  LQNACY  REPORTS  (ENGLAND 
AND  SCOTLAND). 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
When  the  English  and  Scotch  Lunacy 
Reports  will  be  presented  ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  insurmountable  difficulty  in 
getting  them  printed  at  an  earlier  date 
in  future  ? 

TheUNDERSECRETARYofSTATE 
(Mr.  Stuart- Wortley),  who  replied, 
said,  that  the  Report  of  the  English 
Commissioners  was  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment yesterday.  The  Report  of  the 
Scotch  Commissioners  was  now  in  type, 
and  he  had  reason  to  hope  that  it  would 
be  presented  to  the  House  before  the 
end  of  the  month.  The  delay  in  the 
issue  of  these  Reports  was  due  to  the 
large  amount  of  statistical  matter  which 
the  Commissioners  had  considered  it 
desirable  to  include  in  the  Reports ;  and 
he  was  informed  that  the  Reports  could 
not  be  presented  earlier,  unless  an  in- 
crease was  either  made  in  the  staff  of 
the  Commissioners  or  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  information  presented  to 
the  public  was  omitted. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  if  an 
abstract  could  not  be  presented  at  an 
earlier  date  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  :  I  will 
make  inquiry. 

THE  UNITED  STATES— BOUNTY  ON 

SUGAR  EXPORTATION. 
Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Parliamentary  Secretary  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
73,000  tons  of  refined  sugar  have  been 
imported  from  the  United  States  in  the 
first  six  months  of  this  year,  and  that, 
according  to  statements  made  in  Ame- 
rica, a  bounty  of  £2  per  ton  is  paid  by 
the  United  States  GhDvemment  on  its 
exportation  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  :  It  is  a 
fact  that  73,000  tons  of  refined  sugar 
have  been  imported  from  the  United 
States  in  the  first  six  months  of  the 
present  year.  In  reply  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Question,  I 
would  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Waslungton  has   recentiy  reported 

Zord  JRandolpk  Churchill 


that  a  Commission  has  been  appointed 
by  the  new  Administration  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  the  drawbacks,  and 
that  in  some  of  the  evidence  taken  before 
that  Commission  the  present  bounty  on 
refined  sugar  has  been  estimated  at  £2 
per  ton. 

HARBOUR   ACCOMMODATION- 
NATIONAL  HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE. 

Mr.  CHARLES  ROSS  asked  the  Par- 
liamentary Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  adopt  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Harbour  Accommodation  (1884),  and  to 
appoint  a  Commission  for  the  purpose 
of  visiting  and  reporting  on  those  por- 
tions of  the  coasts  of  the  United  King- 
dom which  have  been  indicated  in  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  as  sites  suit- 
able for  the  construction  of  National 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  or  as  localities 
urgently  in  need  of  refuges  especially 
adapted  to  the  requirements  of  fisher- 
men and  of  the  coasting  trade  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  have  no  intention 
of  departing  from  the  policy  of  succes- 
sive Governments  during  the  last  25 
years  under  which  they  have  hitherto 
declined  to  make  grants  of  public  money 
for  harbour  construction,  except  in  cases 
of  Imperial  and  National  necessity.  As 
the  recommendation  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  appointment  of  such  a 
Commission  as  is  suggested  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question  contemplated  grants 
of  public  money,  and  not  loans,  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  propose  to  appoint  this 
Commission.  With  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject of  loans  to  harbour  authorities,  the 
Treasury  and  the  Board  of  Trade  are 
considering  the  matter. 

ROYAL    IRISH    CONSTABULARY  — 
DISTRICT  INSPECTOR  GIBBONS. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  James  S.  Gibbons,  District  La- 
spector,  Irish  Constabulary,  who,  as  ap- 
pears by  official  returns,  was — 

**  Promoted  ten  steps  on  the  senioritj  list, 
and  granted  a  first-class  favourable  record  (I. 
H.  Y.  S.)  for  special  detective  intelligence  and 
capacity,  as  shown  in  the  successful  prosecation 
of  the  Maamtrasna  murderers,*' 

still  retains  the  post  of  District  Inspec- 
tor, and  the  seniority  so  granted,  al- 
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thoiigli  he  has  been  serying  for  more 
than  two  years  past  as  a  Lieutenant 
Oolonel  in  the  Egjrptian  police  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  be  removed  from  the 
Irish  f  oroe  ? 

Thb  chief  SEOEETAEY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyxe)  :  In  April,  1883, 
the  services  of  Mr.  Gibbons  were  lent 
to  the  Egyptian  Government  for  a  period 
of  two  years  in  connection  with  their 
Police  Force,  and,  on  their  application, 
the  time  has  been  extended  by  a  further 
12  months.  Mr.  Gibbons  is  allowed  to 
retain  the  rank  he  held  in  the  Eoyal 
Irish  Constabulary,  but  without  pay. 
He  will  not,  of  course,  be  promoted  to 
any  higher  rank  should  his  turn  arise 
while  he  is  serving  in  Egypt. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)  —  EX- 
PENSES OF  WITNESSES— MRS. 
MARGARET  RAFTERY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  representation  has  been 
made  to  the  Irish  Government,  or  whe- 
ther they  are  aware  that,  out  of  the  sum 
of  £42  5i.  Od,  allowed  by  the  Crown  for 
the  expenses  of  Margaret  Baftery,  who 
attended  at  Summer  and  Winter  Assizes 
1883,  and  Spring,  Summer,  and  Winter 
Assizes  1884,  as  witness  for  the  defence 
in  the  case  of  the  Craughwell  prisoners, 
the  sum  of  £13  2«.  Oi.  remains  still  un- 
paid ;  and,  what  steps  will  be  taken  to 
secure  the  discbarge  of  the  debt  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke)  :  The  Crown  So- 
licitor in  this  case  is  on  duty  at  the 
Assizes,  and  in  his  absence  from  his 
head-quarters  he  is  unable  to  give  me  a 
Report  on  the  subject.  I  will,  there- 
fore, ask  the  hon.  Member  to  repeat 
the  Question  on  Monday  next. 

EGYPT  (MILITAHY  EXPEDITION)— THE 
SUAKIN  AND  RED  SEA  FORCE— THE 
INDIAN  CONTINGENT. 
Mb.  MCLAREN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  the  officers 
and  men  of   the  Indian  contingent  at 
Suakin,  under  orders  to  return  to  Bom- 
bay at  the  beginning  of  June,  have  yet 
embarked;   and,  if  so,  in  what  trans- 
port ;  whether  the  Qoa^  the  Scindia^  the 
J&oehampton,     or    the    Persian    Monarch 
transports   were    successively  intended 
for  this  service,  and  whether  none  of 
these  vessels   arrived  at    Suakin   last 


month ;  and,  if  he  can  say  how  many  of 
the  Force  in  question  have  been  inva- 
lided during  June,  what  has  become  of 
those  invalided,  and  how  many  horses 
and  camels  at  Suakin  have  died  in  the 
same  period  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith),  who  replied,  said : 
The  9th  Bengal  Cavalry,  to  which,  I 
presume,  the  hon.  Member  refers,  left 
Suakin  on  the  10th  of  June  in  the  Halt/ 
and  Persian  Monarch,  and  had  reached 
Bombay  on  the  21st  of  Jime.  The  Goa, 
Scindia,  and  five  other  vessels  not  only 
arrived  last  month  at  Suakin  but  sub- 
sequently reached  Bombav  within  the 
month,  with  followers,  labourers,  and 
mules.  The  Roehampton  arrived  later, 
and  left  Suakin  for  Bombay  on  the  12th 
of  July.  I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to 
state  the  casualties  and  invaliding  for 
the  month  of  June. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 
MILITIA. 

Mr.  EICHAED  POWER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  ad- 
visability of  giving  the  Militia  regiments 
now  embodied  an  assurance  of  not  being 
disembodied  before  a  definite  date,  so 
that  the  officers  and  non-commissioned 
officers  may  be  enabled  to  make  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  the  housing  of  their 
families,  which  they  cannot  do  in  the 
present  state  of  uncertainty  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  I  am  afraid  that  I  can 
give  no  such  assurance.  The  duration 
of  the  embodiment  of  the  Militia  must 
depend  upon  political  conditions,  which 
I  cannot  forecast. 

POST  OFFICE   (IRELAND)— POSTAL 
ARRANGEMENTS  AT  ARKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COBBET  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  the  request  of 
the  people  of  the  Johnstown  Post  Office 
District,  near  Arklow,  for  a  different 
arrangement  in  regard  to  the  delivery 
of  letters,  will  be  acceded  to  ? 

The  postmaster  GENEEAL 
(Lord  John  Maimers)  :  The  inquiries 
on  the  subject  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  are  not  yet  complete ;  but  I 
have  ascertained  that  if  the  rural  post 
of  Arklow  were  not  despatched  until 
after  the  arrival  of  the  day  mail  at  Ark- 
low, a  detention  of  four  hotirs«  and  not 
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two  hours  only,  as  suggested  in  the 
Memorial,  would  be  necessary;  and  it 
seems  doubtful  whether  the  majority  of 
the  residents  would  acquiesce  in  such  a 
change.  There  is  also  a  question  of 
affording  a  collection  of  letters  in  the 
evening  over  the  whole  line  of  post ;  but 
it  is  feared  that  the  expense  involved  in 
meeting  the  wishes  of  the  Memorialists 
would  be  greater  than  the  correspon- 
dence would  warrant.  On  this  point, 
however,  further  information  is  being 
collected. 

EDUCATION    (IRELAND)  —  NATIONAL 
SCHOOL  TEACHERS'  RESIDENCES. 

CoLONKL  C0LTHUE8T  asked  the  Se- 
oretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  extend- 
ing the  period  of  repayment  for  loans  for 
teachers'  residences  in  Ireland  from  35 
to  50  years,  thus  reducing  the  annual 
charge  from  £5  to  £3  15«.  per  cent.,  as 
suggested  in  a  Memorial  by  the  Catholic 
Bishops  recently  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  :  The  ex- 
tension suggested  by  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Bishops  cannot,  I  fear,  be  agreed  to, 
either  in  the  interests  of  managers  and 
teachers,  or  of  the  public.  I  may  add 
that  in  any  case  the  change  would  have 
required  legislation,  and  therefore  could 
not  have  been  secured  this  Session.  The 
question  whether  any  less  extension 
would  be  possible  will  receive  careful 
consideration. 

TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Government,  in  view  of 
the  experience  obtained  from  attempts 
to  work  the  Tramways  and  Public  Com- 
panies (Ireland)  Act,  1 883,  will  consider 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  Grand  Jury 
of  Sligo,  in  their  Petition  presented  to 
the  House  on  the  17th  instant,  that  cer- 
tain provisions  of  the  Relief  of  Distress 
Act,  J  880,  should  be  applied  to  Tram- 
ways and  similar  undertakings  in  the 
West  of  Ireland ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  endeavour  to  pass,  this 
Session,  a  short  Bill  to  deal  with  the 
subject,  or  will  introduce  Clauses  for 
the  purpose  into  some  Bill  before  Par- 
liament ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
WiLUAM  Hart  Dyke)  :  The  Grand  Jury 

Lord  John  Manners 


of  Slig^  have  communicated  with  me  on 
this  subject,  but  I  am  unable  to  hold 
out  any  hope  of  legislation  in  the  direc- 
tion suggested  in  their  Petition.  It  is 
impossible  to  institute  any  comparison 
between  the  circumstances  of  the  pre- 
sent time  and  those  of  1880,  when  public 
money  was  advanced  at  very  exceptional 
rates  to  meet  the  prevailing  distress. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  small  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  intend  to  introduce 
into  the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill  any 
provision  for  the  relief  of  the  purchasers 
of  church  and  glebe  lands,  or  any  pro- 
vision to  enable  such  purchasers  to  ob- 
tain a  loan  of  the  balance  of  the  pur- 
chase-money due  to  the  Irish  Land 
Commissioners  at  a  less  rate  than  that 
which  they  have  to  pay  said  Commis- 
sioners, namely,  five  and  a-half  per 
cent.  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  This  matter  is 
at  present  under  consideration ;  but  the 
time  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government 
renders  it  difficult  for  them  to  incnr 
fresh  legislative  obligations  without  great 
circumspection. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND—THE GREYSTONES  HAEBOTJR, 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  Grey- 
stones  Harbour  is  to  be  constructed  on 
the  monolithic  system,  as  asked  by  the 
inhabitants  of  the  town  in  a  reoent  Me- 
morial to  the  Treasury  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  Hekry  Holland)  :  I  am 
making  inquiries  into  this  matter,  and 
I  would  be  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member 
if  he  would  postpone  his  Question  imtil 
Monday. 

IRISH  LUNACY  REPORT. 

Mr.  W.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Why  the  Report  of  the  Inspector 
of  Lunatics  has  not  been  presented  to 
Parliament;  and,  will  he  take  steps  to 
have  it  printed  in  future  earlier  in  the 
year? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dykb)  :  The  Inspectors 
inform  me  that  their  Report  had  been 
unavoidably    delayed    by  pressure   of 
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business  of  an  urgent  nature  at  the 
Government  printing  office.  They  add 
that  this  is  an  exceptional  year,  and  that 
a  similar  delay  is  not  likely  to  occur 
in  future. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  EDUCA- 
TION OF  THE  DEAF— A  ROYAL  COM- 
MISSION. 

Mb.  ackers  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council,  Whe- 
ther he  will  advise  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission be  appointed  to  consider  the 
education  and  condition  of  the  deaf  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  similar  to  the 
Commission  that  has  been  granted  in 
the  case  of  the  blind  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhopb)  :  I  have  already  stated  the 
form  of  inquiry  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment think  ought  to  be  instituted 
into  the  education  of  the  deaf  and  dumb ; 
and  although  it  is  very  possible  that 
some  principles  which  may  be  laid  down 
by  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  condi- 
tion of  the  blind  may  be  also  applicable 
to  the  case  of  the  deaf,  we  do  not  see 
our  way  to  the  appointment  of  a  second 
Commission. 

EGYPT  (WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  some  of  the  Medical  Officers, 
recently  returned  from  the  campaign  in 
the  Soudan,  are  to  be  sent  abroad  again 
immediately ;  what  is  the  usual  run  of 
home  service  for  Surgeons  and  Surgeon 
Majors ;  with  reference  to  the  recent  rules 
made  as  to  examinations  for  promotion, 
what  chance  have  the  Medical  Officers 
of  attending  Civil  Hospitals  and  gaining 
information,  and  why  are  not  Medical 
Officers  allowed  leave  to  attend  classes 
as  the  combatant  officers  are  to  attend 
Garrison  Classes  for  their  promotion  ex- 
aminations; and,  can  no  arrangement 
be  made  which  would  insure  a  Medical 
Officer  remaining  at  least  a  year  in  a 
station  without  a  move  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith):  Service  in  Egypt  and 
the  Soudan  does  not  count  as  a  tour  of 
foreign  service  unless  it  extends  to  12 
months ;  and,  therefore,  medical  officers 
who  have  returned  home  after  less  than 
that  service  there  will  be  required  to 
complete  their  periods  of  foreign  ser- 


vice, and  will  probably  be  sent  abroad 
during  the  autumn  for  this  purpose. 
The  tour  of  home  service  during  peace 
ranges  from  two  and  a-half  to  three 
years.  Campaigns  abroad  reduce  this 
average  in .  proportion  to  the  medical 
officers  required.  Medical  officers,  as  a 
rule,  have  61  days'  leave  yearly,  during 
which  they  can  adopt  any  means  they 
think  desirable  for  increasing  their  pro- 
fessional knowledge.  Special  leave  for 
the  purpose  of  attending  civil  hospitals 
is  occasionally  granted;  but  the  grant 
could  not  be  made  a  general  practice 
unless  the  medical  staff  were  greatly 
augmented,  the  number  of  medical 
officers  scarcely  sufficing  at  any  time  for 
the  work  to  be  performed.  Officers  can 
attend  civil  hospitals  or  schools  at  places 
where  they  are  stationed  if  their  military 
duties  are  not  thereby  interfered  with. 
Every  endeavour  is  made  to  keep  officers 
at  the  same  station  during  a  tour  of 
home  service.  With  this  view  applica- 
tions for  change  of  station  are  constantly 
refused. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  asked  the  hon- 
ourable  Member  for  Bute,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  willing 
to  insert  in  the  Housing  of  the  Work- 
ing Classes  (England)  Bill  a  Clause  ap- 
plying the  Act,  or  parts  of  it,  to  Scot- 
land (as  in  **  The  Artizans'  and  La- 
bourers' Dwellings  Act,  1868,"  amended 
by  the  Bill);  and,  whether  they  will 
give  effect  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners  that  the  expenses  of 
transfer  of  small  houses  could  be  re- 
duced (probably  without  loss  of  revenue), 
by  making  some  abatement  of  the  re- 
gistration fees  in  Scotland,  and  of  the 
Stamp  Duties  on  such  transfers,  through- 
out the  United  Kingdom  ? 

The  lord  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Dalrymplb)  :  In  reply  to  the  first 
part  of  my  hon.  Friend's  Question,  I 
have  to  say  that  I  cannot  positively  state 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  make  the  Bill 
applicable  to  Scotland  or  not ;  but  I  may 
mention  that  there  are  clauses  in  the 
Burgh  Health  and  Police  (Scotland) 
Bill  which  will  secure  the  same  benefits 
to  Scotland  which  are  desired  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  At  the  same  time,  unless 
the  Scotch  Members  are  disposed  to  ac- 
cept that  enormous  Bill  en  hloCy  it  is 
not    likely  to  be  proceeded   with  this 
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Session.  As  regards  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,  that  will  be  answered 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury. 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Sir  Hbnky  Hoi^nd)  :  The 
suggestion  of  the  Eoyal  Oommissioners 
will,  no  doubt,  receive  due  considera* 
tion ;  but,  as  at  present  advised,  the 
Eevenue  authorities  do  not  think  the 
present  scale  of  stamp  duties  on  trans- 
fers of  small  houses  unreasonable.  A 
reduction  of  the  scale  in  cases  of  a 
small  consideration  would  be  subversive 
of  the  principle  of  an  ad  valorem  scale, 
and  it  would  be  difficult  to  confine  any 
reduction  to  cases  where  the  purchaser 
was  poor.  As  regards  the  register 
house  fees  on  searches,  these  are  being 
reconsidered,  with  a  view  to  their  re- 
duction. 

CHINA-NAVIGATION  OF  SHANGHAI 
RIVER. 
Mr.  SUTHEELAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Chinese  authorities  to  the  necessity  of 
removing  all  traces  of  the  barriers 
which  were  constructed  some  time  ago 
at  the  entrance  of  the  Shanghai  Eiver, 
with  the  intention  of  eventuafiy  blocking 
access  to  that  port,  inasmuch  as  these 
partial  barriers,  remaining  in  the  Chan- 
nel, constitute  a  danger  to  safe  naviga- 
tion; and,  whether,  at  the  same  time. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  further 
urge  upon  the  Chinese  authorities  the 
imperative  necessity  of  resuming  the 
work  of  dredging  the  entrance  to  the 
Shanghai  Eiver,  which,  only  having 
been  undertaken  after  long  and  con- 
tinuous pressure  on  the  part  of  the  mer- 
cantile and  shipping  communities,  was 
suddenly  discontinued  before  any  real 
work  had  been  done  ? 

TheUNDEESECBETAEYofSTATE 
(Mr.  Bouekb)  :  Her  Majesty's  Charge 
d' Affaires  at  Fekin  will  be  directed  to 
represent  to  the  Chinese  authorities  the 
importance  of  removing  all  obstructionB 
to  navigation  at  the  mouth  of  the  Shan- 
ghai Eiver.  Instructions  were  sent  in 
June  of  last  year  to  the  late  Sir  Harry 
Parkes  to  press  on  the  attention  of  the 
Chinese  Government  the  necessity  of 
putting  back  the  dredger  which  had 
been  sent  from  England  fpr  the  purpose 
of  clearing  the  Woosung  Bar,  but  which 
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was  temporarily  removed  to  another 
place.  Mr.  O'Conor  will  now  be  directed 
to  urge  the  Chinese  authorities  to  pro- 
oeed  with  this  important  work  with  the 
least  possible  delay. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS)  BILL. 

Me.  FEESHFIELD  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  it  is  his  intention  to  move  the 
insertion  of  a  Clause  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Eetuming  Officers)  Bill, 
to  increase  the  scale  of  allowance  pre- 
scribed by  ''The  Eetuming  Officers 
Act,  1875,"  in  respect  of  the  presiding 
officers  and  clerks  employed  in  elections, 
in  consequence  of  the  enlargement  of 
the  constituency,  the  increased  number 
of  the  polling  places  and  the  clerks  ne- 
cessary, and  the  extension  of  the  hours 
of  polling  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EiCHARD  Webster),  who  replied,  said, 
that  he  must  remind  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dover  that  this  question  was  prac- 
tically answered  on  Monday.  He  might, 
however,  state  that  several  Amendments 
having  been  put  down  by  independent 
Members,  which  would  enable  the  House 
to  express  an  opinion  on  this  matter,  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Home 
Secretary  to  propose  any  clause  him- 
self. 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCES—DEFENCE  OF 
LONDONDERRY  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  received 
a  Communication  from  the  Port  and 
Harbour  Commissioners  of  Londondeny, 
complaining  of  the  defenceless  state  of 
that  port,  and  of  Lough  Foyle  gene- 
rally; whether  the  Government  con- 
template any  steps  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  affairs,  either  by  a  man-of-war 
being  stationed  there,  or  a  training 
ship  and  a  volunteer  torpedo  brigade  in 
connection  therewith ;  and,  if  any,  and 
what,  local  aid  can  be  recommended  bj 
the  Government  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Lord  Qbobos 
Hamilton)  :  Tes ;  a  communication 
has  been  received  from  the  Port  and 
Harbour  Commissioners  of  London- 
derry, complaining  of  the  defenceless 
state  of  that  port  and  of  Lough  Fojie 
generally.  The  Government  do  not 
contemplate  stationing  a  vessel  of  war 
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permanently  at  Lough  Foyle.  In  time 
of  war  every  assistance  would  be  ren- 
dered by  the  Navy  to  protect  the  coasts 
of  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  extent 
which  could  be  afforded  by  cruising 
ships,  but  vessels  could  not  be  kept 
permanently  for  the  defence  of  any  one 
port ;  such  permanent  defences  must  be 
provided  by  fortifications  and  gunboats, 
supplemented,  if  necessary,  by  torpedo 
boats,  submarine  mines,  and  torpedoes. 
As  to  the  establishment  of  torpedo  corps 
for  the  protection  of  the  various  com- 
mercial ports  in  the  United  Kingdom 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  can  be 
provided  and  manned  in  an  efficient 
manner,  the  question  is  at  present  being 
thoroughly  considered,  but  no  decision 
has  as  yet  been  finally  arrived  at. 

EDUCATION  DEPAKTMENT-SCHOOL 
GRANTS— VICAR  OF  ST.  MARK'S, 

SOUTH  SHIELDS.  ' 
Mr.  BROADHUEST  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  recent  case  in  the  Newcastle  on 
Tyne  Bankruptcy  Court  of  the  Vicar  of 
St.  Mark's,  South  Shields,  in  which  it 
was  stated  in  evidence  that  he  had 
handed  over  for  the  purpose  of  liqui- 
dating his  debts,  among  other  sources 
of  income,  his  draft  from  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners,  and  his  '*  school 
grant;"  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  truth  of  these  state- 
ments ;  and,  whether  the  teaching  staff 
of  the  school  for  which  the  grant  was 
intended  have  lost  any  part  of  their  in- 
come in  consequence  of  such  reported 
diversion  of  funds  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  :  I  have  not  seen  any  such 
statement  as  that  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  nor  has  he,  as  I  re- 
quested, furnished  me  with  a  copy  of 
it.  It  is  a  fact  that  during  the  last  two 
yecurs  the  Vicar  of  St.  Mark's,  South 
Shields,  has  been  in  difficulties ;  but  the 
suggestion  of  this  Question  is  that  pub- 
lic money  has  been  applied  by  him  to 
liquidate  his  private  debts.  The  hon. 
Member  does  not  seem  to  be  aware  that 
the  ''  draft  from  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners," which  means  the  half- 
yearly  cheque  sent  by  them  in  payment 
of  his  stipend,  is  absolutely  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  vicar.  The  school  grant, 
which  is  awarded  to  the  managers  of 
the  school  after  each  examination,  form 


part  of  the  general  income  of  the  school, 
and  has  been  handed  over  by  the  Vicar 
to  his  solicitor,  with  instructions  to  pay 
school  liabilities  out  of  the  school  grant. 
The  cash-books  and  vouchers  are  annu- 
ally submitted  to  the  Inspector  of 
Schools,  and  I  am  informed  that  no 
member  of  the  teaching  staff  has  lost 
any  of  his  income,  although  on  one  oc- 
casion, owing  to  a  lack  of  funds,  there 
was  an  unavoidable  delay.  Perhaps 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  express  an 
opinion  that  it  is  hardly  fair  to  bring 
charges  of  dishonesty  in  the  form  of  a 
Question  without  taking  the  trouble  to 
verify  their  correctness  in  any  way. 

Mr.  BROADHURST:  My  Question 
was  based  on  a  newspaper  report  which 
I  hold  in  my  hand.  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  had  asked 
a  Question  only,  and  it  is  a  departure 
from  the  recognized  principles  for  a 
Member  of  the  Government  to  make 
such  a  statement  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion. 

THE  NEW  EGYPTIAN  LOAN 
(£9,000,000). 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, If  it  is  true  that  negotiations  are 
in  progress  for  the  very  early  issue  of 
the  £9,000,000  new  Egyptian  Loan; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  in  pursuance  of  the 
pledges  ol  both  the  late  and  the  present 
Government  that  the  requirements  of 
the  Law  in  this  matter  should  be  ful- 
filled, any  steps  have  yet  been  taken  to 
convene  the  Egyptian  General  Assembly 
and  submit  to  them  the  proposal  for  a 
new  loan,  as  required  by  the  Egyptian 
Constitution  in  the  case  of  a  loan  of  this 
amouut,  thus: — Article  60.  The  Ge- 
neral Assembly  shall  be  consulted  on 
every  public  loan  exceeding  £1,000,000  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bourkb)  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  negotiations  are  in  progress  for  the 
issue  of  this  loan.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment cannot  pledge  themselves  to 
the  view  taken  for  some  time  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  in  respeot 
to  the  General  Assembly.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion in  which  I  know  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man takes  a  great  interest ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  Government  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment will  take  all  the  steps  with  re- 
spect to  it  which  they  consider  to  be  legally 
necessary.    With  respect  to  the  other 
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Question  aaked  by  the  hon.  Member,  I 
do  not  think  I  can  go  into  that  matter 
within  the  limits  of  a  Parliamentary 
answer. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said, 
Burely  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  say  if 
it  was  a  fact  that  the  Assembly  had  been 
convened,  and  that  the  loan  proposed 
would  be  laid  before  it  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE :  We  have  received  corrobora- 
tion of  the  telegram  on  the  subject. 

Me.  RUSTON  asked  whether  the 
statements  that  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  were  substantially  correct, 
to  the  effect  that  the  whole  of  the  Great 
Powers  had  given  their  consent  to  the 
raising  of  this  loan  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  :  I  think  I  have  answered  that 
Question  before.  Yes,  Sir;  the  state- 
ments are  substantially  correct. 

THE  NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GAL- 
LERY. 

Sib  harry  VERNEY  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
the  Government,  in  view  of  the  rebuild- 
ing of  the  Portrait  Gallery,  which  will 
soon  require  more  space,  and  of  the 
Natural  History  Museum,  which  Sir 
Richard  Owen  declared  would  require 
in  another  generation  to  be  enlarged, 
will  acquire  from  the  Commissioners  of 
the  South  Kensington  Exhibition  the 
extra  land  now  offered  for  building  lots 
on  each  side  of  the  entrance  in  Queen's 
Gate,  which  otherwise  will  have  to 
be  bought  at  great  cost  when  the 
public  buildings  in  question  require  in- 
crease ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  :  I  cannot  foresee  any  circum- 
stances which  are  likely  to  arise  which 
would  justify  me  in  asking  the  Govern- 
ment to  purchase  the  lots  of  ground  on 
each  side  of  the  entrance  in  Queen's 
Gate  referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  The  Government  are 
now  the  owners  of  16  acres  of  land  ad- 
joining the  property  of  the  Exhibition 
Commissioners  of  1851.  Of  this  only 
four  acres  are  at  present  covered  by  the 
Natural  History  Museum,  so  that  there 
will  be  ample  space  for  enlarging  that 
building  whenever  it  becomes  necessary 
to  do  so,  and  also  for  the  erection  of  a 
new  building  for  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery  if  it  should  be  thought  desirable 
to  build  it  at  South  Kensington;  but 
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nothing  has  yet  been  decided  on  that 
subject. 

EGYPT— SIR  H.  DRUBIMOND  WOLFF'S 
MISSION. 

Mk.  M'LAREN  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  give  the 
House  any  further  information  as  to 
the  mission  of  the  Right  honourable 
Member  for  Portsmouth ;  and,  whether 
he  will  lay  the  terms  of  his  instructions 
upon  the  Table  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  am  afraid  that  I  have  no- 
thing to  state  to  the  House  on  this 
subject.    The  matter  is  not  yet  settled. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  to  lay  the  terms 
of  the  Instructions  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  could  not  make  any  promise 
on  this  subject  without  first  communi- 
cating with  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  have  not  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so,  as  the  Question  only 
appeared  on  the  Paper  to-day. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  intends  to 
proceed  with  the  Scotch  Universities 
Bill,  and  if  so,  after  what  hour  he  will 
not  proceed  with  it  7  I  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  informing  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  several  Notices  in  regard  to 
this  Bill  were  dropped  from  the  Paper 
in  consequence  of  the  statement  formerly 
made  on  the  subject. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
do  not  quite  understand  whether  the 
hon.  Member  intends  to  state  that  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  is  diminishing  or 
increasing. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  What  I  say 
is,  that  in  consequence  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last 
week — not  saying  decisively,  but  indi- 
cating— that  the  Government  had  aban- 
doned the  Bill,  the  Notices  have  been 
allowed  to  drop  in  the  expectation  that 
the  Bill  would  not  be  allowed  to  go  on. 
What  I  ask  now  is,  does  he  intend  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  I  stated  that  as  far  as  I  could 
learn  the  feeling  of  the  hon.  Members 
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for  Sootland  on  the  subject,  the  opposi- 
tion was  such  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  proceed  with  the  Bill ;  but  I  have 
heard  since  that  that  opposition  is  de- 
creasing. Although  we  do  not  propose 
to  proceed  with  it  to-night,  we  would 
like  to  keep  it  amongst  the  Orders  for 
to-morrow  night  to  see  what  chances  it 
may  have. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked,  when  the 
Government  would  take  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  name  a 
day  at  present. 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  a  day  had  yet  been 
definitely  fixed  for  the  Queen's  College 
Estimates  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  said,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  say.  He  was  afraid  to 
take  llie  Votes  to-morrow ;  but  he  would 
be  able  to  tell  the  hon.  Member  before 
the  evening  was  over. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked,  whether 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
secure  that  the  discussion  in  connection 
with  the  Telegraph  Amendment  Act 
should  not  prevent  him  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion  in  regard  to  Heriot's 
Hospital? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  take  any  Order  that 
would  throw  the  hon.  Member  later  than 
half -past  12  o'clock  ;  but  it  would  be  no 
use  declining  to  proceed  up  to  that  time 
with  their  own  Bills,  though  they  would 
not  proceed  with  anything  alter  the 
Telegraphs  Bill  if  it  was  likely  to  carry 
them  beyond  half -past  12  o'clock. 

AGRICULTURAL  COMMITTEE  OF  THE 
PRIVY  COUNCIL. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked.  Whether 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster would  consent  to  lay  on  the  Table 
a  Eeturn  of  the  number  of  occasions  on 
which  the  members  of  the  Agricultural 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  had  been 
summoned  to  meet  since  the  £rst  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee  in  April, 
1883  ;  the  names  of  the  Committee  pre- 
sent ;  and  the  official  record,  if  any,  of 
business  transacted  on  each  of  such  occa- 
sions ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  DUCHY 
(Mr.  Chaplix)  :  No,  Sir;  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  lay  on  the  Table  the  Eeturn  for 
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which  my  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  move, 
and  for  this  reason.  I  have  inquired 
into  the  matter ;  but  I  find  there  is  no 
record  in  the  Department  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Committee,  which  was  ap- 
pointed in  1883,  ever  having  been  for- 
mally summoned,  and  consequently  no 
record  of  the  business  transacted  by 
them.  With  regard  to  the  present 
Committee,  it  was  only  appointed  on  the 
27th  of  June,  and  there  has  been  no 
business  before  the  Department  to  ren- 
der such  a  course  necessary.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  will  understand  that 
it  can  be  summoned  at  any  time,  and 
that  it  will  be  summoned  at  any  time 
should  the  occasion  arise. 

EGYPT  —  THE    SOUDAN  —  REPORTED 
DEATH  OF  THE  MAHDI. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  has  received  any 
information  confirming  the  reported  death 
of  the  Mahdi  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  for  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES  (Mr. 
Bottrkb)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  a  telegram  reached 
the  Foreign  Office  a  short  time  ago 
from  Cairo.  It  mentions  that  Briga- 
dier General  Grenfell,  who  is  on  the 
Nile  between  Assouan  and  Wady  Haifa, 
had  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Egerton  to 
say  the  report  of  the  Mahdi*s  death 
seemed  to  be  generally  confirmed  ;  that 
a  Sheik  who  had  arrived  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Assouan  spoke  of  having 
attended  the  Mahdi's  funeral.  Most  of 
the  Mahdi's  agents  in  and  around  Don- 
gola  appear  to  have  returned  South  from 
that  place,  and  Brigadier  General  Gren- 
fell adds — **  The  news  of  the  death  is 
universally  believed  in  and  around  Don- 
gola." 

CHINA— THE   OPIUM    TRADE— 
THE  TREATY. 

Mb.  CEOPPEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs, 
Whether  he  would  be  good  enough  to 
say  whether  the  Treaty  with  China  on 
the  opium  question  had  been  signed ; 
and,  if  so,  when  he  would  lay  it  on  the 
Table? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES  (Mr. 
Bottbee):  The  Treaty  is  signed,  and 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as  sopn  as 
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We  are  awaiting  the  ratifi- 


M0T10N8, 


PARLIAMENT-HOUSE  OF  COMMONS— 
R.  A.   GOSSET,    ESQ.,  SERJEANT-AT- 
ARMS. 
The  CHANCELLOR  oftheEXCHE- 

QUER  (Sir    Michael    Hicks-Beach): 

I  beg  to  move  that  the  letter  of  Mr. 

Gosset  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the 

Table. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  following  letter  was  then  read  : — 
'*  Ecuee  of  Commons, 

"20th  July,  1886. 

**  I  have  the  fumcur  to  make  applieation  to  you 
that  you  will  be  pleated  to  tanetion  my  retiremerU 
en  the  30th  of  September  next  from  my  office,  by 
Patent,  of  Her  Majetly*s  Serjeant'Ot-Arms  at' 
tending  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 

*'  J  have  been  in  the  service  of  this  honourable 
Bouse  for  upwards  of  49  years,  and  I  feel  that 
the  time  has  arrived  when  it  is  desirable  that  J 
should  no  longer  retain  my  appointment, 

**  I  make  this  early  communieation  in  order  that 
arrangements  may  he  made  without  ine&nve- 
mence, 

**  J  have  the  honour  to  be, 
"  Sir, 
"  Tour  very  obedient  Servant, 
**R,  A.  GOSSET, 
**  Serjeant-at'Arms, 
"  The  Rt,  ffonble. 
"  The  Speaker.*' 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  am  sure  that  the  House 
will  have  received  the  letter  which  has 
just  been  read  with  a  feeling  of  universal 
and  sincere  regret.  The  Serj  eant*  at- Arms 
entered  the  service  of  this  House,  as  he 
reminds  us  in  that  letter,  at  a  period 
now  more  than  49  years  ago.  He  was 
first  appointed  on  the  Istof  July,  1836, 
as  Assistant  Serjeant  by  his  father  Sir 
William  Gosset,  who,  as  the  House  will 
recollect,  was  himself  for  30  years 
Serjeant-at-Arms  of  this  House.  On 
the  Istof  April,  1854,  Mr.  Gosset  was 
promoted  to  be  Deputy  Serjeant,  and  on 
the  5th  April,  1875,  in  response  to  what 
was  at  the  time  described  as  the  strong 
if  not  the  unanimous  feeling  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  Her  Majesty  was  graciously 

ifr.  Bourh 
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pleased  to  appoint  him  Seijeant-at- 
Arms.  This  would  be,  in  any  event,  a 
long  record  of  able  and  faithful  service 
to  the  State  on  the  part  of  one  of  those 
officials  to  whom  this  House  has  alwajs 
owed  much,  but  to  whom,  I  think,  in 
view  of  our  ever -increasing  labours,  it 
every  year  owes  more  on  account  of 
their  faithful  discharge  of  duty.  But  I 
think  that  the  House  will  feel  that  this  is 
no  ordinary  case.  Mr.  Gosset  hasnot  only 
obtained  our  confidence  and  esteem  by 
the  firmness  and  dignity  with  which  he 
has  always  discharged  the  duties  of  a  very 
important  office,  but  he  has  also  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  discharge  of  those 
duties— and  I  mayperhaps  say  especially 
at  those  times  when  they  have  been  most 
trying  and  most  difficult — a  genial  and 
kindly  courtesy  which  have  won  for  him 
the  affectionate  regard  of  every  Member 
of  this  House.  Sir,  we  are  very  sorry 
to  lose  him.  He  has  well  earned  the 
honourable  repose  which  he  seeks,  and 
I  am  'sure  that  he  will  carry  with  him 
into  it  a  feeling  of  personal  friendship  on 
the  part  of  everyone  who  has  known 
him  as  a  Member  of  this  House.  Sir,  in 
accordance  with  precedent,  I  beg  leave 
to  move  the  Resolution  which  I  now 
place  in  your  hands. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  be  requested  to  acquaint 
Ralph  Allen  Gosset,  esquire,  that  this  House  en- 
tertains a  just  sense  of  the  exemplary  manner 
in  which  he  has  uniformly  discharged  the  duties 
of  the  office  of  SerjeantHat-Arms,  and  has  de- 
voted himself  to  the  service  of  the  House  for  a 
period  of  nearly  fifty  years." — ( Jfr.  ChanesUat 
of  the  Exshequer,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  H AROOURT :  I  rise. 
Sir,  with  great  satisfaction  to  second  the 
Motion  just  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  I  doubt  if  any  Motion 
could  be  made  in  this  House  which  would 
receive  a  more  unanimous  assent.  There 
are  few  Members  of  this  House — I  doubt 
whether  there  is  any  Member  present 
to-day — who  can  remember  a  period 
antecedent  to  that  at  which  Mr.  GK)S8et 
commenced  his  service  towards  this 
House.  We  all  know  the  important 
nature  of  the  duties  with  which  he  has 
been  charged,  and  how  much  the  per- 
sonal convenience  of  Members  depends 
upon  those  duties  being  discharge  with 
diligence  and  judgment.  The  qualities 
which  Mr.  Gosset  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  performance  of  those  duties  we  have 
all  experienced.    We  have  all  ^this 
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constant  courtesy  and  kindness,  and  I 
am  sure  that  we  join  in  the  regret  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  ex- 
pressed that  we  are  now  to  lose  his  ser- 
vices. We  feel  that  in  losing  Mr.  Gosset 
we  are  losing  not  merely  an  invaluable 
public  servant,  but  each  and  all  of  us 
feel  that  we  are  losing  a  valued  per- 
sonal friend. 

Me.  PARNELL:  Sir,  I  desire  to  join 
in  the  expression  of  regret  that  Captain 
Gosset  is  to  be  no  more  among  us  in  this 
House.  Speaking  for  all  my  hon .  Friends, 
as  well  as  expressing  my  own  opinion,  I 
desire  to  take  this  opportunity  of  record- 
ing my  high  appreciation  of  the  uniform 
kindness  and  courtesy  which  Captain 
G^>8set  has  shown  to  each  and  all  of  us, 
and  sometimes  under  trying  circum- 
stances. I  do  not  know  whether  the 
old  maxim  is  exemplified  in  regard  to 
Captain  Gosset — HiberniciH  ipsis  Hiher- 
nior.  But  it  has  been  often  observed 
that  those  who  dwell  among  Irishmen 
catch  some  of  their  character,  and  espe- 
cially of  their  humour  and  amiability. 
Captain  Gk>S6et  has  been,  for  many  years, 
in  that  part  of  the  House  which  is  sacred 
to  the  Irish  Members,  no  matter  what 
Grovemment  is  in  power.  Whether  that 
fact  has  had  any  effect  upon  the  natural 
disposition  of  Captain  Gosset  I  cannot 
say ;  but  we  certainly  have  all  found  him 
exceptionally  kind  and  amiable  to  us 
Irishman  who  sit  near  him,  and  I  have 
often  noticed  that,  while  generous  and 
patient  and  good  to  everybody,  Captain 
Gosset  seemed  to  acquire  an  additionally 
pleasant  aspect  whenever  he  had  to  ex- 
tend his  courtesy  to  any  one  of  us. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Saolved,  Kemine  C<mtradie$ntef  That  Mr. 
Speaker  be  requested  to  acquaint  Ralph  Allen 
GoBset,  esquire,  that  this  House  entertains  a  just 
sense  of  the  exemplary  manner  in  which  he  has 
uniformly  discharged  the  duties  of  the  office  of 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  and  has  devoted  himself  to 
the  service  of  the  House,  for  a  period  of  nearly 
fifty  years. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAY, 
0 

MEDICAL  RELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 

REMOVAL  BILL. 

{Mr,  Arthur  Balfour ,  Mr.  Attorney   General, 

Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 

•  Mr.  Dalrymple.) 
[bill  232.]      CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 


Mr.  THOMASSON,  in  moving  the 
insertion  of  the  following  clause : — 

(Removal  of  disqualification  of  memhers  of 
Provident  Medical  Societies.) 

**  Any  person  otherwise  duly  qualified  to  have 
his  or  her  name  inserted  in  a  list  of  voters  en- 
titled to  vote  at  a  Parliamentary,  municipal, 
school  hoard,  or  statutory  election,  hut  dis- 
qualified hy  reason  of  having  received  relief 
from  the  poor  rates,  who  is  legally  entitled  to 
receive  medical  assistance  or  hospital  treatment 
for  himself  or  for  any  memher  of  his  family, 
from  any  friendly  society  or  friendly  cluh  re- 
gistered under  the  Friendly  Societies'  Acts,  or 
from  any  provident  di^ensary  or  other  society 
or  body  providing  medical  assistance  or  hos- 
pital treatment,  may  claim  to  have  his  name 
inserted  in  such  list  of  voters ; 

**  Such  claim  shall  he  in  writing,  signed  hy 
such  person,  and  shall  he  sent  hy  registered 
letter,  addressed  to  the  clerk  to  the  Board^  of 
Guardians  in  the  Poor  Law  Union  in  which 
such  person  has  received  relief  from  the  rates, 
and  shall  he  posted  in  the  present  year  on  or 
before  the  first  day  of  September,  and  in  any 
subsequent  year  on  or  before  the  twentieth  day 
of  July ; 

*' Every  revising  barrister  shall  appoint  a 
day  for  hearing  such  claims,  and  shall  give 
public  notice  of  the  same  in  the  same  manner 
as  public  notice  is  required  by  Law  to  be  given 
of  the  holding  of  Revising  Barristers*  Courts 
for  the  Revision  of  Lists  of  Parliamentary  or 
Municipal  Voters ; 

"The  clerk  to.  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in 
each  and  every  Poor  Law  Union  shall  prepare 
lists  of  such  claims  made  by  persons  who  hare 
received  Poor  Law  relief  so  disqualifying,  and 
shall  deliver  such  lists  of  claims  to  the  revising 
barrister  on  or  before  the  day  appointed  for 
hearing  such  claims,  and  shall  attend  in  the 
Revising  Barrister's  Court  to  give  evidence  re- 
specting such  claims  ; 

**  A  Post  OflSce  receipt  for  a  registered  letter 
addressed  to  the  clerk  to  the  Guardians  of  any 
Poor  Law  Union  in  which  a  person  claiming 
under  this  section  has  received  relief  from  the 
Poor  Rates,  shall  be  primS  facie  evidence  of 
such  claim  having  been  made  and  of  the  date  of 
such  claim ; 

"If  the  revising  barrister  be  satisfied  that 
the  person  claiming  under  this  section  ia 
legally  entitled  to -receive  medical  relief  or 
hospital  treatment  from  any  such  registered 
friendly  society  or  friendly  club,  or  from  any 
provident  dispensary  or  other  society  or  body 
providing  medical  assistance  or  hospital  treat- 
ment, being  in  the  opinion  of  such  revising 
barrister  a  bond  fide  society  or  body  providing 
such  medical  assistance  or  hospital  treatment, 
the  revising  barrister  shall  insert  the  name  of 
the  person  so  claiming  in  the  list  of  persons 
entiUed  to  vote  at  such  election  or  elections, 
and  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  ac- 
cordingly :  Provided  always.  That  the  revising 
barrister  shall  not  insert  any  such  name  unless 
he  is  satisfied  that  the  person  so  claiming  is  or 
would  be  entitled  to  be  placed  on  such  list  of 
voters  but  for  the  fact  of  his  having  received 
relief  from  the  Poor  Rates," 

said,  he  did  so  because  he  thought  the 
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Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  discouraging 
persons  from  joining  friendly  and  provi- 
dent societies,  the  growth  of  which  latter 
in  Manchester  and  other  districts  he  re- 
(Carded  with  approval.  He  desired  the 
House  to  show  that  some  value  was  at- 
tached to  the  principle  of  providence  in 
medical  and  other  affairs ;  and  he  con- 
tended that  the  persons  who  helonged 
to  these  societies  should  not  be  placed 
on  the  same  level  as  those  who  made  no 
provision  for  themselves  whatever.  If 
the  clause  were  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment it  would  not  delay  the  Bill,  as  he 
was  certain  that  no  one  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  would  oppose  it. 

Clause  (Removal  of  disqualification 
of  members  of  Provident  Medical  Socie- 
ties.)—(-3/r.  Thoma9Bon,)^lrougKt  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  that  he  entirely  sympa- 
thized with  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Thomasson)  ap- 
peared to  have  in  view;  because  he 
understood  that  the  hon.  Member  meant 
to  give  what  encouragement  he  could  to 
friendly  societies,  and  the  Government 
were  anxious  to  do  all  in  their  power  to 
prevent  this  Bill  having  any  hostile 
effect  upon  such  societies.  It  was  not 
possible,  however,  for  them  to  accept 
the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. If  he  understood  it  aright,  under 
this  clause  a  man  might  receive  any 
amount  whatever  of  relief  from  the 
rates;  and  if  he  subscribed  a  single 
farthing  to  a  friendly  society,  whatever 
relief  he  received  from  the  rates,  he 
would  not  be  disqualified.  In  other 
words,  the  smallest  contribution  to  a 
friendly  society  would  guard  him  from 
the  results  of  the  reception  of  any 
amount  of  relief  of  any  kind  from  the 
poor  rates.  He  thought  that  if  that  was 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  clause  it  would 
be  hardly  necessary  for  him  to  argue 
against  it.  A  man  might  receive  a  far 
greater  amount  from  the  rates  than  he 
had  any  right  to  from  his  society. 
Therefore,  much  as  he  sympathized  with 
the  objects  of  the  hon.  Member,  he 
could  not,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
agree  to  this  clause. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  Thomoit^n 
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Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS,  in  moving 
the  insertion  of  the  following  clause  :— 

**  The  term  *  medical  or  surgical  assistaiice* 
in  this  Act  shall  include  all  medical  and  * 
surgical  attendance  and  all  matters  and  things 
supplied  by  or  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
medical  officer  having  authority  to  give  such 
attendance  and  recommendation  at  the  expense 
of  any  poor  rate," 

said,  he  thought  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  go  at  length  into  the  merits  of 
the  question,  as  it  had  already  been 
pretty  well  thrashed  out.     He  had  re- 
ceived scores  of  letters  from  doctors, 
overseers,  and  medical  officers  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  he  now  asked  the  House 
to  adopt.     He  had  originally  thought 
that  the  Government    had    made  the 
provision  contained  in  this  clause ;  but 
on  Tuesday,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire    (Mr.    Pell)    had 
asked  the  Question  whether    medical 
comforts  and  medical  extras,   such  as 
beef  tea  or  i)ort  wine,  would  be  included 
under  medical  relief,  he  had  heard  with 
profound  astonishment  that  medical  re- 
lief  was   only  to  include    drugs    and 
physic.     Under   these    conditions,    he 
maintained  that  the  Bill  was  a  mere 
sham.     On  Tuesday  night    the    noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  held  an  informal  meeting  to  see 
what  should  be  forced  on  the  House  in 
reference  to  the  measure.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  twitted 
hon.  Members  for  their  slow  zeal  in  the 
matter.     But  he  begged  to  point  out 
that  the  action  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  and  his  Friends 
would  disfranchise  thousands  of  Irish 
voters  whose  poverty  compelled  them  to 
accept  beef  tea  or  wine,  or  something 
else  which  the  medical  officers  might 
give  them.     He  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork    City  (Mr.  Deasy), 
who    had  as    large  an  experience  as 
any  Member  of  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  hon.  Member  in  an  ex- 
haustive speech  argued  that  the  danse 
would   affect  numbers  of  Irish  voters, 
and  he  went  into  the  Lobby  in  support, 
not  of  the  Government,  but  of  the  poor 
Irish  voter,  whose  interest  he  would  not 
oppose  on  any  consideration.   He  would 
appeal  to  the  President  of  the  IxkoI 
Government  Board  to  make  the  Bill  a 
real  Bill,  because  without  this  clause  it 
would  not  effect  its  object.     In  order 
that  there  should  be  no  difficulty  after- 
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wards  in  regard  to  the  question,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  accept  the 
clause  which  he  proposed.  If  it  was 
not  accepted,  the  effect  would  be  to  in- 
tensify agitation ;  and,  so  far  as  the  Go- 
vernment were  concerned,  they  would 
have  directly  violated  the  pledge  which 
they  gave  when  they  introduced  the  Bill. 

Clause  (Definition  of  medical  and 
surgical  assistance,)  —  {Mr,  Jesse  Col- 
lings,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  president  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
fotjb)  said,  that  the  hon.  Member  im- 
plored him  to  make  the  Bill  a  real  Bill. 
He  had  certainly  hoped,  when  he  in- 
troduced the  Bill,  framed  exactly  on 
the  lines  of  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self, using  the  very  words  which  the 
hon.  Member  used,  and  in  the  same 
manner,  that  it  could  not  be  described  by 
him  as  an  unreal  Bill.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  think  that  he  had  some 
power  of  altering  the  English  language 
as  interpreted  by  .the  Judges.  But  how 
could  the  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  the 
words  **  medical  relief"  meant  one  thing 
when  introduced  in  his  Bill,  and  another 
when  introduced  in  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment ?  The  meaning  of  the  words 
was  perfectly  well  known,  as  they  were 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  (Mr.  Horace  Davey) 
in  his  famous  Amendment  to  the  Be- 
gistration  Bill.  Anyone  who  should 
consult  Hansard  would  see  that  by  medi- 
cal and  surgical  assistance  was  meant 
then  what  was  meant  now.  And  the 
thing  was  made  still  clearer  by  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Selbome)  in  the 
other  House,  because  he  distinctly  as- 
serted that  the  words  did  not  mean,  as 
now  suggested,  medical  comforts.  When 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  went  down  to  agi- 
tate the  country  upon  this  question,  he 
was  as  well  aware  as  the  House  was  of 
the  actual  meaning  of  the  words,  as 
stated  by  his  own  Colleague.  And  yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  a  lato  hour 
on  Tuesday  night,  told  the  House,  in 
language  more  forcible  than  classical, 
that  unless  they  introduced  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  the  Bill  was  not 
worth  **  a  rap,"  that  being  the  very  Bill 


for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tried 
to  raise  the  whoje  country,  and  for  reject- 
ing which  he  denounced  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after 
careful  consideration,  in  a  letter  which 
had  been  published,  described  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Christchurch  as  a  clause  which  would 
remove  a  gpross  injustice.  But  he  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues,  and  hon.  Members  who  de- 
sired this  clause,  how  it  was  that  words 
which  in  June  would  remove  a  gross  in- 
justice would  **not  be 'worth  a  rap  "  in 
July?  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  explained  that  to  .their  satis- 
faction, they  should,  perhaps,  be  able  to 
understand  the  motives  that  had  in- 
fluenced him.  After  what  had  passed 
in  that  House  and  in  **  another  place," 
and  after  the  correspondence  between 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
and  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  no  one 
could  say  that  the  Government  intended 
anything  different  now  from  what  they 
intended  before.  He  admitted  that  it 
was  extremely  difficult  and  almost  in- 
vidious to  draw  a  distinction  between 
ordinary  drugs  and  a  glass  of  brandy 
given  to  remove  f  aintness.  But  if  they 
were  to  draw  the  line  at  all  before  reach- 
ing the  point  of  removing  the  disquali- 
fication from  everyone  receiving  outdoor 
relief,  this  was  the  place  to  draw  it.  He 
did  not  mean  to  argue  the  question  now 
whether  persons  receiving  outdoor  re- 
lief should  be  disqualified.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides,  with  one  or  two  very  rare 
exceptions,  desired  to  continue  the  dis- 
qualification which  did  exist,  and  had 
always  existed,  with  regard  to  persons 
receiving  outdoor  relief.  If  they  wished 
to  continue  that  disqualification,  they 
ought  to  draw  the  line  where  it  had 
been  drawn  by  the  late  Government, 
and  was  drawn  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment. That  line  was  already  familiar 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
system.  It  was  not  in  the  power  of  a 
medical  officer  to  give  anything  to  a 
patient  beyond  medicine.  If  he  did  so 
it  was  upon  his  own  responsibility.  The 
line  drawn  by  the  Bill  was  also  consis- 
tent with  the  practice  of  hospitals.  Out- 
door patients  received  medical  assist- 
ance ;  but  they  did  not  receive  medical 
comforts.  He  wished,  further,  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  that  if  they  ac- 
cepted the  clause  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
make  the  relieving  officer  potentially  a 
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political  agent,  and  give  him  an  immense 
power  of  putting  men  on  the  Register 
or  taking  them  oflp.     Then,  again,  the 
House  must  bear  in  mind  how  great 
would  be  the  inequalities  which  would 
exist  between  parish  and  parish,  and 
union  and  union,  if  the  Amendment  were 
carried.     If  a  doctor  took  a  large  view 
of  bis  duties — if  he  thought  it  his  dutj 
to  order  mutton,  chickens,  beef-tea,  port 
wine,  and  so  forth — it  would  be  in  bis 
power,  by  ordering  a  sufficiency  of  these 
extras,  to  prevent  a  man  seeking  any 
other  form  of  relief,  and  the  people  in 
his  parish  would  be  kept  on  the  Register. 
But  in  the  neighbouring  parish   they 
might  have  a  doctor  who  took  an  en- 
tirely different  view  of  his  responsibility, 
and  who,  before  ordering  these  large 
medical  extras,  would  think  it  his  duty 
to  call  in  the  relieving  officer.      They 
would  thus  have  two  adjoining  parishes 
under  different  medical  authority,  and 
they  would  have  an  entirely  different 
practice  as  regarded  the  keeping  on  and 
the  strikinj^  off  from  the  Register.     If 
the  House  were  going  to  allow  a  man  to 
get  everything  the  medical  officer  gave, 
they  would  allow  him  to  receive  a  g^eat 
deal  more,  perhaps,  than  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers supposed.      Medical  officers  were 
not  obliged  to  restrict  themselves  in  their 
advice  to  such  things  as  beef- tea,  port 
wine,  and  brandy.     Within  the  last  24 
hours  a  case  had  come  under  his  notice 
where  a  medical  officer  recommended 
that  the  patient  should  be  removed  to  a 
better  house.     If  they  once  refused  to 
disqualify  a  man  from   exercising  the 
franchise  when  he  received  out  of  the 
rates  better  lodging,  better  food,  per- 
haps clothes,  perhaps  bedding,  perhaps 
nursing,   he  failed   utterly  to  see  how 
they  were  to  maintain  the  distinction, 
which  they  all  admitted  to  be  a  whole- 
some and  necessary  distinction,  between 
the  man    who  received  outdoor  relief 
and  the  man  who  did  not  receive  out- 
door relief.     He  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  lay  any  more  argu- 
ments before  the  House ;  but  he  might 
say,   in  anticipation  of  the  discussion 
about  to  ensue,  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the   Government,  at  all   events,  to 
omit  Scotland  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.     He  should  be  out  of  Order  if  he 
were  to  state  the  grounds  on  which  the 
Government  had  come  to  that  determi- 
nation ;  but  to  that  determination  they 
had  come.    He  wanted  to  point  out  how 
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great  would  be  the  inequality  between 
Scotland  and  England  ^if  they  left  Scot- 
land out  of  the  Bill,  and  carried  the 
Amendment.     [An  hon.  Member  :  And 
Ireland.]     It  would  be  recollected  that 
he  gave  a  promise  across  the  floor  of  the 
House  two  nights  ago  that  if  the  Irish 
Members  also  desired  Ireland  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  Bill  it  should  be  so.  He 
had  taken  pains  to  find  what  the  views 
of  hon.  Members  were ;  and  he  was  now 
given  to  understand  that  not  only  the 
Scotch  Members,  but  the  Irish  Members 
on  both  sides,  and  in  every  quarter  of 
the  House,  also  desired  to  be  excluded 
from  the  Bill.    If  that  were  the  case 
— if   Ireland   and    Scotland  were    ex- 
cluded from  the  Bill — and  they  intro- 
duced this  Amendment,  they  would  pro- 
duce an  enormous  inequality  between 
the  three  EZingdoms,  and  he  oould  not 
believe  that  that  was  a  wise  proceeding. 
In  Scotland  a  man  would  be  absolutely 
excluded  from  the  vote  even  if  he  got 
purely  medical  relief,  and  to  that  ine- 
quality it  was  now  proposed  to  add  the 
enormous  inequality  of  allowing  men  in 
England  to  receive  medical  comforts, 
which  might  consist  of  new  clothes,  new 
bedding,  and  of  a  new  house,  and  yet  to 
retain  their  names  on  the  list.     Before 
the  House  sanctioned  an  inequality  of 
that    kind    between    England    on  the 
one  hand,    and   Scotland   and  Ireland 
on  the  other,  it  would  be  well  seriously 
to  pause.    The  Gxjvemment,  then,  ob- 
jected to  this  clause,    because   it  pro- 
duced an  inequality  between  the  three 
parts  of  the  Kingdom,  because  it  broke 
down    the    only    practical   line    which 
oould  be  drawn  between  the   existing 
system  and  one  which  should  remove 
entirely  the  disqualification  or  account  of 
outdoor  relief,  and  because  the  Bill,  as 
the  Government  had  introduced  it,  was 
precisely  the  Bill  as  brought  forward  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House, the  Bill  upon  which  the  country 
had  been  agitated  from  end  to  end,  and 
which  had  received  the  enthusiastic  sup- 
port of  the  agricultural  labourers.  If  the 
House  should  force  this  clause  on  the  Go- 
vernment, and  any  serious  accident  hap- 
pened to  the  Bill  in  its  future  progress, 
on  hon.   Gentlemen    opposite,    and  on 
them  alone,  would  the  responsibility  rest. 
Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  the  right  hpn.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  quite  cheerfully  accepted 
the  invitation  to  leave  Ireland  out  of 
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the  Bill,  and  to  leave  Scotland  out  of  it, 
and  apparently  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man -would  not  be  sorry  if  he  had  the 
opportunity  to  leave  England  out  of  it 
also.  He  (Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt)  did 
not,  however,  make  any  complaint  of 
the  way  in  which  the  G-ovemment  had 
dealt  with  the  Bill.  On  the  contrary, 
he  thought  they  had  very  fairly  brought 
in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  a 
grievance  which  might  not  have  been  at 
first  fully  understood  or  appreciated,  but 
which,  when  it  came  to  be  insisted  upon, 
was  felt  to  be  a  very  great  grievance  in- 
deed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
he  dared  say  truly,  that  the  words  in 
the  Bill  were  in  former  Amendments 
and  in  former  Bills ;  but  that  really  did 
not  conclude  the  question.  As  regarded 
himself,  all  he  could  say  was  that,  not 
having  sufficiently  critically  examined 
the  words  of  the  Bill,  he  was  distinctly, 
under  the  impression  that  the  Bill  did 
include  all  medical  relief — that  was,  that 
it  included  what  might  be  called  medical 
comforts  as  well  as  medicine  and  sur- 
gical aid.  He  admitted  now  that  he 
was  wrong  in  that  impression ;  but  it 
was  not  until  he  had  made  a  careful 
legal  investigation  with  his  two  hon. 
•  and  learned  Friends  the  late  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  Generals  that  he  discovered 
that  the  interpretation  given  to  the 
words  used  in  the  Bill  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  the  right  one.  What 
was  the  state  of  the  case.  The  great 
majority  in  the  House  were  of  opinion 
that  certain  persons  who  were  unfortu- 
nate enough,  under  pressure  of  illness, 
to  receive  parochial  relief  in  the  form 
of  medical  assistance  ought  not  to  be 
disfranchised  ;  and  if  that  was  the  prin- 
ciple they  ought  to  act  upon  it,  and  not 
introduce  fine-drawn  and  invidious  dis- 
tinctions in  the  matter.  Surely,  every- 
body must  feel  that  to  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  a  stimulant  administered 
in  the  form  of  brandy  and  one  admi- 
nistered in  the  form  of  ammonia  was  a 
most  invidious  one.  They  should  not, 
he  thought,  make  any  distinction  be- 
tween medical  drugs  and  medical  com- 
forts. If  they  accepted  the  principle 
that  disfranchisement  was  not  to  be  the 
result  of  receiving  assistance  in  illness 
by  way  of  remedy,  they  ought  to  take  a 
common-sense  and  liberal  view  of  the 
question,  and  do,  in  fact,  what  they  had 
said  they  intended  doing.  He  believed 
that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  medical  as- 


sistance included  medical  comforts,  and 
if  this  clause  was  rejected  the  Bill  would 
— ^he  did  not  say  intentionally  on  the 
part  of  the  Government — be  practically 
inoperative.  If  that  were  so,  there 
would  be  very  great  disappointment  and 
regret.  Then  they  ought  not  to  over- 
look the  danger  that  had  been  pointed 
out — namely,  the  danger  of  placing  in 
the  hands  of  the  medical  officer  the  power 
of  disfranchisement.  He  did  not  desire  to 
put  the  matter  invidiously  ;  but  suppose 
that  a  medical  officer  did  desire  to  dis- 
franchise the  poor  people  in  his  district, 
he  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  recom- 
mend as  necessary  to  the  treatment  of 
each  case  some  medical  comforts.  Ought 
such  a  power  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  a  medical  officer?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  was  going  to  exclude 
Scotland  and  Ireland  from  the  Bill,  and 
that  if  the  Amendment  were  carried 
there  would  then  be  great  inequality 
between  the  three  countries.  But  in- 
equality was  not  in  the  Amendment ;  it 
was  in  the  Bill.  To  redress  the  grie- 
vance in  the  country  where  it  existed 
was  not  to  create  an  inequality  between 
the  countries — it  was  to  create  an 
equality.  If  no  man  was  disfranchised 
from  this  cause  in  Scotland .  the  grie- 
vance did  not  exist ;  and  if  men  were 
disfranchised  from  it  in  England,  then 
to  cure  that  evil  was  to  establish  an 
equality,  and  not  an  inequality,  between 
the  two  countries.  He  did  not  wish  to 
argue  the  question  in  any  hostile  way  ; 
but  he  desired  to  put  it  very  seriously 
before  the  House.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  great  expectations  had  been 
raised  throughout  the  country  in  regard 
to  it.  He  dared  say  the  exact  bearing 
of  the  particular  distinction  which  had 
been  raised  between  medical  drugs  and 
medical  comforts  was  not  at  first  fully 
realized ;  but  now  that  it  was  realized  and 
was  fully  before  the  House  they  should 
take  care  not  to  practically  destroy  that 
which  was  intended  to  be  given,  and 
he  imagined  that  what  was  intended 
to  be  given  was  that  a  man  who,  by 
misfortune  and  illness,  required  to  re- 
ceive medical  relief  was  to  receive  such 
relief  as  was  necessary  for  the  cure  of 
his  illness.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
there  would  be  no  hair-splitting  about 
what  was  and  what  was  not  medical  re- 
lief; and  that  the  House,  having  re- 
solved to  give  a  boon,  would  see  that  it 
gave  a  boon  which  was  real. 
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Mr.  MACAETNEY  said,  they  had 
had  an  illustration  of  the  extremely 
difficult  position  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  placed  themselves  by  having 
oaught  the  Whigs  bathing  and  running 
away  with  their  clothes.  On  this  occa- 
sion the  particular  suit  of  clothes  which 
had  been  taken  away  seemed  to  him  to 
be  of  the  pattern  of  the  Kilmainham 
Treaty— indeed,  he  might  call  it  of  the 
Maamtrasna  pattern.  He  supposed  that, 
owing  to  an  arrangement  with  the  Scot- 
tish and  Irish  Members,  Scotland  and 
Ireland  were  to  be  excluded  from  the 
Bill.  He  never  liked  the  Bill,  and  was 
one  of  the  22  Members  who  voted 
against  it  on  Tuesday  night;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  principle  having 
been  admitted  by  a  large  majority  of  the 
House,  it  was  extremely  inconsistent  to 
oppose  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich.  He  (Mr.  Macartney) 
belonged  to  what  had  been  desig- 
nated the  reactionaries  of  the  Tory 
Party.  He  could  not  understand  the 
rapid  changes  of  opinion  which  had  re- 
cently taken  place  on  the  Ministerial 
side.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  said  that  Mr. 
Gosset,  owing  to  sitting  in  the  vicinity  of 
Friends  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  had  caught  some  of  their  ge- 
niality. The  Members  of  the  late  Fourth 
Party  who  were  now  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  also  sat  when  in  Opposition 
near  the  Friends  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  they  appeared 
to  have  caught  up  the  atmosphere  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  and  to  have 
brought  it  into  the  Cabinet.  It  was 
said  that  a  little  leaven  leavened  the 
whole  lump ;  but  a  considerable  leaven 
had  in  this  instance  got  into  the  Cabi- 
net. It  seemed  to  him  that  at  present 
the  principle  was  that  whatever  had 
been  advocated  very  loudly  by  one  Party 
should  be  adopted  by  the  other,  and 
that  they  should  hunt  in  couples  and 
take  alternative  possession  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  As  to  the  present  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  that  when  once  the 
House  had,  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, decided  to  enfranchise  paupers, 
this  hair-splitting  about  medical  relief 
was  rather  .absurd.  He  was  opposed  to 
the  entire  Bill,  and  could  neither  vote 
for  or  against  the  proposed  clause. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  that  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  adduced  against 
the  Amendment  had  been  of  a  some- 


what extraordinary  character.  What 
was  it  that  they  had  been  told  ?  That 
because  the  majority  of  the  Scottish 
Members  wished  it  Scotland  was  to  be 
exeluded  from  the  Bill,  and  they  were 
also  told  that  Ireland  was  to  be  excluded 
for  similar  reasons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  thrown  out  the 
threat  that  if  this  clause  was  adopted 
they  would  give  up  all  responsibility  for 
the  Bill.  He  must  enter  his  protest 
against  such  a  threat.  He  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  carried  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  and  if  it  were 
its  supporters  would  easily  find  means 
to  have  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons  on  this  very  im- 
portant subject  carried  into  effect,  not- 
withstanding what  had  been  said  on  be- 
half of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  fate  of  the  Bill.  He  passed  by  the 
arguments  that  had  been  used,  and 
would  ask  the  House  if  the  Conservative 
jerrymandering  of  1867  was  to  be  re- 
peated with  a  large  Liberal  majority  in 
the  House  of  Commons?  In  1867  the  Con- 
servative Government  filched  one  of  the 
eggs  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  the  shape  of  a 
provision  connected  with  the  borough 
franchise.  What  did  they  do?  What  they 
gave  with  one  hand  they  took  away  with 
the  other  by  the  operation  of  the  Bating 
Clause.  Was  that  transaction  to  be  re- 
peated now,  or  was  it  not  ?  The  Con- 
servative Government  had  filched  the 
Liberal  measure  brought  in  before  they 
acceded  to  power,  and  they  took  away  a 
great  part  of  what  was  intended  to  {be 
given  by  the  framework  of  the  Bill  as 
it  stood  at  present.  It  had  never  been 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  nor  of  any  supporters  of  his 
Bill  that  it  should  have  a  limited  scope. 
This  fact  ought  to  be  clearly  under- 
stood. In  regard  to  the  exclusion  of 
Ireland,  he  believed  that  instead  of  being 
an  enfranchising  measure,  supposing 
the  Bill  were  to  apply  to  Ireland,  it 
would,  on  the  contrary,  most  distinctly  be 
a  disfranchising  Bill.  The  systems  of 
affording  medical  relief  were  different 
in  the  two  countries,  and  this  Bill,  if 
extended  to  Ireland,  would  be  highly 
prejudicial.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
it  would  not  be  sought  to  include  Ire- 
land within  the  eicope  of  the  measure. 
There  was  one  danger  which  they  most 
guard  against.  They  practically  made 
the  medical  ofl^cer  the  returning  officer, 
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and  gave  him  the  power  of  qualifying 
or  disqualifying  electors  in  a  closely 
contested  election.  Indeed,  the  politics 
of  the  medical  officer  in  an  election  con- 
test would  be  one  of  the  first  things  to 
be  inquired  into. 

Mr.  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  he 
thought  that  everyone  must  have  sym- 
pathized with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
jPresident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  when  he  was  speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  in  the  endeavour 
which  he  made  to  draw  distinctions 
which,  some  days  ago,  had  been  pointed 
out  to  him  were  absolutely  untenable 
between  the  propositions  he  was  discuss- 
ing. He  was  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  the  Government  was  perfectly  right 
in  accepting  this  proposition ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  they  accepted  the  proposi- 
tion, which  was  the  main  proposition  of 
the  Bill,  with  the  cordial  assent  of  the 
great  majority  of  those  who  agreed 
with  them  in  political  matters.  But  the 
fact  was  that,  although  the  two  Front 
Benches  had  to  some  extent  pledged 
themselves  with  regard  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  the  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons  had  not  pledged  itself  and 
had  not  really  expressed  any  opinion 
upon  the  principle.  In  the  divisions 
which  took  place  when  the  Registlration 
Bill  was  before  the  House,  it  was 
agreed  by  both  Front  Benches  that  it 
was  undesirable  to  embody  a  clause  of 
this  kind  in  the  Bill ;  and  those  who 
were  anxious,  in  the  pressing  circum- 
stances of  the  time,  to  get  the  Bill  sent 
up  to  the  House  of  Lords  joined  the 
Front  Bench  in  resisting  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  provision  which  was  felt  to  be 
undesirable.  Those  who  voted  in  the 
first  division  on  the  6th  of  May  ex- 
pressed no  judgment  on  the  main  prin- 
ciple at  issue;  it  was  merely  on  the 
question  of  the  convenience  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  it  was  very  difficult  to  under- 
stand the  position  taken  up  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  It  was  clear  from  his 
speech,  and  from  the  speech  made  by 
the  late  Attorney  General,  that  there 
were  those  on  both  Front  Benches  who 
now  had  no  heart  in  this  proposal  at 
all,  who  were  not  in  favour  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill,  but  who  were  simply 
making  it  a  matter  of  competition  for 
the  votes  of  the  agricultural  labourer  at 
the  next  election.  He  did  not  take  that 
view.  He  thought  the  proposal  was  a 
good  one  on  its  merits.    He  listened 


the  other  evening  with  great  interest 
and  with  a  feeling  of  admiration  for  his 
great  courage  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney). 
Undoubtedly,  if  this  Bill  were  to  trench 
upon  the  principles  which  he  then  enun- 
ciated, he  (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  would  steadily 
refuse  to  vote  for  it ;  but  he  thought  the 
House  had  accepted  the  clear  distinction 
between  ordinary  Poor  Law  relief  and 
that  form  of  relief  which  was  generally 
given  in  consequence  of  sudden  or  un- 
foreseen illness,  when  the  heavy  ex- 
penses to  which  the  working  man  was 
put  could  hardly  be  provided  for  by 
him.  He,  like  the  late  Home  Secretary, 
quite  believed,  when  he  voted  in  favour 
of  this  provision  for  medical  relief,  that 
the  term  **  medical  relief  "  included  not 
merely  the  doctor's  fee  and  the  medicine, 
but  also  included  those  things  which, 
though  they  might  be  comforts  and 
articles  of  food,  were,  in  his  judgment, 
necessary  to  the  medical  treatment  of 
the  patient.  He  had  been  entirely  un- 
able to  find  any  strict  definition  of  the 
term  *'  medical  relief; "  but  he  believed 
that  if  a  legal  definition  could  be  taken 
it  would  be  found  to  include  everything 
which  the  doctor  ordered  for  the  medical 
treatment  of  the  case.  But  whether 
technically  or  not  the  term  **  medical 
relief"  included  those  things,  he  under- 
stood it  to  include  them  when  he  voted 
for  this  Bill ;  and  if  it  was  necessary  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  in 
order  to  make  the  matter  clear,  he 
should  quite  readily  and  simply,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  intentions  he  had  the 
other  night,  vote  for  the  Amendment. 
There  had  been  certain  considerations 
advanced  with  regard  to  the  political 
influence  of  this  matter.  No  one  could 
be  insensible  to  the  danger  that  in  all 
cases  of  this  kind  relieving  officers  and 
medical  officers  might  act  from  political 
motives.  Unfortunately,  they  could  not 
get  rid  of  those  influences.  If  they 
made  it  a  disqualification  it  might  be 
as  difficult  to  disqualify  an  opponent  as 
to  please  a  voter  who  remained  on  the 
list ;  and  he  was  afraid  by  making  this 
relief  a  matter  of  disqualification  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  obliging  the 
poor  man,  instead  of  getting  his  relief 
from  the  rates,  to  go  to  the  squire  or  to 
the  clergyman,  or  some  other  private 
source  of  charity,  for  that  which  he  had 
much  better  take  from  the  rates.    When 
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a  man  was  struck  down  with  sudden 
necessity  ho  had  better  go  to  the  fund  to 
which  he  had  helped  to  subscribe,  and 
out  of  which,  with  the  help  of  his  sub- 
scriptions, others  had  been  relieved, 
than  go  to  ask  for  individual  doles  from 
people  of  the  neighbourhood.  He  be- 
lieved that  to  do  so  would  lower  his  self- 
respect  and  independence  much  more 
than  by  going  to  the  rates.  In  these 
circumstEinces,  he  certainly  intended  to 
vote  for  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  take  too 
seriously  the  last  sentence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  with  regard  to 
an  accident  happening  to  this  Bill,  for 
if  ever  there  wap  a  Bill  over  which  the 
Front  Bench  had  no  real  effective  right 
or  control,  it  was  this  Bill.  While  he 
believed  the  Government  were  right  in 
accepting  the  principle  of  the  measure, 
he  thought  they  would  have  been  much 
better  advised,  though,  perhaps,  not 
perfectly  consistent  with  their  dignity, 
if  they  had  accepted  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  They  had 
chosen,  however,  to  accept  the  principle 
of  the  Bill ;  they  had  carried  that  prin- 
ciple by  an  overwhelming  majority  and 
by  a  strong  use  of  their  influence  in  the 
House ;  and,  that  being  so,  surely  they 
were  not  at  liberty  to  threaten  the 
House  with  abandoning  the  Bill,  and 
thereby  securing  the  disqualification  of 
a  large  number  of  voters  if  the  House 
took  a  different  view  from  that  which 
they  themselves  took  as  to  the  interpre- 
tation to  be  placed  on  one  of  the  phrases 
of  the  Bill.  He  thought  this  Amend- 
ment was  simply  for  making  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  phrase  **  medical  re- 
lief" that  which  the  House  believed  it 
had,  and  intended  it  should  have  ;  and, 
believing  that,  he  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  successful,  and  that  the 
Bill  would,  nevertheless,  live  and  be 
carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  had  assisted 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Mr.  Horace  Davey)  with  his 
Amendments  to  the  Kegistration  Bill, 
and  was  associated  with  him  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings),  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Grantham  (Mr.  Mellor)  in 
the  preparation  of  their  Bill  and  with  the 
present  Amendment,  and  they  believed 
that  the  measure  contained  that  provi- 
sion for  which  they  were  now  fighting. 
He  was  of  opinion,  however,  that  they 

Mr,  Edward  Clarke 


owed  nothing  to  the  two  Front  Benches 
in  this  matter.  It  was  absurd  to  say 
that  the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  and 
Scotland  were  to  have  their  way  as  re- 
garded the  application  of  the  Bill  to 
those  countries,  and  that  the  English 
Members  were  not  to  have  their  way  in 
regard  to  the  measure.  He  considered 
that  if  the  Government  were  to  throw 
out  this  Bill  on  account  of  a  majority  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  such  conduct 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  who  withdrew 
his  Bill  on  the  understanding  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  take  up 
the  measure  themselves  and  carry  it 
forward. 

Mr.  Alderman  COTTON  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  that 
the  feeling  of  the  House  was  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment,  and  that  they  would 
think  it  proper  to  include  it  in  the  Bill 
and  see  it  passed  into  law. 

Mr.  pell  said,  he  thought  it  might 
be  convenient  to  state  the  course  he  in- 
tended to  take  with  regard  to  this 
Amendment.  The  only  course  which  to 
his  mind  was  consistent  and  proper  for 
him  to  pursue  was  to  walk  out  of  the 
House  when  the  division  was  called. 
The  House  of  Commons,  as  far  as  this 
Bill  was  concerned,  had  accepted  what 
he  believed  to  be  a  wrong  principle— 
namely,  that  relief  from  the  rates  was 
not  to  disqualify  when  it  was  given 
to  a  poor  man  in  the  shape  of  medical 
relief.  The  Gt)vernment  said  that  so 
long  as  the  parish  doctor  gave  a  man 
medicine  and  drugs  the  man  should  not 
be  disqualified ;  but  the  moment  he  went 
beyond  that,  even  to  the  extent  of  giving 
a  teaspoonful  of  brandy,  the  man  should 
be  disqualified.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  if  they  gave  sick  people  good  food 
and  nourishment  and  kept  the  drugs 
and  the  doctor  away,  more  people  would 
recover.  He  detested  the  Bill,  and 
thought  it  the  most  mischief-making 
measure  ever  considered  since  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  House ;  but  he 
could  not  vote  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich's  Amendment. 

Mr.  ACLAND,  after  the  ominous  de- 
claration of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  wished  to  suggest 
that,  in  the  event  of  the  present  Amend- 
ment being  carried,  the  Government,  in- 
stead of  sacrificing  the  Bill,  should  fall 
back  on  the  purpose  of  the  Amendm^it 
he  had  moved  on  Tuesday  for  making 


uigiTizea  by 


Google 


1653  Medical  Relief  {July  23,  1885]      LiiqualificaUcm,  ^e.  Bill.     1654 

the  Bill  an  experiment  confined  to  a 
limited  period. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  180  ;  Noes 
130:  Majority  50. 


AYES. 


Ackers,  B.  St  J. 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Agnew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
AUen,  W.  S. 
Armitage,  B. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 

Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Bidden.  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brett,  EL  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  right  hon.  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Callan,  P. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Childers,  right  hon.  H. 

C.E. 
aarke,  E. 
Cohen,  A. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Bavey,  H. 
Bavies,  R. 
Beasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Billwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duckham.  T. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Earp,T. 

Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards,  P. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Findlater,  W. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.C.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fry,L. 
Fry,T. 


Gladstone,  H.  J. 

Gordon,  Sir  A. 

Gourley,  E.  T. 

Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 

Grafton,  F.  W. 

Gray,  E.  D. 

Grosvenor,  right  hon. 
LordR. 

Gurdon,  R.  T. 

Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 

Harcourt,rt.hn.  SirW. 
G.  V.  V. 

Hardcastle,  J.  A. 

Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Healy,  T.  M. 

Hill,  T.  R. 

Holden,  I. 

Holms,  J. 

Houlds worth,  W.  H. 

Howard,  E.  S. 

Ince,  H.  B. 

Inderwick,  F.  A. 

James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 

James,  C. 

Jenkins,  D.  J. 

Johnson,  E. 

Kensington,    rt.     hn. 
Lord 

Kinnear,  J. 

Labouchere,  H. 

Lawrence,  Sir  J,  C. 

Lawrence,  "W. 

Lawson,  Sir  W. 

Leake,  R. 
Leamy,  E. 
Lennox,  rt.  hon.  Lord 

H.  G.  0.  G. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M'Arthur,  Sir  W. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M*Intyre,  ^neas  J. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M' Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  C.  B  B. 
Maitland.  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  hon.  E. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Mason,  H. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
]Moreton,  Lord 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  S. 

Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  W. 


O'Connor,  A. 
0' Kelly,  J. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Power.  J.  0*C. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ralli,  P. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Roe,  T. 

Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Rothschild,  Baron    F. 

J.  de 
Russell,  C. 
RusseU,  G.  W.  E. 
RusseU,  T. 
Ruston,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Seely,  C.  (Nottingham) 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Shell,  E. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 


Slagg,  J. 

Smith,  Lieut-Col.  G. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanton,  W,  J. 
Storey,  S. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Tennant,  Sir  C. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Torrens.  W.  T.  M. 
Vemey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Walker,  S. 
WaUace,  Sir  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
West,  H.  W. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wig^rin,  H. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wilson,  0.  H. 

TELLERS. 

Ceilings,  J. 
Heneage,  E. 


NOES. 


Allsopp,  C. 
Ashmeaid-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Bourko,  right  hon.  R. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Coddington,  W. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Major  hon.  M. 
Dalrympie,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Digby,  J.  K.  D.  W. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.   Sir  W. 

H. 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 


Egorton,  hon .  A.  de  T. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.'A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  O. 
Fai-quharson,  Dr.  R. 
Feilden,  Lt-Gen.  R.  J. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 
Fowler,    rt.    hon.   Sir 

R.N. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Giles,  A. 
Gooch,  Sir  D. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Greer,  T. 
Guntor,  Col.  R. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Home,  Lt.-Col.  D.  M. 
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Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  whe- 
ther  he  might  be  enabled  to  move  the 
Amendment  to  the  new  clause  standiDg: 
under  the  name  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  that  it  was  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
Amendment. 


Hope,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

B.  B. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Kennard,  C.  J. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
King-Harman.  Colonel 

E.  R. 
Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  H. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hon.  Lord 

J.  J.  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott.  rthn.W.T. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Miles,  C.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Milner,  Sir  F.  G. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mulholland,  J. 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  Coch- 

ran- 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Plimket,rt.  hon.  D.R. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Repton,  G.  W. 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUER:  We  did  not  conceal  from  the 
House,  either  on  Tuesday  or  this  even- 
ing, that  in  our  opinion  the  adoption  of 
the  new  clause  or  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  would  be  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance ;  and  we  cannot,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  take  any  further  re- 
sponsibility with  regard  to  the  measure. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
would  only  say  that  under  the  circimi- 
stances  I  suppose  that  the  responsibility 
devolves  on  the  majority  of  the  House, 
whose  property  this  Bill  is,  and  there- 
fore I  beg  leave  to  give  Notice — I  do 
not  know  what  course  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer wishes  to  take,  or  how  far  he 
means  to  carry  his  dissent  from  this  Bill; 
but  if  he  only  cast  upon  us  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  Bill  I  will  ask  whether 
the  House  will  allow  the  Bill  now  to  be 
read  a  third  time  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Question  now 
before  the  House  is  whether  the  clause 
be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  added. 


Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 

Sclater-Booth,  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanlej',  rt.hon.Col.F. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stevens,  J.  C.  M. 
Storer,  G. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thomhill,  Sir  T. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.  F. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolflf,rt.hn.SirH.D. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  H.  L.  W. 

TBLLBRR. 

Douglas,  A.  Akersw 
Wahond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  New  Clause,  "Provision  for  registration 
in  the  present  year,"  line  12,  leave  out  *'  quali- 
fication," and  insert  "  qualiflcationfl." — {Mr. 
Jeud  Colling ».) 

Mr.  WARTON  submitted  that  this 
Amendment  would  not  be  in  Order,  as 
the  new  clause  must  naturally  come  after 
Clause  2. 

Mb.  ORR-EWING  said,  that  the  last 
time  the  Bill  was  before  the  House  he 
had  moved  as  an  Amendment  that  the 
words  ** United  Kingdom"  should  be 
left  out  of  the  Bill,  and  ''England  and 
Wales  "  substituted. 

Mr.  speaker  (interposing):  The 
hon.  Member  is  going  to  a  point  prior 
in  the  Bill  to  that  in  respect  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoUings)  has  moved  an  Amendment; 
and  it  is  only  by  askiog  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  withdraw  that  Amendment  that 
he  can  bring  forward  the  Amendment 
to  which  he  refers.  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber withdraw  his  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  No. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  Collinos, 
the  following  Amendment,  which  stood 
in  the  name  of  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  was 
agreed  to.  Line  39,  after  **  registered," 
insert  as  a  new  paragraph  : — 

"Any  person  whose  name  ought  to  hare 
been  inserted  in  the  list  made  by  the  overseers 
under  this  section,  and  has  beon  omitted  there- 
from, may  claim  to  have  his  name  inserted  in 
the  hst  of  voters  by  giving  to  the  overseers, 
within  six  days  after  the  publication  of  such 
list,  notice  of  such  claim  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  by  law  with  respect  to  other 
claims,  and  the  overseers  shall  produce  all  such 
claims  to  the  revising  barrister,  and  he  shall 
revise  and  deal  with  the  same  in  like  manner 
ai  with  ordinary  claims.'* 

Mr.  OER-EWING  :  I  beg  to  moTe 
that  the  words  "United  Kingdom " 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  not  in  Order 
now. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  begged  to  more 
an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that  no  new 
disability  should  be  created  by  the  ap- 
plication of  the  olauses  to  Ireland  where 
such  disability  did  not  exist. 
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Mr.  WARTON  pointed  out  that  the 
two  Amendments  which  had  been 
adopted  were  Amendments  to  the  new 
clause.  He  thought  that  it  was  not 
competent  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  move  this  Amendment  now, 
as  it  was  in  precisely  the  same  position 
as  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing). 

Mb.  HEALY  contended  that  this  was 
an  ordinary  Amendment,  and  might  be 
moved  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Mb.  speaker  held  that  it  was  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  move  his  Amendment,  as  the  place  of 
the  new  clause  in  the  Bill  had  not  yet 
been  determined. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  wished  to 
know  how  far  this  Amendment  would 
go  in  regard  to  ratepayers  who  re- 
ceived medical  comforts  for  their  wives 
or  children  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  relieving  officer  or  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  doctor  ? 

'^  Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Amendmisnt  was  to  insiire 
that  such  persons  should  not  be  dis- 
qualified. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  ORR-EWING :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  words  *'  United  Kingdom" 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  now.  We  have  passed 
that  point,  and  if  no  further  Amend- 
ments are  proposed  a  day  will  be  fixed 
for  the  third  reading. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  With  the 
consent  of  the  House,  I  will  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  would  be  very 
unusual  under  the  circumstances  to  take 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  now,  and  I 
can  only  assent  to  that  with  the  assent 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  RAMSAT  :  I  wish  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  re-committed,  and  if  that 
Motion  is  competent  I  hope  the  House 
will  at  once  assent  to  it,  in  order  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  moving  hid 
Amendment. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  be  perfectly  in  Order  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  re-committed  if  he  wiU 
state  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  proposed. 

Mb.  RAMSAY :  It  is  in  order  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  moving  his 
Amendment. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  in 
respect  of  an  Amendment  to  Clause  2." 
— {Mr,  Ramsay,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  thought  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Ramsay)  was 
not  an  unfair  one.  He  was  quite  sure 
nobody  would  wish  that  by  a  mere 
accident  a  question  of  this  importance 
should  be  excluded.  He  did  not  him- 
self know  what  the  view  of  the  Scottish 
Members  generally  might  be  in  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  exclusion  of  Soot- 
land. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Chubchill)  : 
Might  I  ask,  Sir,  whether  it  is  in  accord- 
ance with  precedent  or  custom  for  a 
Motion  for  re-commitment  of  a  Bill  to 
be  made  other  than  as  an  Amendment 
to  the  Motion  to  read  the  Bill  a  third 
time,  or  to  make  such  a  Motion  without 
Notice? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
would  be  in  Order  in  moving  to  re-com- 
mit the  Bill  with  a  view  to  insert  a 
definite  Amendment. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  the 
Scottish  Members  were  not  unanimous 
on  the  question  whether  Scotland  should 
be  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that 
in  view  of  the  great  urgency  of  the  Bill 
he  trusted  the  House  would  not  allow  it 
to  be  re-conmiitted,  as  Scottish  Members 
were  not  agreed  as  to  the  Amendment. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  he  was  entirely 
opposed  to  the  exclusion  of  Scotland 
from  the  Bill.  He  came  down  to  the 
House  resolved  to  oppose  that  exclusion, 
or  the  infliction  upon  Scotland  of  a 
penalty  which  was  not  inflicted  upon 
the  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
but  he  would  prefer  to  have  the  matter 
threshed  out  in  that  House  rather  than 
to  have  it  debated  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  would  not  oppose 
the  re-committal  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  that  it  was  by 
mere  accident  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumbarton  had  been  prevented  from 
moving  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  it  was  perfecdy 
competent  for  the  House  to  ag^ee  to  the 
re-committal. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made^  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the 
Chair." 

Mb.  EAMSAT  said,  that  he  was  only 
desirous  of  addressing  a  word  to  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow.  Of  the 
Scottish  Members  who  had  been  con- 
sulted in  this  matter,  21  were  in  favour 
of  the  exclusion  of  Scotland,  and  fiye 
were  indifiPerent  about  it,  but  were 
rather  in  favour  of  Scotland  being  in- 
cluded. The  hon.  Members  for  Glasgow 
and  Kirkcaldy  made  two  more  who 
adopted  the  latter  view. 

Mr.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  asked  whe- 
ther, when  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair, 
it  would  be  perfectly  competent  for  any 
Member  to  move  that  Scotland  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  After  I  have  left 
the  Chair  an  Amendment  is  to  be  moved 
in  accordance  with  the  Motion  which 
has  been  carried,  that  the  Bill  be  re- com- 
mitted for  the  purpose  of  proposing  an 
Amendment  in  respect  of  Clause  2. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2  (Medical  relief  not  to  dis- 
qualify). 

Mr.  ORR-EWING  proposed  to  leave 
out  the  words,  in  line  7,  **  the  United 
Kingdom,"  and  insert  the  words  *'  Eng- 
land and  Wales."  He  said  it  would  be 
remembered  that  when  this  question 
was  last  before  the  Committee  every 
Scotch  Member  in  the  House  at  that 
time  spoke  in  favour  of  Scotland  being 
omitted  from  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
promised  that  he  would  make  inquiries, 
and  if  he  found  that  the  majority  of  the 
Scotch  Members  were  in  favour  of 
Scotland  being  left  out  of  the  Bill,  he 
would,  at  a  later  stage,  move  the  exclu- 
sion of  Scotland.  In  consequence  of 
what  had  taken  place  since  then,  he 
(Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  moved  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  the  United 
Kingdom/'  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "Eng- 
land and  Wales,"— (ifr.  Orr-Ewing,) 

—instead  thereof^ 


Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'* United  Kingdom'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Dr.  CAMEHON  said,  it  was  quite 
true,  as  had  been  said  by  his  bon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing),  that  the  other 
night  there  was  a  chorus  of  Scotch  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  omitting  Scotland  from 
the  Bill ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  was 
accounted  for  because  there  was  no 
Eadical  Eepresentative  from  Scotland  in 
the  House  at  the  time,  and  he  thought  it 
was  to  be  also  accounted  for  by  the  fact 
that  the  representations  made  as  to  the 
law  in  Scotland  on  the  subject  were 
totally  inaccurate.  They  had  been  told 
to-night  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  the  Irish  Members  wished  to 
have  Ireland  omitted  ^m  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  true  they  did  so,  be- 
cause they  had  got  a  better  Bill  of  their 
own.  To  include  them  in  this  Bill  would 
be  to  create  a  certain  disfranchisement 
in  respect  to  medical  relief.  It  would 
disfranchise  those  who  received  it  from 
voting  in  the  election  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  out- 
door medical  relief  in  Scotland  was  ad- 
ministered in  a  manner  so  parsimonious 
and  stingy  as  to  be  a  disg^ce  to  anj 
civilized  nation.  But  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  medical  relief  given  in 
Scotland.  That  House  voted  annually 
a  sum  of  £20,000  as  a  grant  in  aid  of 
medical  relief  in  Scotland.  The  sum 
was  handed  over  to  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision— their  only  equivalent  for  the  Eng- 
lish Local  Government  Board — for  dis- 
tribution amongst  the  various  Parochial 
Boards.  The  Board  of  Supervision  had 
laid  down  certain  regulations  with  re- 
gard to  participation  in  this  grant.  Any 
Board  wishing  to  have  a  share  must 
comply  with  certain  regulations,  and 
the  medical  officer  must  attend  to  the 
poor  on  certain  conditions;  but  there 
were  117  parishes  in  ScolJand  which 
did  not  think  it  worth  their  while  to 
tM>mply  even  with  the  mdimentaiy  re- 
quirements laid  down  by  the  Board  of 
Supervision,  and  did  not  participate  at 
all  in  the  grant  in  aid  of  medical  relief 
in  Scotland.  Let  the  Committee  under- 
stand precisely  what  amount  of  money 
was  spent  on  Scotland  in  medical  relief. 
The  amount  per  head  of  the  population 
spent  in  the  parishes  which  complied 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Board  of 
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Supervision,  and  which  participated  in  the 
grant,  was  only  2  Jc?.  per  head  per  annum, 
or,  to  speak  accurately,  2  61  of  a  penny 
per  head  of  the  population  per  an- 
num ;  and  in  the  parishes  which  did  not 
think  it  worth  their  while  to  comply 
"with  the  very  rudimentary  requirements 
of  the  Board  of  Supervision,  the  amount 
spent  in  medical  relief  was  less  than  \^d, 
per  head  of  the  population  per  annum. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  spoke  to  them  about  medical 
relief  including  fine  clothes,  and  new 
houses,  and  all  sorts  of  things.  He 
(Dr.  Oameron)  thought  the  Committee 
might  understand  from  the  figures  he 
had  given  what  amount  of  fine  clothing, 
or  what  number  of  new  houses,  could 
be  provided  for  the  sick  poor  of  Scotland 
out  of  2^d,  or  l^d,  per  head  per  annum. 
He  believed  that  the  Public  Health  Act 
of  Scotland  created  the  municipal  body 
in  towns  the  local  sanitary  authority,  and 
in  parishes  it  created  the  Parochial  Board 
the  local  sanitary  authority.  If  a  man 
in  a  town  contracted  fever,  or  any  in- 
fectious disease,  and  was  unable  to  take 
care  of  himself,  and  to  prevent  himself 
from  becoming  a  vehicle  for  the  dissemi- 
nation of  disease,  the  municipal  body, 
which  was  the  sanitary  authority,  took 
possession  of  him  and  placed  him  in 
hospital ;  and  although  he  was  main- 
tained there  out  of  the  municipal  rates, 
there  was  no  question  of  his  pauperiza- 
tion. In  certain  places  in  counties  it 
was  the  custom  for  the  Parochial  Board 
to  levy  a  special  rate  in  respect  to  ex- 
penses required  for  epidemic  diseases ; 
but  that  was  not  unividrsal.  He  had 
been  told  that  in  such  cases  men  did 
not  receive  grants  from  the  Poor  Law 
funds,  and  were  not  thereby  pauperized ; 
but  he  had  looked  into  the  law  on  this 
point,  and  he  had  in  his  hand  a  stan- 
dard work,  in  which  it  was  laid  down 
that  the  Public  Health  Act  did  not  re- 
lieve the  Parochial  Board  of  the  duty 
incumbent  upon  them  by  law,  in  cases 
of  infectious  disease,  to  take  all  means 
in  their  power  to  suppress  it.  It 
declared  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Parochial  Board  either  to  isolate  the 
patients  itself,  or  to  allow  the  Local 
Authority  to  do  so ;  and  then  it  stated 
how  the  Local  Authority  might  recover 
from  the  Board.  The  patients  would 
be  in  receipt  of  relief  from  the  Poor  Law 
authorities,  and  would  thus  be  pauper- 
ized.   Se  belieyed  thftt  in  certain  coun- 


ties they  would  come  on  the  Poor  EoU, 
and  that  in  other  counties  they  would 
not.  But,  to  put  aside  all  those  cases, 
there  were  in  every  county  a  great  num- 
ber of  cases  which  must  come  on  the 
Poor  Roll.  When  a  man  broke  his  leg, 
or  met  with  a  serious  accident,  he  was  no 
longer  able-bodied,  and  he  at  once 
came  to  be  in  the  position  of  a  pauper. 
He  received  a  certain  share  of  medical 
attendance,  equivalent  to  his  share  of 
the  l^d,  per  head  per  annum;  and  if  they 
were  to  exclude  Scotland  from  the  ope- 
ration of  this  Bill,  that  man  would 
thereupon  become  pauperized,  and  lose 
his  right  to  vote.  This  would  occur  not 
merely  in  the  case  of  accidents;  there 
were  constant  and  innumerable  cases  of 
persons — persons  suflPering  from  con- 
sumption, or  from  chronic  diseases  of 
various  sorts — whose  relations  were  per- 
fectly well  able  to  pay  for  their  keep, 
but  who  could  not  aflford  to  pay  for 
medical  assistance  for  them.  If  the 
House  were  to  exclude  Scotland  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  such  persons 
as  he  had  indicated  in  Scotland  would 
be  treated  in  a  manner  quite  distinct 
from  the  treatment  accorded  to  people 
in  a  similar  position  in  England  and 
Ireland.  One  principle  had  run  through 
all  those  electoral  reforms,  and  that  was 
that  they  should  take  the  widest  measure 
of  enfranchisement  existing  in  any 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
apply  it  to  all  portions  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  There  was  no  justification 
and  no  logic  to  recommend  a  departure 
from  this  principle.  If  Parliament 
6idopted  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing), 
there  would  be  enormous  dissatisfaction 
throughout  Scotland.  He  was  glad  the 
matter  had  come  before  the  House  in  a 
shape  in  which  they  could  take  a  divi- 
sion upon  it.  If  any  Scotch  Members 
were  opposed  to  Scotland  obtaining  the 
same  benefit  in  the  way  of  the  franchise 
as  England  and  Ireland  had  obtained 
it,  it  was  right  that  those  Members 
should  be  paraded  through  the  Lobby, 
and  thus  have  their  names  brought  be- 
fore the  constituencies.  The  constitu- 
encies would  thus  be  able  in  November 
next  to  form  an  opinion  of  the  diflTer- 
ence  between  the  different  kinds  of 
Scotch  Liberals  who  came  to  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  very  much  in  favour  of  Home  Eule^ 
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and  was  quite  ready  that  the  Scottish 
Members  should  decide  this  matter.  It 
was  said  there  had  been  no  consultation 
amongst  Scotch  Members;  there  had 
been  no  meeting,  and  still  less  had  there 
been  any  opportunity  of  conferring  with 
the  constituencies.  He  was  told  that 
the  majority  of  Scotch  Members  wished 
to  exclude  Scotland  from  the  Bill.  He 
thought  he  knew  one  hon.  Member,  the 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay),  who  at  one  time  was  in  favour 
of  excluding  Scotland  from  the  Bill,  but 
who,  on  obtaining  further  information, 
had  changed  his  mind,  and  was  now  de- 
cidedly against  the  proposal.  Another 
hon.  Member,  the  Member  for  North  Ayr- 
shire (Mr.  Cochran-Patrick)  told  him  he 
had  been  in  communication  with  Scot- 
land, with  the  result  that  he  was  prepared 
to  resist  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dumbartonshire 
(Mr.  Orr-Ewing).  He  did  not  see  how 
it  could  be  assumed  that  the  majority  of 
Scotch  Members  and  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  were  in  favour  of  the  exclusion 
of  Scotland,  because  there  had  really 
been  no  opportunity  of  ascertaining  how 
the  people  of  Scotland  really  wished  this 
question  to  be  decided.  It  was  true  that 
in  Scotland  an  able-bodied  man  was  not 
entitled  to  relief ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  pointed  out,  a  man  who 
met  with  an  accident  or  who  became  ill 
was  no  longer  able-bodied,  and  there- 
fore, under  the  law  of  Scotland,  was  en- 
titled to  relief.  He  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) was  convinced  that  if  the  House 
of  Commons  adopted  the  view  of  his 
hoQ.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dumbar- 
tonshire (Mr.  Orr-Ewing),  there  would, 
whether  the  majority  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  of  one  opinion  or  the  other,  be 
enormous  dissatisfaction  in  Scotland; 
because  of  the  inequality  which  would 
be  created  between  the  treatment  of 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  in  the  matter 
of  medical  relief.  He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  that  those 
Members  who  proposed  to  leave  Scot- 
land out  of  the  Bill  should  bear  the  re- 
sponsibility which  would  be  involved. 

Me.  BOLTON  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  were  quite  prepared  to  bear 
the  responsibility  of  omitting  Scotland 
from  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  given  the 
Committee  some  very  interesting  statis- 
tics ;  but,  unfortunately,  they  bore  very 
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slightly  upon  the  matter.  The  Poor 
Law  of  Scotland  excluded  all  able- 
bodied  men  from  the  pauper  rolL  No 
man  in  Scotland  could  get  upon  the 
Poor  Eoll  unless  he  was  destitute  and 
disabled,  and  being  upon  the  Poor  Boll 
this  Bill  would  not  enfranchise  him.  A 
man  could  only  be  enfranchised  by  the 
Bill  if  he  received  aesistance  from  the 
Parochial  Board  in  the  shape  only  of 
medical  relief;  but  in  Scotland  he  could 
not  receive  medical  relief  until  he  was 
upon  the  Poor  Eoll.  Consequently  for 
the  Bill  to  be  of  effect  there  must  be  a 
change  in  the  Poor  Law  of  Scotlcmd,  and 
he  questioned  whether  even  the  very 
Eadical  Member  for  Glasgow  would  pro- 

E>se  the  assimilation  of  the  Scottish  Poor 
aw  to  that  of  England.  He  (Mr.  Bolton) 
opposed  the  inclusion  of  Scotland ;  first, 
because  if  the  Bill  were  operative  at  all 
it  could  only  be  operative  in  an  objec- 
tionable sense.  It  would  be  an  encou- 
ragement to  the  people  of  Scotland,  who 
now  looked  with  horror  and  contempt 
upon  the  name  of  pauper,  to  accept  that 
name,  and  plead  for  it  the  sanction  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  also  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill,  because  he  felt  it  was 
the  first  step  towards  some  change  in  the 
Poor  Law  of  Scotland,  and  to  that  he 
was  most  decidedly  opposed.  He  had 
still  another  objection  to  the  Bill.  If  it 
would  enfranchise  a  number  of  people 
it  would  also  add  to  the  rates ;  and  cer- 
tainly the  ratepayers  of  Scotland  were 
as  much  entitled  to  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  the  very  few  who,  according  to 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  might  possibly 
come  within  the  purview  of  the  measure. 
For  all  these  reasons  he  cordially  sup- 

Sorted  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Dumbartonshire. 
Mr.  THOMASSON  asked  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  whether,  if  a  man  got  his  leg 
broken  by  accident,  and  was  taken 
while  unconscious,  or  otherwise  against 
his  will,  to  a  place  where  his  injury  would 
be  attended  to  by  a  Poor  Law  officer,  he 
would  lose  his  vote  ?  If  that  were  so  he 
would  vote  in  favour  of  Scotland  being 
included  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  he  thought  the 
question  had  been  debated  on  both  sides 
in  a  rather  broader  way  than  it  fairly 
required.  It  really  lay  in  a  very  email 
compass.    He  was  exceedingly  averse 
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to  any  clause  being  inserted  whioh  would 
exclude  Scotland  from  the  apparent  ad- 
vantages of  this  Bill.  He  quite  agreed 
that  the  Bill  would  affect  a  very  small 
class  in  Scotland ;  but  still  the  Bill  was, 
on  the  face  of  it,  a  beneficent  one.  It 
was  intended  as  a  boon  to  the  humbler 
classes,  and  it  seemed  to  him  there 
would  be  great  misconception  if  that 
boon  were  denied  to  these  poorer 
classes.  It  was  quite  true,  he  repeated, 
that  the  advantages  which  would  flow 
from  this  Bill  would,  in  Scotland,  be 
confined— from  the  peculiar  system  of 
parochial  relief — to  a  very  small  class. 
As  he  understood  the  matter — although 
the  able-bodied  poor  were  not  entitled 
either  to  medical  or  pecuniary  relief 
from  the  funds  raised  by  rates — there 
was  still  a  small  class  at  present  who 
might  be  entitled  to  medical  relief  as 
distinct  from  pecuniary  relief.  That  was 
the  class  of  men  who  had  been  tempo- 
rarily disabled,  and  who  were  entitled 
by  law  to  be  placed  for  the  time  among 
those  who  received  parochial  relief. 
That  class,  although  small,  was  entitled 
to  equal  consideration  with  such  men 
in  England.  It  was  said  that  the  pass- 
ing of  such  a  measure  as  this  would  be 
an  encouragement  and  incentive  to  per- 
sons not  now  receiving  medical  relief  to 
come  on  the  funds  for  that  purpose; 
but  there  was  no  fear  of  that  in  Scot- 
land, because  there  were  two  parties 
who  must  be  consulted  in  such  a  trans- 
action— ^not  merely  those  who  applied 
for  relief,  but  the  Parochial  Board,  who 
administered  relief.  The  Parochial 
Boards  were  not  entitled,  under  the 
stringent  Poor  Law  of  Scotland,  to  give 
such  relief,  except  to  those  who  were 
strictly  entitled  to  it ;  and  for  these  rea- 
sons he  conceived  that  the  passing  of  a 
clause,  which  would  prevent  the  Scotch 
people  receiving  the  benefits  of  such  a 
measure  as  this,  was  a  mistake. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE  said,  he  would 
only  repeat,  in  a  few  sentences,  the 
statement  he  made  the  other  night  of 
what  he  understood  to  be  the  law  of 
Scotland  in  this  matter,  taking  special 
account  of  the  question  put  to  him  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bolton  (Mr.  Thomasson).  In  Scotland 
no  able-bodied  person  was  entitled  to 
parochial  relief;  consequently,  there 
would  be  a  comparatively  limited  ap- 
plication of  the  Bill  in  Scotland  as  com- 
pared with  England,  if  it  became  law,  j 
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as  it  now  stood.  But  still  there  were 
conceivable  cases  which  might  arise,  as 
he  explained  the  other  night,  to  which 
the  Bill  would  apply.  For  example,  it 
would  apply  to  such  a  case  as  this — A 
person,  not  able-bodied,  might  be  in 
such  a  position  that  he  or  she  could  out 
of  his  or  her  own  resources,  or  the  re- 
sources of  friends,  provide  adequate 
food,  clothing,  and  shelter,  and  yet  might 
stop  short  of  being  able  to  provide  medi- 
cal relief  or  assistance.  Undoubtedly, 
in  a  case  of  that  kind,  the  Bill  would 
apply.  Whether  the  cases  were  nume- 
rous or  not  seemed  to  be  a  matter  on 
which  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion. 
He  should  have  thought  they  would  be 
few ;  but  several  hon.  Friends,  with 
whom  he  had  conversed,  thought  they 
would  be  more  numerous  than  those 
who  were  present  in  the  House  the  other 
night  seemed  disposed  to  think.  It  was 
impossible  to  ascertain  the  number  pre- 
cisely ;  but  it  did  appear  to  him  to  be 
an  appreciable,  and,  in  the  opinion 
of  some,  it  was  a  considerable  number. 
In  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bolton,  he 
should  say  that  if  a  man  had  his  leg 
broken,  he  would,  by  that  fact,  become 
no  longer  an  able-bodied  man,  and 
would,  therefore,  fall  within  the  cate- 
gory of  persons  who,  if  they  were  poor 
enough,  were  entitled  to  apply  for  relief. 
That  would  be  a  particular  instance  of 
the  class — a  somewhat  limited  class — to 
whioh  he  had  already  referred.  What. 
Was  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Webster)  with  regard  to  some 
other  points  of  law  was  quite  correct. 
He  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  thought  he  had 
stated  sufficient  of  what  the  law  of  Soot- 
land  was  on  the  point  to  enable  hon. 
Members  to  form  a  judgment.  The  re- 
maining question  was  whether  there 
might  not  possibly  be  a  larger  number 
of  persons  affected  by  the  Bill  than 
many  hon.  Members  were  disposed  to 
think ;  and  if  the  number  was  found  to 
be  considerable,  it  would  undoubtedly 
be  a  serious  step  to  make  the  law  diffe- 
rent as  between  the  two  countries.  The 
prevailing  feeling  the  other  night  was 
that  the  BiU  —  and  he  confessed  that 
was  rather  his  own  view — would  hardly 
have  any  application  in  Scotland;  but 
that  appeared  now  to  be  rather  doubt- 
ful. 

Me.    OEE-EWING   said,   he  was 
afraid  that,  although  his  right  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  the  late  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  was  well  conversant 
with  the  law  of  Scotland,  he  was  not  well 
acquainted  with  the  practice  of  Paro- 
chial Boards.  The  medical  officer  re- 
ceived the  names  of  the  paupers  from 
the  Inspector  of  the  Poor,  and  then  he 
was  obliged  to  attend  to  them,  and  then 
only.  As  to  the  case  which  was  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  and 
repeated  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour),  if  a 
man  was  obliged  to  send  for  the  medical 
officer,  he  would  not  then  be  an  able- 
bodied  man,  and  would  come  on  the 
Parochial  Board,  and  would  be  disfran- 
chised. He  had  some  experience  in  the 
management  of  Parochial  Boards;  he 
employed  a  vast  number  of  men ;  he  had 
been  Chairman  of  two  Parochial  Boards 
for  many  years,  and  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  such  a  thing  as  a  man,  not 
actually  a  pauper,  losing  his  right  to 
vote  in  consequence  of  receiving  medical 
relief,  never  happened  in  Scotktnd,  and 
could  not  happen. 

Me.  BRYCE  said,  he  understood  that 
when  this  subject  was  last  under  con- 
sideration the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  promised  to 
ascertain  the  opinions  of  all  the  Scotch 
Members  upon  it.  Had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  objection  to  say  what 
the  result  of  his  inquiries  was,  and  what 
course  the  Government  would  have  re- 
commended but  for  the  resolution  they 
had  just  come  to  not  to  make  themselves 
further  responsible  for  the  progress  of 
the  Bill? 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  very  much  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
shire (Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  had  said ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
quite  right  in  his  interpretation  of  the 
Poor  Law  of  Scotland.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  parochial  doctor  received 
a  list  of  patients  whom  he  was  expected 
to  attend;  but  it  was  provided  by  the 
Board  of  Supervision  that  in  a  case  of 
necessity  the  doctor  was  bound  to  at- 
tend a  patient  on  receiving  a  notice  from 
any  member  of  the  Parochial  Board. 
The  individual  so  attended  would  be 
disqualified  from  exercising  the  fran- 
chise unless  he  were  protected  by  the 
this  Bill.  The  Committee  would  do 
well  to  accept  the  late  Lord  Advocate's  [ 

Mr,  Orr-Ewing 


(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour's)  interpretation  of 
the  law  —  namely,  that  if  the  paro- 
chial doctor  attended  a  patient  who 
happened  for  the  time  not  to  be  able- 
bodied  the  patient  would  be  disfran- 
chised. If  there  were  very  few  who 
would  be  affected  by  the  Bill,  that  was 
a  very  great  reason  why  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  as  it  now  stood. 
What  was  the  use  of  making  the  law 
in  Scotland  different  from  that  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  ?  It  was  very  desir- 
able to  have  uniformiiy  in  this  matta. 
In  this  matter  there  was  very  consider- 
able difference  between  the  positions  of 
the  Scotch  towns  and  counties.  In  the 
towns,  the  Town  Councils,  as  the  Local 
Authoriiy,  had  to  deal  with  infections 
diseases,  and  a  man  in  a  town  would 
not  be  disqualified  if  he  received  relief 
from  the  Town  Council,  because  he  was 
suffering  from  an  infectious  disease. 
But  he  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  had  very 
strong  reason  to  believe  that  in  counties 
outside  towns  the  case  was  different.  In 
counties  the  Local  Authority  charged 
with  the  duty  pf  dealing  with  infections 
diseases  was  the  Parochial  Board*  I^ 
therefore,  a  man  in  a  county  was 
striken  down  by  an  infectious  disease 
and  received  temporary  assistance  from 
the  Parochial  Board  out  of  parochial 
funds  he  would  be  disqualified  from 
voting.  He  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  con- 
sidered that  the  attempt  to  show  cause 
why  Scotland  should  be  exempted  from 
the  Bill  had  entirely  failed.  There  was 
no  substantial  difference  between  the 
laws  of  the  two  countries  in  this  respect 
because  the  law  of  Scotland  prohibited 
relief  to  any  able-bodied  man,  yet  the 
circumstances  of  medical  relief  pre-snp- 
posed  a  temporary  disability.  He  would 
not  enter  into  the  arguments  about  the 
general  evil  effects  which  would  aoorue 
to  Scotland  if  it  were  included  in  the 
Bill.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr. 
Bolton)  that  the  people  of  Scotland  were 
extremely  anxious  to  pay  their  way.  It 
was  because  of  that  general  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  people  that  he  thought 
there  was  less  reason  for  disqualifying 
the  few  persons  who  might  be  under  the 
necessity  of  accepting  medical  relief. 
He  failed  to  see  that  any  valid  reasons 
had  been  given  why  the  Bill  should  not 
apply  to  Scotland  as  well  as  to  England. 
Me.  ASHEE  said,  he  desired  to  state 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  intended  to 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


1669 


Medical  Belief  {  July  23,1 885 }     Disqualification^  ^c.  Bill.     1 670 


vote  against;  tbe  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  tlie  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
shire. In  the  first  place,  the  House,  by 
a  very  large  majority,  had  approved  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  he  was  not  satisfied  that  if 
the  Amendment  was  carried  it  would 
not  haye  the  effect  of  disqualifying  a 
considerable  number  of  electors  in  Scot- 
land. An  impression  appeared  to  pre- 
vail on  the  part  of  some  hon.  Members 
that  there  was  something  connected  with 
the  Poor  Law  of  Scotland  which  made 
it  impossible  that  this  Bill  could  have 
any  effect  in  Scotland.  It  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  that  there  was  anything 
connected  with  the  Poor  Law  of  Scot- 
land which  should  prevent  the  occur- 
rence of  a  considerable  number  of  cases 
to  which  this  Bill  could  apply.  It  was 
true  that,  by  the  Poor  Law  uf  Scotland, 
no  able-bodied  person  was  entitled  to 
parochial  relief ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  person  might  be  temporarily  disabled 
by  accident  or  disease  or  delicate  health, 
and  when  in  that  condition,  though  able 
from  his  own  resources  to  maintain  him- 
self and  family,  he  might  yet  not  be  able 
to  procure  medical  attendance  or  medi- 
cine for  himself  or  some  of  his  young 
children  resident  with  him  and  dependent 
upon  him.  It  would  be  competent  for 
a  man  in  that  position  to  go  to  the  In- 
spector of  Poor  and  explain  his  diffi- 
culty, and  having  satisfied  the  Inspector 
that  he  was  unable  to  supply  himself  or 
family  with  medical  attendance  and 
medicine,  he  thought  he  woidd  be  en- 
titled by  the  law  of  Scotland  to  receive 
assistance.  It  was  quite  true  that  in 
consequence  of  receiving  that  assistance 
he  would  become  a  pauper,  and  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  Inspector  to  put  his 
name  on  the  EoU ;  buthe  would  only  be  a 
pauper  in  respect  of  receiving  that  medical 
relief  or  assistance  either  for  himself  or  for 
a  member  of  his  family.  As  soon  as  he 
recovered  he  might  be  able  to  resume 
his  duties,  and  to  dispense  with  all  fur- 
ther medical  relief ;  and  yet,  in  such  a 
case,  if  this  Bill  did  not  apply  to  Scot- 
land, he  would  be  disqualified  from 
voting.  Then  it  was  said  that  the  Bill 
would  only  apply  to  a  limited  number, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  benefit  of  ex- 
tending it  to  Scotland  would  be  com- 
paratively small ;  while  there  would 
be  an  attendant  evil  of  a  much  greater 
magnitude.  It  seemed  to  be  supposed 
that  the  extension  of  the  Bill  to  Scot- 


land would  have  the  effect  of  increas- 
ing the  class  of  persons  whom  he  had 
described  as  entitled  to  temporary  medi* 
cal  relief  of  the  kind  he  had  men- 
tioned. He  had  a  much  higher  opinion 
of  that  class  than  to  suppose  that  the 
mere  extension  of  the  Bill  to  Scotland 
would  produce  any  general  feeling  of 
that  kind  among  the  working  classes 
throughout  Scotland.  But  the  matter 
did  not  stop  there.  Suppose  a  tendency 
to  apply  were  thereby  created,  that  did 
not  mean  that  the  right  to  receive  relief 
thereby  arose.  Even  if  it  led  to  appli- 
cations being  made  to  the  Inspector  of 
the  Poor  it  would  be  the  duty  of  that 
officer  to  investigate  the  circumstances 
of  each  case,  and  satisfy  himself  that  the 
person  applying  for  medical  relief  was 
entitled  to  receive  it.  He  (Mr.  Asher) 
was  unable  to  appreciate  the  attendant 
or  incidental  evil  which  was  said  to  be 
connected  with  the  extension  of  the  Bill 
to  Scotland.  Therefore,  on  the  ground 
that  he  approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  he  was  was  not  satisfied 
that  the  exclusion  of  Scotland  would  not 
have  a  disfranchising  effect,  his  intention 
was  to  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Sib  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
in  Scotland,  when  a  working  man  got 
into  difficulties  through  illness,  he  ap- 
plied to  his  own  doctor,  and  not  the 
relieving  officer,  therefore  the  case  cited 
by  the  hop.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  had  no 
bearing  on  the  case.  The  man  would  be 
disqualified  not  on  account  of  receiving 
medical  relief,  but  through  coming  on 
the  Poor  EoU.  He  (Sir  Edward  Cole- 
brooke)  had  some  experience  of  the 
practical  working  of  the  Poor  Law  in  the 
agricidtural  districts  of  Scotland ;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  the  Bill  would  be  practi- 
cally inoperative  in  Scotland,  and,  under 
these  circumstances,  ought  not  to  apply 
to  Scotland.  Until  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  and  Mr. 
Asher)  below  him  could  give  something 
more  than  mere  hypothetical  cases,  he 
should  hold  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  ap- 
ply to  Scotland.  There  were,  of  course, 
cases  of  epidemic,  but  the  sufferers  were 
not  put  on  the  Eoll,  and,  consequently, 
would  not  be  disqualified  under  the 
existing  law.  The  desire  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourelr  in  Scotland  was  not  to 
Sauperize  himself  or  his  family,  and  that 
esire  was  a  very  commendable  one.  It 
was  because  he  wished  to  support  the 
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labourer  in  this  desire  to  maintain  his 
independence  that  he  (Sir  Edward  Cole- 
brooke)  intended  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing). 
He  had  opposed  the  Bill  throughout,  not 
-with  reference  to  Scotland  only,  but  from 
his  experience  in  England  as  a  Guar- 
dian of  the  Poor  in  the  Metropolis ;  he 
had  been  struck  by  the  gross  abuses 
which  attended  relief  of  any  kind.  He 
wished  that  in  his  country  there  should 
be  no  temptation  whatever  to  the  people 
to  apply  for  relief.  No  matter  what 
threat  might  be  held  out  to  him,  he  was 
not  afraid  to  walk  though  the  Lobby  and 
have  his  name  paraded  before  the  coun- 
try as  one  of  those  who  wished  to  ex- 
clude Scotland  from  the  operation  of  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 
and  Mr.  Asher)  had  spoken  as  if  Scot- 
land would  be  placed  in  an  invidious 
position  if  this  Amendment  were  carried. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  Scotland,  instead 
of  being  placed  in  an  invidious  position, 
would  be  placed  in  a  very  creditable 
position,  because  it  would  be  recorded 
on  the  Statute  Book  that  there  was  in 
Scotland  some  respect  paid  to  what  was 
called  the  free  and  independent  electors. 
It  was  because  he  wished  to  preserve  the 
good  quality  and  the  independent  spirit 
of  the  electors  that  he  supported  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Orr- 
Ewing).  Like  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  spoken  (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke) 
he  had  opposed  this  Bill  throughout, 
because  he  greatly  regretted  to  see  the 
want  of  respect  paid  in  the  House  to  the 
independent  character  of  the  electors. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  said  that  the  other  night 
— ^he  (Mr.  A.  Elliot)  was  not  able  to  be 
present  on  that  occasion — there  were  few 
Itadical  Members  from  Scotland  present. 
He  did  not  know  how  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man classified  the  Members;  but  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Hender- 
son) was  generally  supposed  to  be  as 
thorough-going  a  Liberal  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
and  he  understood  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber got  up  and  indignantly  repudiated 
the  idea  of  extending  these  pauperizing 
provisions  to  Scotland.  He  (Mr.  A. 
Elliot)  very  much  regretted  that  the 
question  had  come  on  for  decision  now, 

Sir  Edward  Colehroohe 


when  the  House  was  empty,  and  when 
many  Scottish  Members  had  gone  away. 
It  was  not  apprehended  that  anything 
of  this  sort  would  occur,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Henderson) 
was  not  present ;  no  doubt  he  would 
have  made  it  convenient  to  be  here  had 
he  known  that  the  matter  would  be 
again  considered.  He  (Mr.  A.  Elliot) 
would  repeat  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Bryce)  to  the  Government  as  to 
what  the  result  of  the  inquiries  among 
Scottish  Members  had  been,  which  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
promised  to  make.  It  had  been  pointed 
out  by  the  late  Lord  Advocate  that 
persons  here  and  there  might  be  ex^ 
eluded  from  the  franchise ;  but  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
almost  went  out  of  his  way  to  avoid  de- 
claring that  he  had  known  of  such 
cases  occurring  previously.  Were  they, 
for  the  sake  of  a  few  possible  cases,  to 
give  up  that  on  which  the  Scottish 
electors  and  the  Scottish  Members  prided 
themselves  —  the  independence  of  the 
electors  ?  They  wanted  the  voters  to  be 
perfectly  free  and  independent,  as  they 
had  hitherto  been ;  and  he  implored  the 
House  not  to  do  anything  which  would 
detract  &om  the  high  character  of  the 
Scottish  electorate. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  hoped  they  would  now  decide  the 
issue  of  this  question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eoxburghshire  (Mr.  A.  Elliot) 
had  spoken  vehemently  against  Scotland 
being  included  in  the  BUI.  He  could 
not  forget  that  that  hon.  Member  was 
as  equally  vehemently  opposed  to  the 
general  principle  of  the  Bill.  There 
were  some  Scottish  Members  who 
thought  that  this  Bill  would  have  no 
application  to  Scotland  as  it  stood.  It 
was  quite  plain  it  could  have  no  evil 
efiPect,  except  the  suggestion  that  it 
might  alter  the  sentiment  of  Scotland 
on  the  subject  of  pauperism.  That  he 
did  not  think  was  a  solid  ground  to  go 
upon.  On  the  other  hand,  there  were 
many  Scottish  Members  who  thought 
that  there  would  be  a  oonsider^le 
number  of  cases  coming  within  the  Bill. 
If  there  were  only  20  persons  in  Scot- 
land who  would  be  affected  by  the  Bill 
he  did  not  see  why  they  should  be  dis- 
franchised. The  application  of  the  Bill 
to  Scotland  could  do  no  harm.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   the  bto 
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liOrd  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  con- 
sidered it  was  quite  possible  there  might 
be  cases  which  the  Bill  would  reach. 
As  it  might  be  an  injustice  to  a  certain 
number  of  Scotchmen  if  Scotland  were 
excluded  from  the  Bill,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  125; 
Noes  30 :  Majority  95.— (Div.  List, 
No.  242.) 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Consider- 
ing the  extreme  urgency  of  the  measure, 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill  be  now  taken. 

Mb.  WAETON:  No. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Is  it  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  to  take  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill  now?  [_Crie9  of  **No,  no!'' 
tfnrf^Yes!"]  The  third  reading  of  the 
Bill  can  only  oe  taken  with  the  general 
consent  of  the  House. 

Me.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Would  it 
be  in  Order  to  ask  for  a  division  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  No ;  I  ruled  that. 
In  fact,  the  third  reading  can  only  be 
taken  by  the  general  concurrence  of  the 
House,  and  that  has  not  been  obtained. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  In  view  of  the 
present  crisis 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.  There  is  no  Question  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion now  before  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
day,  I  understand,  has  not  been  fixed 
yet  for  taking  the  third  reading ;  and, 
as  I  understand  it,  you  have  asked 
for  the  day   to   be  named.      \_Crie»  of 


or  the  day   to   be  nan 
'Order!"] 
Mr.  speaker  :  If 


the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  name  a  day,  an  opportunity  will 
then  be  afford  ed  for  discussion. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  third  reading  be  taken  to- 
morrow. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time 
To-morrow." — {Mr,  Jene  Collinge,) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 
whether,  in  view  of  the  Government 
having  ceased  to  take  any  responsibility 
for  the  BiU,  they  would  afford  facilities 
for  its  being  proceeded  with  ?  The  (Jo- 
yernment  were  in  possession  of  the  time 


of  the  House,  and  could  use  great  in- 
fluence in  preventing  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill.  He  should  like  to 
know  what  course  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  pursue,  and 
whether  they  would  place  the  Bill  in 
such  a  position  on  the  Paper  as  would 
enable  the  House  to  pronounce  an  early 
opinion  upon  it  ? 

The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfotjr)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  be  under  a  mistake. 
The  Government  had  no  control  under 
the  arrangement  of  the  Orders  for  to- 
morrow, which  was  Friday,  and  was, 
therefore,  in  possession  of  private  Mem- 
bers. If  the  Bill  was  put  down  for  to- 
morrow, it  would  take  its  ordinary  posi- 
tion. There  oould  be  no  need  for  fur- 
ther discussion  on  the  third  reading. 
The  subject  had  been  fully  debated ;  it 
was  not  a  Bill  for  which  special  facilities 
were  required. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  it  would  be  extremely  inconvenient 
for  hon.  Members  who  desired  to  sup- 
port this  Bill  if  it  were  brought  up  at  a 
very  late  hour. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  that  the  posses- 
sion of  the  time  of  the  House  by  the 
Government  did  not  apply  to  Friday ; 
and  if  they  would  not  accede  to  the 
wishes  of  the  majority  and  eive  facilities 
for  the  third  reading  of  this  BiU,  he 
and  several  of  his  Friends  would  put 
down  a  number  of  Motions  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  on  Friday. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  was,  unfortunately,  out  of  the 
House  when  this  question  arose,  and  I 
do  not  know  the  exact  position  of  affairs ; 
but  I  understand  that  a  request  has  been 
made  that  we  should  place  this  Bill  be- 
fore the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  for  to- 
morrow evening.  I  do  not  quite  see  the 
object  of  that.  The  Bill  can  come  on  at 
any  hour  of  the  evening ;  it  cannot  be 
blocked ;  it  has  been  discussed  oyer  and 
over  again,  and  I  cannot  imagine  any 
necessity  for  any  lengthened  debate. 
We  cannot  put  it  before  Supply,  be- 
cause that  would  be  contrary  to  the 
Orders  of  the  House.  The  Bill,  how- 
ever, can  be  moved  by  any  hon.  Member 
of  the  House,  and  the  House  can  deal 
with  it. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  asked  if  the  House 
was  to  understand  that  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  third  read- 
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ing  of  the  Bill,  and  that  it  might  conse- 
quentlj  be  taken  at  any  hour  of  the  eyen- 
ing? 

Me.  BRODRIOK  said,  that  the  House 
had  taken  a  very  unusual  course  in  taking 
up  a  Bill  after  it  had  been  abandoned 
by  the  Qovemment ;  and  the  least  hon. 
Members  opposite  could  do  was  to  give 
the  Government  time  to  consider  the 
matter.  He  was  prepared  to  move  that 
the  third  reading  be  taken  on  Monday. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  asked  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  recognized 
this  as  a  Ministerial  crisis?  Was  it 
their  intention  to  pursue  the  course 
adopted  a  few  weeks  ago  under  similar 
circumstances — namely,  to  go  through 
the  Orders  of  the  Day,  and  then  ad- 
journ ? 

Me.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he 
thought  the  question  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Causton)  was  a  very  reasonable 
one,  and  required  an  answer.  "What 
they  wished  to  know  was,  what  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  was  at  the  pre- 
sent time  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  The 
Government  had  said  that  they  ceased 
to  have  any  responsibility  with  regard 
to  it.  Did  that  mean  that  they  would 
not  offer  any  active  opposition  to  the 
third  reading  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Lord  Rakdolph  Ohuechill)  : 
It  is  very  unusual  to  ask  the  Government 
on  oiie  day  to  state  a  course  which  they 
may  be  inclined  to  take  on  another  day. 
I  imagine  that  no  one  would  have  re- 
sisted an  inquiry  of  such  a  kind  more 
strenuously  than  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site when  they  occupied  these  Benches. 
The  matter  stands  thus.  The  Govern- 
ment having  ceased  to  take  responsibility 
for  this  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich has  very  properly  taken  it  up. 
The  Bill  will  take  its  place  in  the  other 
Orders  for  to-morrow.  There  are  al- 
ready nine  Orders  of  the  Day  down, 
and  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  move  that  it  come  before 
them.  It  will  stand  as  the  tenth,  and 
will  come  on  in  the  ordinary  course; 
and  no  doubt  hon.  Members  who  take 
such  an  interest  in  the  Bill  will  find  no 
inconvenience  in  attending  in  order  to 
move  the  third  reading. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer— he  would  not  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
for  no  one  expected  him  to  know  to-day 
what  course  he  would  take  to-morrow — 
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if,  when  the  Bill  did  come  on  for  third 
reading,  the  Government  intended  to 
support,  oppose,  or  remain  neutral  with 
regard  to  it  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  must  put  it  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber whether  this  is  a  fair  question. 
Alterations  have  been  made  in  the  Bill 
which  we  conceive  to  be  of  great  im- 
portance, and  I  have  been  utterly  unable 
to  consult  my  Colleagues  with  regard  to 
it.  It  may  be  our  duty  to  take  one 
course  or  another ;  but  all  I  can  say  at 
present  is  that  we  cannot  assume  the  re- 
sponsibility towards  the  Bill  that  we 
have  hitherto  done. 

SiE  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther, if  the  House  agreed  to  the  Bill 
being  taken  on  Monday,  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  would  let  it  be  put  down  as  the 
first  Order  for  that  day?  It  waa  of 
great  urgency.  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  answered  himself.  If  it  was  of 
such  urgency,  it  should  be  taken  to- 
morrow. He  could  not  accede  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  request. 

Ma.  HENEAGE  said,  the  proper 
course  to  take  was  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  in  order  to  give  the 
Government  time  to  make  up  its  mind, 
which  he  would  therefore  do.  He  took 
this  course  in  no  Party  spirit,  for  he 
had  agitated  this  question  against  both 
the  late  and  the  present  Governments. 
It  was  not  only  a  question  as  to  when 
the  third  reading  would  be  taken,  but 
what  would  become  of  the  measure  when 
it  ffot  to  "another  place."  Was  the 
BiU  to  be  rejected  there?  He  would 
remind  the  Government  that  they  were 
allowed  the  time  of  the  House]  upon 
their  promise  to  take  up  certain  Bills, 
and  this  was  one  of  them.  He  desired 
to  know  if  the  Government  felt  bound 
to  go  on  with  the  measure  and  see  it 
passed  into  law  or  not  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Heneage,) 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  said,  the 
hon.  Member,  who  was  so  very  anxious 
for  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  had  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  which, 
if  carried,  would  result  in  no  day  being 
fixed.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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was  willing  for  the  third  reading  to  be 
put  down  for  to-morrow;  and  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  so  anxious  for 
the  Bill,  why  on  earth  did  they  not  take 
that  course?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Grimsby  had  asked  the  Government  to 
say  what  the  House  of  Lords  would  do 
with  the  Bill.  Well,  he  would  say,  let 
this  House  deal  with  the  measure  in  its 
wisdom  to-morrow  or  any  day  it  fixed, 
and  when  it  went  to  the  House  of  Lords 
that  House  would,  no  doubt,  in  its  wis- 
dom also  deal  with  it.  But  he  had  no 
right  whatever  to  say  what  course  the 
House  of  Lords  would  take  with  regard 
to  the  Bill.  8o  far  as  this  House  was 
concerned,  let  it  be  put  down  for  to- 
morrow. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  did  not  think  that  either  the  tone  or 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  calculated  to  facilitate  the  pro- 
gress of  Business.  The  inquiry  made 
of  the  Government  was  a  very  fair  in- 
quiry. It  was  true  they  had  declined 
responsibility  for  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  a 
Bill  the  importance  and  urgency  of  which 
they  had  admitted.  True,  it  had  been 
altered  in  a  particular  from  which  they 
differed,  but  a  particular  which  the 
country  would  regard  as  not  a  very 
vital  particular.  The  question  which 
was  now  put  to  them  was  this — "  What 
course  are  you  going  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  Bill?"  That  question  could  not 
be  disposed  of  by  the  defiant  manner 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  by  his 
saying — "  Put  it  down  for  what  day  you 
will."  Why  could  not  the  Government 
make  up  their  minds  what  they  were 
going  to  do  with  reference  to  this  Bill  ? 
Why  could  they  not  say  that,  although 
they  did  not  support  it  in  its  present 
shape,  at  the  same  time  they  could  not 
go  the  length  of  endeavouring  to  de- 
stroy the  BiU  here  or  "elsewhere?"  That 
woidd  be  a  reasonable  and  satisfactory 
statement.  Let  the  Government  say 
whether,  on  account  of  the  alterations 
made,  they  were  going  to  try  to  defeat 
the  Bill,  either  directly  or  indirectly. 
The  inquiry  made  was  not  an  unfair 
one.  The  Motion  to  adjourn  was  made 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  an 
answer  to  that  question.  It  was  not 
correct  that  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
if  carried,  would  defeat  the  Bill,  because 
in  that  case  it  would  be  put  down  for 
Monday.  The  question  was  really  one 
of  the  convenience  of  Members.    They 


wished  to  avoid  the  inconvenience  that 
would  attend  uncertainty  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Bill,  and  they  wished  to  avoid 
being  kept  at  the  House  until  2  or  3 
o'clock  in  the  morning  if  there  were  no 
necessity.  The  Leader  of  the  House 
would  not  desire  to  put  Members  to  any 
unnecessary  inconvenience.  Let  him 
make  a  statement  which  would  allow 
Members  on  both  sides  to  know  whether 
there  was  to  be  a  Party  division.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  give  some  information. 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  he  gladly  recognized 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  sup- 
ported the  Motion  to  adjourn  with  the 
simple  object  of  obtaining  information ; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Motion 
had  been  made  to  prevent  any  further 
progress  with  Business  this  evening. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  could  assure 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  had  moved  the  adjournment  solely  to 
obtain  some  information  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  He  was  very  glad  that  the  hon. 
Member  denied  that  imputation.  The 
request  that  was  made  of  the  Govern- 
ment appeared  to  be  unreasonable.  They 
were  asked  to  state  what  were  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Gt)vemment  with  regard 
to  this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  know  that  he  could  not  speak  on 
behalf  of  his  Colleagues  without  having 
had  the  opportunity  of  consulting  them. 
If  this  were  an  important  matter,  the 
more  necessary  was  it  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  should  consult 
before  they  stated  what  course  they 
should  pursue.  He  was  afraid  he  could 
not  say  more  than  that.  He  would  con- 
sult his  Colleagues  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment;  and  he  should  be  pre- 
pared at  half-past  4  o'clock  on  Friday 
to  state  what  course  the  Government 
would  take  with  regard  to  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  FINCH-HATTON  said,  he  hoped 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill  would  be 
resumed  at  the  earliest  practicable  mo- 
ment. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  been 
amused  by  the  by-play  which  had  taken 
place.  The  Government  could  not  give 
any  facilities  on  Friday ;  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  House  to  do  so.    The 

hon.  Member  for  Grimsby  had  a  Party 

> 
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purpose  in  view.  Did  he  wish  to  T>ut 
the  Bill  down  for  Monday  so  as  to  enable 
the  rank  and  file  of  the  gpreat  Liberal 
Party  to  pay  their  last  tribute  to  the 
nobleman  who  brought  about  the  down- 
fall of  the  Government? 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

•Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow, 

CUSTOMS   AND    INLAND    RBVBNTJE 

(No.   2)   BILL.— [Bill  223.] 

(Sir  Arthur  Otway^  Mr,  Chanetllor  of  th$  Exeh$- 

gu4r,  Sir  Henry  Holland.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

LANDS  HELD  IN  MORTMAIN. 
EESOLTTTIOK. 

Mb.  AETHUR  ARNOLD,  in  rising 
to  move  the  following  Amendment : — 

**  That  the  proposed  exemption  of  landi  held 
in  mortmain  from  the  charge  to  be  imposed  on 
corporate  property  in  lien  of  Death  Duties  is 
inexpedient  and  uiyust/' 

said,  this  had  been  a  most  unfortunate 
Budget,  and  the  proposal  he  attacked 
had  now  no  legitimate  parents.  Neither 
Party  was  under  any  obligation  to  sup- 
port this  part  of  the  Bill,  and  from  what 
had  occurred  he  was  inclined  to  doubt 
whether  the  Budget  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers) 
had  at  any  time  the  highest  sanction  of 
official  authority  other  than  his  own. 
He  could  not  suppose  that  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  who  had  lately  declared  that 
indirect  taxation  still  bore  an  unduly 
large  proportion  to  the  taxes  on  property, 
had  any  part  in  suggesting  the  proposal 
of  the  Budget ;  and  he  gathered  from 
what  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer said  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  that  his  proposals  had  not  the  con- 
currence of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue. 
That  the  late  Prime  Minister  desired  the 
exemptions  referred  to  in  the  Amend* 
ment  seemed  impossible,  and  he  should 
rejoice  if  his  action  were  successful 
in  getting  rid  of  the  part  of  the  Bill 
relating  to  corporate  property,  which 
was  not  worth  having  at  the  price  of 
these  exemptions.  The  exemptions 
granted  by  the  Income  Tax  Act,  so  far 

Mr.  Callan 


as  land  was  concerned,  were  nearly  iden- 
tical with  the  exemptions  proposed  in 
Clause  10  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  He  had  not  to  deal  witii  the  ques- 
tion of  Income  and  Property  Tax.  But 
the  exemption  was  as  real  as  it  was  un- 
reasonable. It  co-operated  powerfully 
with  the  exemption  ^m  Death  Duties, 
or  charge  in  lieu  of  those  duties,  which 
was  the  subject  of  the  Amendment,  in 
holding  land  in  mortmain,  and  all  these 
exemptions  formed  a  grant  or  bounty 
upon  retaining  land  in  that  condition. 
He  objected  to  the  exemption  on  fiscal 
grounds,  but  especially  he  objected  to  it 
on  economic  grounds,  because  it  was  a 
premium  upon  holding  and  upon  placing 
land  in  a  state  the  most  opposed  to 
freedom.  The  exemption  for  propertf 
held  for  religious,  e^lucational,  ohari- 
table,  or  any  public  objects  was  not  the 
question  he  was  now  raising,  ^e  was 
not  proposing  a  tax  upon  the  property  of 
religious  and  educational  Corporations. 
He  was  dealing  with  the  Land  Question, 
and  was  objecting  to  a  new  encourage- 
ment being  given  by  law  to  the  holdmg 
of  land  in  mortmain.  Indeed,  as  he 
should  show,  these  absentee  Corporations 
would  be  richer,  not  poorer,  if  he  could 
have  his  way,  because  their  incomes 
would  be  enlargedby  conversion  of  their 
estates  from  real  property  into  personal 
property.  Therefore,  let  no  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suppose  that  the  matter  before 
the  House  was  the  taxation  of  charities. 
The  question  upon  which  he  asked  the 
House  to  vote  was  this — Ought  the  State 
to  encourage,  by  such  legislation  as  was 
now  proposed  in  these  exemptions,  the 
holding  of  land  by  absentee  and  imper- 
sonal ownership?  On  many  occasions 
he  had  endeavoured  to  call  the  attention 
of  Parliament  to  that  which  was  the 
most  prominent  and  peculiar  feature 
of  land-holding  in  this  country — the  ab- 
sence of  responsible  and  unlimited  pro- 
prietorship. In  1882,  with  much  en- 
couragement from  the  late  Prime  Minis- 
ter, who  said,  '*I  am  averse  to  this 
method  of  holding  land,"  he  was  per- 
mitted to  deal  in  that  House  with  the 
land-holding  operations  of  the  greatest 
and  richest  Corporation — namely,  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  and  the  sug- 
gestion which  he  tendered  was  that  such 
Corporations  should  be  restrained  from 
traffic  in  real  property.  In  1883  he 
dealt  briefly  with  the  landed  interests 
of  that  Corporation,  which  was  the  most 
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illastrious  in  dignity,  but  second  in  the 
extent  of  its  possessions — the  Crown, 
whose  revenue-produoing  and  saleable 
lands  were  placed  in  the  charge  of  an 
inferior  Corporation  not  directly  repre- 
sented in  that  House — a  Department 
which,  with  advantage  to  public  economy 
and  to  the  public  service,  he  contended 
might  and  should  be  speedily  abolished. 
He  alluded  to  the  Office  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests.  The 
Motion  which  he  made  that  evening  fol- 
lowed strictly  in  the  same  line  of  policy ; 
but  while  the  attacks  which  he  had  ad- 
vanced against  the  comparatively  irre- 
sponsible holding  of  land  by  limited 
owners  and  by  Corporations  had  been  of 
necessity  more  or  less  abstract  and  in- 
direct, he  had  now  the  satisfaction  of 
asking  the  House  that  evening  to  strike 
a  powerful  and  direct  blow  against  the 
banefpl  system  of  the  impersonal  owner- 
ship of  land.  In  the  case  to  which  he 
invited  the  attention  of  the  House,  that 
system  was  sustained  by  a  particd,  a 
most  UDJust,  and  most  inexpedient  ex- 
emption from  taxation.  He  believed 
the  holding  of  land  by  Corporations  be- 
yond that  which  was  necessary  for  their 
operations  in  works  of  public  utility 
and  sanitary  improvement  to  be  an  evil. 
It  led  in  the  case  of  the  two  Corpora- 
tions he  had  mentioned  to  very  consider- 
able waste  of  national  resources ;  it  was 
opposed  to  the  public  interests  in  the  soil, 
and  it  established  a  proprietorship  which 
was  generally  hostile  to  agricultural  im- 
provement. It  was  not  reasonable  to 
expect  that  under  the  most  favourable 
conditions  the  soil  of  any  country  would 
or  could  be  owned  entirely  by  those  who 
were  its  beneficial  occupiers.  But  he 
asserted  that  the  interests  of  all  classes, 
and  therefore  of  the  commonwealth,  lay 
in  that  direction;  and  he  appealed  to 
Parliament  to  remove  every  shred  of 
law  and  every  tissue  of  exemption  which 
tended  to  uphold  and  to  maintain  owner- 
ship apart  from  occupation.  In  the 
larger  oases,  Corporations  were  absentee 
landlords,  and  he  thought  without  ex- 
ception they  were  bad  neighbours. 
There  were  parts  of  that  House  in  which 
the  feeling  against  absentee  landlords 
was  very  strong.  To  no  Leader  of  the 
Tory  Party  had  greater  personal  attach- 
ment been  felt  than  to  Lord  George 
Bentinck,  who  proposed  that  a  special 
poor  rate  should  be  levied  in  Ireland 
upon  landlords  of  that  class.    But  the 


matter,  to  which  he  would  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  that  night,  was  one 
of  the  exemption  of  absentee  landlords 
from  taxation  to  which  resident  land- 
lords were  subject.  He  could  not  sup- 
pose that  any  hon.  Member  would  con- 
tend that  an  absentee  landlord  should 
be  exempt  from  taxation  which  a  resi* 
dent  landlord  had  to  pay.  A  resident 
landlord  had  many  obligations  from 
which  a  Corporation  or  any  other  ab- 
sentee was  exempt.  He  had  to  sustain 
the  duties  of  constant  hospitality,  the 
duties  of  charity,  the  duties  of  liberal 
and  enlightened  example ;  he  had  often 
to  bear  without  a  murmur  the  exactions 
of  the  village  tradesmen.  He  had  to 
meet  the  importunity  of  the  clergyman, 
for,  unlike  a  Corporation,  he  had  a  heart 
to  feel  for  the  poor,  and  he  believed  he 
had  a  soul  to  be  saved.  He  could  hardly 
imagine  a  more  scandalous  fiscal  wrong 
than  that  such  Corporations  should  be 
exempt  from  taxation  to  which  resident 
landlords  were  liable.  He  was  by  no 
means  content  with  the  incidence  of  the 
Succession  Duty  as  it  afi'ected  land- 
owners generally ;  but  he  did  not  enter 
upon  that  wider  subject  that  night, 
partly  because  he  looked  upon  the  full 
and  efi'ective  reform  of  the  Succession 
Tax  as  a  matter  which  must  follow,  and 
which  could  not  precede,  the  reform  of 
the  general  Land  Laws  of  the  country. 
The  reason  why  they  could  not  deal  now 
completely  with  that  greater  part  of  the 
subject  was  the  same  reason  which  existed 
32  years  ago,  when  in  his  first  Budget 
speech  the  late  Prime  Minister  put  tiie 
matter  tersely  in  this  way — **As  a 
matter  of  fact,  under  the  social  arrange- 
ments of  this  country,  our  great  estates 
are  settled  estates."  It  seemed  to  him 
that  as  long  as  the  greater  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  remained  in  settle- 
ment, the  injustice  of  the  21st  section 
of  the  Succession  Duty  Act,  1853,  pro- 
viding that — 

*•  The  interert  of  every  successor,  except  as 
herein  provided,  in  real  property  shall  be  con- 
sidered to  he  of  the  value  of  an  annuity  equal 
to  the  annual  value  of  such  property," 

must  remain  without  any  effective 
remedy.  Whenever  Parliament  should 
decree  the  liberation  of  the  land,  then 
the  tax  might  be  levied  upon  the  capital 
value  of  the  real  property;  and  such 
undoubtedly  would  be  the  increased 
value  given  to  the  soil  by  freedom  from 
compilcation    of  title,  and  consequent 
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simplicity  of  transfer,  that  a  large  taxa- 
tion could  be  borne  Tvithout  any  addi- 
tion to  the  burdens  upon  land.  The 
Amendment  which  he  asked  the  House 
to  accept  was  strictly  confined  to  the 
exemption  of  lands  held  in  mortmain, 
and  he  would  endeavour  to  give  the 
House  an  approximate  estimate  of  the 
extent  and  value  of  those  lands.  Any 
hon.  Member  who  had  a  wide  know- 
ledge of  the  Kingdom  would  agree  that 
these  lands  were  generally  in  the  best 
position,  and  of  the  most  fertile  and 
marketable  character.  An  abstract  or 
skeleton  of  a  Hetum  presented  to  Par- 
liament in  1882  showed  the  whole  ex- 
tent of  these  lands  to  be  1,995,046 
acres,  and  the  annual  value  chargeable 
under  Schedule  A  of  the  Income  Tax  to 
be  £10,370,828.  But  that  was  not  a 
trustworthy  statement.  If  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  agree  to 
tax  all  lands  held  in  mortmain  upon 
that  estimate,  he  would  not  fear  to  gua- 
rantee that  he  should  have  a  surplus, 
and  he  would  point  out  one  direction  in 
which  this  Hetum  was  very  much  below 
the  facts  of  the  case.  The  evils  of  a 
corporate  ownership  of  land  were,  per- 
hapsy  peculiarly  evident  upon  glebe 
lands.  It  was  a  fact,  established  upon 
the  practical  testimony  of  the  highest 
authority,  that  glebe  lands  were,  as  a 
rule,  the  worst  farmed.  The  reasons 
were  patent.  The  rector  or  vicar,  who 
was  a  Corporation  sole,  exempt  under 
this  Bill,  had  rarely  either  capital  or 
competency  for  agriculture.  He  had 
the  faintest  possible  interest  in  his  suc- 
cessor, and  he  was,  consequently,  as  a 
rule,  a  bad  landlord  and  a  bad  farmer. 
He  supposed  that  the  glebe  lands  of 
England  alone  were  not  less  in  extent 
than  200,000  acres,  and  he  felt  confident 
that  only  a  fraction  of  that  land  was  in- 
cluded in  this  Hetum.  The  Betum  was 
compiled  from  the  same  sources  as  those 
which  furnished  the  material  for  the  Be- 
tum of  landowners,  commonly  known 
as  the  New  Doomsday  Book,  which 
Parliament  ordered  upon  the  Motion  of 
Lord  Derby.  It  would  probably  not  be 
wrong  to  say  that  wherever  corporate 
lands  were  assessed  in  the  name  of  an 
individual,  that  such  lands  had  been 
excluded  ixom  this  Betum  of  lands  held 
in  mortmain.  This  error  did  not,  of 
course,  apply  only  to  glebe  lands ;  but  he 
would  give  an  illustration  of  the  enor- 
mous extent  to  which  it  applied  to  those 
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lands.  There  were  probably  more  than 
10,000  parcels  of  glebe  land  in  the 
15,000  parishes  of  England  and  Wales. 
He  took  the  counties  of  Baokingham, 
Hertford,  and  Lancaster  by  way  of  illus- 
tration. In  Bucks  there  were  only  ive 
parcels  of  glebe  desoribed  as  corporate 
land;  in  Hertford  there  were  only 
three ;  and  in  Lancaster  there  were  but 
seven.  Of  course,  there  was  a  very 
large  error  in  this  statement,  and  this 
was  part  of  the  explanation.  In  the 
Betum  of  landowners  in  Bucks  there 
were  235  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England;  in  Hertford  there  were  159; 
and  in  Lancaster  there  were  actually  286 
<  <  reverend  landowners."  It  was  certain 
that,  with  very  few  exceptions,  these 
clergymen  were  Corporations  whoee 
lands  were  to  be  exempt  from  chai^ 
in  lieu  of  Succession  Du^.  **  An  exemp- 
tion," it  had  been  truly  said  by  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  <*  is  a  gift."  The  lead- 
ing proposition  which  he  put  before 
the  House  that  night  was  that  the 
tenure  of  agricultural  estates  by  ab- 
sentee Corporations  was  a  bad  tenure, 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  production, 
and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  aided  by  the 
State.  They  ought  to  consider  whence 
this  grant  in  aid  of  the  most  wasteful 
ownership  of  land  proceeds.  It  was 
levied  upon  the  widow's  frugal  cup  of 
tea,  upon  the  poor  man's  breakfast 
coffee,  and  upon  his  tobacco,  as  well  as 
upon  the  beer  which  refreshed  the 
thirsty  labourer.  It  was  part  of  the  high 
rent  which  was  wrung  from  the  x>oore8t 
of  the  poor  in  those  most  wretched 
homes  which  were  now  attracting  the 
sympathetic  attention  of  illustrious 
Princes  and  of  Boycd  Commissions.  A 
body  which  represented  the  people  ought 
not  to  extend  the  exemptions  which  were 
a  grant  in  aid  of  putting  land  in  mort- 
main. He  did  not  attempt  to  impose 
himself  upon  the  House  as  being  in  any 
way  the  proprietor  or  the  discoverer  of 
this  question.  For  nearly  30  years  it 
had  been  before  Parliament,  and  so  long 
ago  as  1859  the  Government  of  Lord 
Palmerston  was  moved  by  the  late  Prime 
Minister  to  announce  its  intention  to 
ask  Parliament  to  extend  the  Succession 
Duty  to  all  Corporations.  More  than  20 
years  ago  the  late  Prime  Minister  re- 
ferred to  that  attempt  in  these  words — 

*'  We  had  not  time  to  compaas  actual  l^iila- 
tion — there  was  a  change  of  Gk>Temment  in 
1859^for  the  purpose  in  that  Session ;  but  the 
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principle  appeared  to  receive  the  decided  ap- 
proval of  the  House.  It  appeared  to  be  felt  that 
there  was  no  reason  in  the  world  why  corporate 
property  should  enjo^  a  benefit  not  enjoyed  by 
the  property  of  individuals,  or,  in  other  words, 
shomd  receive  a  premium  at  the  expense  of 
the  property  of  individuals." 

For  himself  he  would  only  make  this 
claim — that  he  was  besieging  this  iin- 

}'uBtifiable  and  most  inexpedient  privi- 
ege  not  so  much  upon  fiscGil  interests  as 
in  those  of  agricultural  production.  He 
was  acting  as  one  who,  if  he  could, 
would  be  a  Land  Law  Beformer  in  be- 
seeching the  House  not  to  encourage  a 
tenure  of  land  which  was  inimical  to 
those  interests,  and  which  certainly 
ought  not  to  command  the  sympathy  of 
individual  proprietors.  If  we  encouraged 
control  of  land  by  absentee  Corporations, 
then  we  should  support  nationalization 
of  the  land.  If  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission should  be  aided  and  supported 
in  adding  to  the  300,000  acres  in  its 
possession,  then  there  was  no  reason 
why  a  Department  of  State  should  not 
manage  the  40,000,000  acres  of  culti- 
vated land.  He  said  that  such  manage- 
ment of  landed  estates  from  Whitehall 
or  from  Guildhall  was  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the  community.  If  he 
was  wrong,  then  we  should  repeal  the 
Mortmain  Act.    That  Act  recited — 

'*  That,  whereas  gifts,  alienations  of  lands, 
tenements,  or  hereditaments  in  Mortmain,  are 

Srohibited  or  restrained  by  Magna  Charta,  and 
ivers  other  wholesome  laws,  as  prejudicial  to 
and  against  the  common  utility." 

He  admitted  that  the  views  which  led 
to  the  Mortmain  Act  were  not  alto- 
gether those  which  had  most  force  in 
the  present  day.  But  as  our  knowledge 
of,  and  regard  for,  the  sources  of  national 
wealth  had  increased,  so  had  we  become 
confirmed  in  our  belief  that  such  owner- 
ship was  opposed  to  the  interests  of 
production.  The  revenue  of  these  Cor- 
porations would  be  increased  by  ceasing 
from  landowning.  The  Admiralty  was  a 
landlord,  and  was  formerly,  until  part 
of  the  Greenwich  estate  was  sold,  a 
greater  landlord.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  South  Devon  (SirMassey 
Lopes)  gave  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mission on  Agriculture  in  his  capacity 
of  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  he 
said — 

''  In  1874  we  sold  land  for  £319,000,  and  we 
realized  £i3,000  per  annum  over  what  we  re- 
ceived in  property  from  the  ready  money.'* 


If  there  were  any  Corporations  disposed 
to  complain  of  his  desire  to  cancel  the 
exemption  of  lands  from  taxation,  he 
might  refer  them  to  this  incident.  Here 
was  an  increase  of  £8,000  a-year  ob- 
tained by  sale  of  land,  worth  only 
£319,000;  that  was  by  abolition  of  the 
necessarily  extravagant  expenses  of 
management.  From  such  sale  other 
benefits  would  flow.  '*How  do  you 
fulfil  the  social  duties  of  a  landlord  ?  " 
was  asked  of  the  official  representative 
of  a  great  landed  Corporation.  **  The 
only  answer  I  can  give,"  said  the  offi- 
cial, **  is  that  we  give  half-yearly  audit 
dinners  to  the  tenants."  That  was  the 
nice  attention  of  a  Government  Depart- 
ment. Let  them  look  a  little  further. 
There  was  St.  Bartholomew's  Hospital, 
with  8,000  acres,  to  which  this  Bill  gave 
exemption.  They  had  it  in  evidence  that 
the  farms  were  visited  only  once  in  four 
years  by  the  surveyor,  and  that  the  leases 
were  for  12  years.  The  official  manager 
of  that  estate  was,  he  believed,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Gravesend  (Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow),  who  was  also  at  the 
same  time  for  many  years  governor  of 
the  estates  of  the  Irish  Society.  In  1863 
the  late  Prime  Minister  said  that  St. 
Bartholomew's  Hospital  obtained  a 
**  gift "  by  exemption  from  Income  Tax, 
amounting  to  £1,050  a-yoar.  There 
were  the  14,000  acres  of  Christ's  Hos- 
pital, which  were  controlled  by  the  late 
Member  for  AVorcester  (Mr.  Allcroft), 
who  was  also  controller  of  the  estates  of 
the  Sons  of  the  Clergy  Corporation. 
There  was  Guy's  Hospital,  with  nearly 
24,000  acres,  and,  in  a  somewhat  dif- 
ferent category,  the  Woods  and  Forest 
Commission  held  upwards  of  70,000  acres 
of  farm  lands ;  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall 
estates  included  more  than  50,000  acres ; 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  35,000  acres. 
All  were  to  be  exempted.  These  Koyal 
Corporations  stood,  by  law,  in  a  peculiar 
position  ;  but  he  was  not  in  favour  of  ac- 
cording to  them  any  privilege  or  exemp- 
tion. He  believed  that,  without  excep- 
tion, these  Corporations,  each  and  all, 
denied  to  their  tenants  the  benefits  of 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  of  1875. 
He  thought  he  had  shown  the  House 
that  it  was  not  desirable  that  this  exemp- 
tion should  be  given  ;  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  the  labouring  population 
should  be  charged  with  a  grant  in  sup- 
port of  the  holding  of  land  by  Corpora- 
tions,  which  was  directly   opposed  toj 
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their  interest  in  what  was  called  the 
Wages  Fund,  and  which,  by  diminishing 
production,  tended  to  increase  the  cost 
of  food.  He  had  further  quoted  evi- 
dence to  show  that  it  was  for  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Corporations  that  they  should 
make  investments  in  securities  not  in- 
volving such  multiform  charges  for  ma- 
nagement. He  begged  leave  to  repeat 
that  upon  the  present  occasion  he  was 
not  opening  the  general  question  of  the 
taxation  of  charities.  He  was  rather 
confining  himself  to  one  of  the  by-ways 
of  Land  Law  Beform.  He  well  remem- 
bered the  speech  of  the  late  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  1863  upon  the  taxation  of  cha- 
rities. He  recalled  how,  in  1881,  in  the 
possession  of  still  larger  power,  he  said 
— **  I  myself  have  had  the  honour  of 
once  failing  in  an  attempt  to  deal  with 
it ;  "  and  he  did  not  presume  to  take  his 
stand  where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  succeeded.  He  confined  himself 
to  the  economic  objections  to  the  exemp- 
tion from  taxation  of  lands  held  in  mort- 
main. Instead  of  exemption  he  was 
inclined  to  think  the  taxation  of  lands 
in  mortmain  should  be  heavier  than 
upon  land  of  individual  proprietors. 
Lord  George  Bentinck  said — 

"  I  think  if  there  were  two  poor  rates  intro- 
duced mto  Ireland,  the- one  applying  to  all  oc- 
cupiers of  land  and  the  other  to  all  those  who 
did  not  8p>end  a  certain  portion  of  the  year  upon 
some  portion  of  their  estates  in  Ireland,  it  would 
prove  useful." 

These  Corporations  were  absentee  land- 
lords in  perpetuity.  He  was  proposing 
to  get  rid  of  the  exemption  from  taxa- 
tion of  land  which  had  no  personal  owner. 
More  than  that,  he  should  be  glad  to  fa- 
cilitate the  escape  of  these  Corporations 
from  this  particular  charge  upon  land  by 
assisting  to  build  a  golden  bridge  for 
their  retreat  from  the  position  of  land- 
holders. It  was  upon  this  narrow  ground 
that  he  asked  the  House  to  assent  to  this 
Amendment.  He  entreated  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  have  regard  to  the  struggles  and 
the  penury  of  the  poorest  class  of  tax- 
payers in  their  several  constituencies, 
and  in  doing  so  they  could  not  fail  in 
their  duty  to  join  in  refusing  to  make  a 
grant  from  the  pockets  of  the  poor  for 
the  benefit  of  those  wealthy  land-own- 
ing and  absentee  Corporations.  Nor  was 
it,  to  his  mind,  one  of  the  smallest  re- 
commendations of  this  very  moderate 
Eroposal  that  it  would  tend  to  bring  us 
y  one  indirect  step  nearer  to  that  time 

Mr.  Arthur  Arnold 


when  the  divorce  of  the  British  people 
from  the  soil  of  their  country  should  be 
annulled,  when  there  should  be  no  more 
decline  of  British  agriculture,  when  the 
fertile  fields  of  England  should  be  made 
to  yield  a  far  greater  produce,  and  when 
the  voices  of  a  happier  and  more  healthy 
people  should  resound  in  all  parts  of 
our  beloved  Motherland.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  tiie  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'the 
proposed  exemption  of  lands  held  in  mortmain 
irom  the  charge  to  he  imposed  on  corporate 
property  in  lieu  of  Death  Duties  is  inexpedient 
and  unjust,"— (if r.  Arthw  Arnold,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
had  given  some  excellent  reasons  why 
the  amount  of  land  held  in  mortmain 
should  be  reduced  as  much  as  possible ; 
and  he  quite  agreed  with  his  contention 
that  it  was  highly  desirable  that  land 
should  be  held  by  private  and  respon- 
sible persons  rather  than  by  Corpora- 
tions. If  they  could  get  rid  of  the  tenure 
of  land  by  Colleges,  hospitals,  or  other 
Corporations,  and  for  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses, except  the  mere  occupation  of 
palaces.  Canons'  houses,  or  parsonages, 
by  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church  and 
parochial  clergy,  a  very  great  advantage 
would  be  gained.  Therefore,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  terms  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Motion,  and,  indeed,  supported  its 
object.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
his  speech  argued  that  this  Bill  would 
encourage  the  holding  of  land  in  mort- 
main, and  that  was  an  entire  misap- 
prehension. The  clause  of  the  Bill  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  objected  merely 
provided  that  in  respect  of  all  real  and 
personal  property  Corporations,  since 
they  did  not  pay  Succession  Duty,  should 
pay  an  equivalent  duty  of  5  per  cent,  but 
that  Corporations  founded  for  chari- 
table, religious,  or  educational  purposes 
should  be  exempted.  That  was  in  no 
way  encouraging  the  holding  of  land  in 
mortmain. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD :  Does  my 
right  hon.  Friend  mean  to  contend  that 
it  does  not  exempt  the  real  property  held 
by  Corporations  ? 
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Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  it  did 
not  exempt  real  property  one  whit  more 
than  personal  property.  The  exemption 
was  not  of  certain  classes  of  property, 
but  of  certain  classes  of  Corporations. 
The  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  was, 
therefore,  not  really  an  Amendment  to 
the  Bill,  and  it  might  almost  be  a  ques- 
tion whether  it  could  be  put.  If  the 
Lon.  Member  had  raised  the  question  as 
to  whether  these  classes  of  Corporations 
should  be  exempted  then  there  would 
have  been  some  case  for  argument.  As 
the  clause  now  stood  exactly  as  when 
introduced  by  him  when  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  should  have  risen  to 
justify  those  exemptions;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  raise  that  ques- 
tion. He  contented  himself  with  enun- 
ciating a  principle  which  was  generally 
accepted  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  moving  an  Amendment  which  was 
really  not  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
at  all. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  there  should  be  perfect 
equality  of  taxation,  whether  the  pro- 
perty was  real  or  personal ;  and  he 
thought  the  proposal  to  tax  corporate 
property  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent 
upon  its  net  annual  value  was  very 
fair.  The  State  extracted  Legacy  and 
Succession  Duty  on  the  principle  that  it 
was  joint  heir  to  every  one  of  its  sub- 
jects who  died;  but  Corporations  did 
not  die,  and  thus  escaped  Succession 
Duty.  The  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  very  wisely  and  equitably 
proposed  an  Income  Tax  of  6  per  cent, 
which  might  be  considered  as  equivalent 
to  a  Succession  Duty  of  about  9  per 
cent  upon  the  capital  value.  With 
regard  to  taxing  such  Corporations  as 
were  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold),  he  came 
to  an  entirely  different  conclusion  from 
that  hon.  Gentleman.  Such  Corpora- 
tions as  were  to  be  found  in  the  City  of 
London,  which  enjoyed  the  profits  of 
the  property  which  they  administered, 
ought  to  be  taxed;  but  other  institu- 
tions did  not  enjoy  the  profits  at  all. 
They  were  simply  trustees  of  the  pro- 
perty. The  trustees  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
Sital  or  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
id  not  enjoy  the  property  which  they 
administered.  The  property  was  pos- 
sessed, not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Com- 
missioners, but  of  the  whole  country ; 
and  it  would  be  acknowledged  by  those 


who  knew  the  estates  of  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  that  there  were 
very  few  estates  in  England  so  well 
managed  and  which  possessed  more  re- 
spectable or  prosperous  tenants.  The 
system  must  oe  judged  by  its  fruits, 
and  if  it  was  found  that  those  large 
estates  were  the  best  managed  in  the 
country,  and  did  a  very  great  amount  of 
good  to  the  country  and  to  their  tenants, 
there  was  no  reason  why  a  dead  set 
should  be  made  on  them.  He  believed 
the  present  system  had  been  found  en- 
tirely conducive  to  the  general  well-being 
of  the  country,  and  he  held  also  that 
the  different  Corporations  now  exempt 
were  properly  exempt  even  under  the 
rules  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member 
himself.  They  were  all  either  charitable, 
or  religious,  or  patriotic  in  their  object. 
He  must  protest  against  the  statement 
that  the  present  system  was  injurious  to 
the  labourers  of  the  country.  The 
labourers  could  not  become  possessors  of 
the  soil  unless  it  were  purchased  from 
its  present  owners ;  and  if  the  labourers 
were  supplied  with  the  necessary  funds, 
they  would  find  a  more  profitable  way  of 
employing  it  than  by  becoming  pauper- 
ized landholders.  He  accepted  entirely 
the  sound  maxim  of  political  economy 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  ;  but  he  could  not  find  within  the 
Bill  a  single  item  which  afifected  the 
principle  the  hon.  Member  had  laid  down. 
They  could  not  charge  charities  and  na- 
tional institutions  with  taxes  of  this  kind 
without  defeating  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  devised.  If  they  taxed  those 
institutions  they  would  incapacitate 
them  from  carrying  out  the  objects  for 
which  they  were  established.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  1863,  made  a  great  speech 
in  favour  of  taxing  those  institutions; 
but  he  found  out  afterwards  that  he  had 
made  a  great  mistake,  and  that  mistake 
would  never  again  be  repeated  in  that 
House.  It  was  simply  suicidal  to  dis- 
courage and  destroy  by  taxation  the 
charitable  and  patriotic  work  of  the 
country.  He  had  great  pleasure  in  sup- 
porting the  measure. 

Mr.  shield  said,  that  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill  was  certainly  very  im- 
portant, and  it  was  much  to  be  regretted 
that  it  came  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
House  in  circumstances  not  the  most 
favourable  for  careful  legislation  on  a 
difficult  subject.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
said  that  this  Bill  had  no  legitimate 
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parent.  It  had  at  its  birth ;  but,  Qonsi- 
dering  the  position  of  the  Bill  now,  no 
one  was  really  responsible  for  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  taken 
it  over  from  his  right  hon.  Friend  below 
him ;  but,  occupied  as  he  was  with  so 
many  pressing  matters,  it  was  not  pos- 
sible that  he  could  have  given  it  that 
full  amount  of  thought  that  might  make 
him  responsible  for  it.  His  right  hon. 
Friend,  on  the  contrary,  seeing  that 
this  part  of  the  Bill  was  separated  from 
the  other  proposals  with  which  he  had 
connected  it,  could  not  be  held  properly 
responsible.  Everybody  thought  that 
the  Budget  of  the  late  Government  had 
dropped  with  them,  and  he  verily  be- 
lieved that  very  few  corporate  bodies 
which  were  affected  were  really  aware 
that  they  were  affected.  The  improve- 
ments which  he  would  wish  to  effect  in 
the  Bill  were  of  a  twofold  character- 
first,  an  enlargement  of  its  scope  by  re- 
moving some  of  its  exceptions;  and, 
secondly,  a  reduction  of  the  rate  of  taxa- 
tion. He  had  put  down  for  Committee 
an  Amendment  asking  the  House  to 
reduce  the  tax  from  5  per  cent  to  8  per 
cent,  believing  that  the  tax  as  now  pro- 
posed was  inequitable.  He  held  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  justify  this  5  per 
cent.  This  tax  of  5  per  cent  for  cor- 
porate bodies  was  first  presented  to  the 
House  as  part  of  a  large  scheme. 
Exemptions  that  were  allowed  to  pre- 
vent double  taxation  must  be  main- 
tained; but  he  should  certainly  deal 
freely  with  the  others.  These  included 
landowning  Departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners ;  and  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  susceptibilities  of  the  officials 
connected  with  these  Corporations  and 
their  objection  to  taxation  counted  for  a- 
good  deal.  There  was  confusion  of 
thought  as  between  Death  Duties  and 
Property  and  Income  Tax.  This  Bill 
professed  to  be  a  Death  Duty  Bill ;  but, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  it  was  an 
Income  Tax  Bill.  An  important  Peti- 
tion presented  to  the  House  said  that  it 
was  nothing  but  a  new  Income  Tax  of 
Is,  in  the  pound,  and  it  put  three  times 
more  Income  Tax  on  the  Corporations 
affected  by  the  BQl. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  whether  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  relevant  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  Shield 


Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  out  of  Order  in  anticipating  an 
Amendment  he  had  put  upon  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  SHIELD  said,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  do  so.  The  Amendment  sought 
to  get  rid  of  exemptions ;  he  desired  to 
do  so  too,  and,  therefore,  he  supported 
it.  If  the  Amendment  succeeded,  it 
would  get  rid  of  the  second  part  of  the 
Bill ;  and  he,  for  one,  should  not  regret 
that.  We  were  only  going  to  raise  by 
it  £130,000  of  Eevenue,  and  a  consider- 
able portion  of  that  would  be  absorbed 
in  the  cost  of  obtaining  it. 

Sib  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  said,  the 
Amendment  had  been  entirely  disposed 
of  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers).  Speaking 
as  a  Representative  of  the  Ecclesiastic^ 
Commission,  he  doubted  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  was  aware  of  the 
facts  as  regarded  that  Corporation.  Up 
to  October,  1881,  the  Commissioners  had 
sold  416,117  acres  of  land.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  the  Commissioners 
were  hostile  to  agricultural  improve- 
ment. He  would  leave  that  point  to  be 
settled  by  independent  testimony;  but 
certainly  they  had  had  a  smaller  propor- 
tion of  land  thrown  on  their  hands  than 
any  other  landowner  in  the  Kingdom. 
They  knew  their  interests  would  be  pro- 
moted by  the  sale  of  land,  and  they  had 
offered  it  to  tenants  on  advantageous 
terms — 15  per  cent  down,  and  the  re- 
sidue in  instalments  spead  over  30  years. 
Income  Tax  was  paid  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  on  all  their  income,  whe- 
ther derived  from  lands,  tithe -rent  charge, 
ground-rents,  royalties,  manorial  rights, 
or  any  other  source  of  income.  The 
Commissioners  deducted  Income  Tax 
from  the  payments  made  by  them  to 
the  clergy ;  and  the  amount  of  Inoome 
Tax  shown  in  the  common  fund  account 
was  only  the  balance  chargeable  to  that 
account  after  deducting  the  amount  of 
Income  Tax  retained  by  the  Commis- 
sioners out  of  the  annual  grants  paid  by 
them.  During  the  year  ending  Octo- 
ber, 1884,  the  Commissicmers  paid,  in 
respect  of  Income  Tax,  £28,717  7«.  lOi., 
and  they  deducted  out  of  payments  made 
by  them  a  sum  of  £22,395  3s.  2d.,  leav- 
ing the  balance  £6,322  4«.  Sd.,  shown  in 
accounts  as  chargeable  to  the  oommoa 
fund. 

Sib  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  ob- 
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jected  to  land  being  held  in  mortmain  to 
a  great  extent,  on  the  ground  that  Oor- 

S)ration8  escaped  the  payment  of  the 
eath  Bate.  A  large  Corporation  with 
which  he  was  connected,  in  their  Eeport 
to  the  Eoyal  Oommission,  said  they  ought 
to  pay  something  in  lieu  of  the  Death 
Bate.  He  believed  that  a  tax  of  5  per 
cent  on  the  income  would  amount  to  less 
than  10  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty, that  calculation  being  based  on 
the  assumption  which  was  generally  ac- 
cepted that  land  in  individual  owner- 
ship paid  the  Death  Duty  once  every  20 
years.  With  regard  to  property  ap- 
plied exclusively  to  the  public  benefit,  it 
would  be  ridiculous  to  impose  any  tax 
upon  it,  for  it  was  only  taking  out  of 
one  pocket  to  put  it  ^in  another.  Nor 
did  he  think  that  any  good  would  be 
effected  by  the  taxation  of  property 
held  for  charitable  purposes,  as  the 
amount  paid  in  taxation  would  only  re- 
duce the  sum  available  for  the  relief  of 
the  sick  poor,  and  thereby  render  it  ne- 
cessary for  the  ratepayers  to  spend  more 
on  hospitals  and  infirmaries.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  not  agree  with  the 
Besolution. 

The  OHANOELLOB  of  thbEXOHE- 
QIJEB  said,  that,  however  interesting 
the  subject  they  had  been  discussing 
might  be,  he  ffuled  entirely  to  see  its 
relevancy  to  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
He  was  inclined  to  agree  with  a  great  deal 
that  had  been  said  as  to  the  advantage 
of  resident  landlords;  but  he  thought 
tiliat  the  argument  might  be  pushed  too 
far.  It  was  the  case  that  residents 
were  to  be  found  who  did  not  do  their 
duty  as  landlords,  while  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  there  were  many 
tenants  of  Corporations  who  were  infi- 
nitely better  ofi  than  if  the  property 
had  belonged  to  individucd  landlords 
who  did  not  do  *  their  duty.  He  would 
not  follow  the  right  hon.  Member 
lor  Pontefract  in  his  very  sweeping  ob- 
jections to  property  being  held  by 
Corporations.  He  certainly  could  not 
concur  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  full  extent.  No  doubt,  it  would 
be  imdesirable  that  property  held  by 
Oorporations  should  increase,  or  be- 
come as  great  as  that  held  by  indi- 
viduals ;  but  it  would  be  equally  imde- 
sirable that  there  should  be  no  property 
held  by  Oorporations.  The  particular 
Oorporations  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished  to   be   excluded   &om 


the  inability  of  Oorporations  to  hold  pro- 
perty were  Oorporations  sole— namely, 
clergymen  of  the  Ohurch  of  Eng- 
land holding  glebes.  He  thought  that 
there  could  be  no  question  that  the 
position  of  clergymen  rendered  them 
less  qualified  to  perform  the  duties 
of  landlords  than  other  Oorporations. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Salford,  in  his 
zeal  to  get  rid  of  property  held  in  mort- 
main, proposed  to  put  an  extra  tax  on 
that  kind  of  property.  He  was  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member,  holding 
the  views  he  did,  should  have  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  Bill,  as  he  should 
have  thought  that,  from  his  point  of 
view,  he  would  have  supported  the  Bill 
and  tried  to  extend  its  operation  by  re- 
moving some  of  the  exemptions  from 
taxation.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  not  be 
possible  with  advantage  to  remove  any 
of  those  exemptions ;  but,  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  should 
have  thought  he  would  endeavour  to 
remove  some  of  them.  He  would  not 
deal  with  the  questions  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Shield), 
as  those  points  would  be  better  dealt 
with  in  Oommittee.  He  would  not  at- 
tempt to  go  at  any  further  length  into 
the  subject  discussed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford,  as  he  thought  this  was 
not  the  proper  time  to  do  so ;  but  if  the 
subject  was  fairly  brought  before  the 
House  as  a  separate  Motion  he  should 
be  prepared  to  deal  with  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  94  ;  Noes 
88 :  Majority  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  243.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  LABOUOHEBE,  who  had  the 
following  Motion  on  the  Paper : — 

<*  That  taxation,  as  now  levied,  presses  too 
heayily  on  those  who  cannot  well  bear  the 
burden,  and  this  state  of  things  ought  to  be 
remedied  by  increased  imposts  upon  land,  par- 
ticularly upon  such  as  is  not  in  the  aotual  occu- 
pation of  those  entitled  to  its  rents,  and  uj>on 
such  land  as  is  capable  of  being  devoted  to  in- 
creasing the  wealth  of  the  community,  but 
which  is  not ;  by  assimilating  the  Death  Duties 
on  real  estate  with  those  on  personal  estate ; 
and  by  a  progressive  Income  Tax  and  progres- 
sive Succession  Duties,'' 

said,  it  was  admitted  by  all  persons  that 
this  Budget  was  not  a  proper  one.  The 
Oonservatives  threw  the  blame  upon  the 
Liberals  by  saying  that  they  had  not 
had  time  to  bring  forward  a  proper 
Budget.  But  he  maintained  they  should 
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not  have  made  the  attack  on  the  Liberal 
Budget  without  having  a  Budget  of  their 
own  to  bring  forward,  and  it  was  in 
consequence  of  their  not  having  such  a 
Budget  that  they  found  themselves  in 
the  present  unsatisfactory  position.  The 
fact  was  they  were  paying  the  price  of 
a  Conservative  Government,  and  that 
price  was  to  borrow  money  in  order  that 
it  might  be  spent^  instead  of  money 
being  raised  by  taxes  for  the  current 
year,  as  had  been  proposed  by  the  late 
Government.  The  first  proposition 
which  he  ventured  to  lay  down  was 
that  th^  poor  were  unjustly  taxed,  and 
the  rich  not  sufficiently  taxed.  Mr. 
Leone  Levi  said  that ' '  the  families  which 
have  the  smallest  incomes  pay  the 
highest  contributions."  This  contribu- 
tion was  put  as  high  as  15  per  cent  on 
the  means  of  the  poor  man  and  5  per 
cent  on  those  of  the  rich;  and  bethought 
everyone  would  admit  that  the  poor  man 
with  a  large  family  paid  at  least  10  per 
cent  on  his  income,  and  the  rich  man 
did  not  pay  more  than  5  per  cent. 
What  was  the  reason  of  this?  The 
reason  was  that  although  poor  men  were 
the  majority  of  the  electors  in  this  coun- 
try, practicaUy  almost  all  persons  in  the 
House  were  more  or  less  rich  men. 
[ CrieB  0/ «'  No ! "]  He  said  "  Yes."  This 
was  due  to  the  fact  of  a  candidate  being 
obliged  to  pay  his  own  election  expenses, 
and  in  consequence  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  not  being  paid  for 
sitting  as  Eepresentatives.  He  was 
afraid  that  this  state  of  things  would 
continue  until  the  two  excellent  reforms 
in  our  representation  which  he  had  in- 
dicated were  accepted.  What  was  the 
consequence  ?  The  House  of  Commons, 
composed  as  it  was  of  rich  men,  did  not 
dare  directly  to  tell  poor  men  that  they 
were  paying  more  than  their  proportion 
as  compared  with  the  rich  men.  The 
result  had  been  that  the  system  of  in- 
direct taxation  was  invented,  and  he 
considered  it  to  be  nothing  but  an  or- 
ganized form  of  trickery.  It  was  bad 
enough  that  they  should  make  men  pay 
irrespective  of  their  means  as  they  did 
by  indirect  taxation ;  but  it  was  more 
absurd  that  of  £3  collected  by  indirect 
taxation,  only  £2  went  into  the  Treasury. 
The  object  of  every  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  imposing  indirect  taxa- 
tion was  to  levy  that  taxation  on  primary 
articles  of  consumption,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  he  had  to  select  articles 
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which  were  considered  as  food  for  tiie 
people.  For  instance,  they  taxed  tea, 
and  tea  was  to  a  large  extent  the  food  of 
the  poor.  Again,  there  was  tobacco, 
which  was  an  article  of  almost  universal 
use.  \_Cr%e9  of  "No,  no!"]  Well, 
every  reasonable  person  who  wished  to 
go  through  the  world  calmly  and  quietly 
and  who  did  not  wish  to  get  excited  used 
tobacco;  but  look  at  the  immense 
amount  of  taxation  levied  on  this  arti- 
cle of  consumption!  They  made  the 
poor  man  pay  400  per  cent  on  his  to- 
bacco, while  the  rich  man  paid  50  per 
cent  on  his  cigars.  He  contended,  there- 
fore, that  indirect  taxes,  in  order  to  be  fair, 
ought  in  reality  toheiad  valorem  duties ; 
but  all  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
knew  of  the  difficulty  of  raising  oi^  valorem 
duties.  They  were  not  prepared  to  incur 
the  trouble  and  the  expense  of  impoeing 
them.  Take,  again,  the  case  of  aioohoL 
By  their  not  having  an  ad  valorem  system 
of  duties,  the  poor  man  paid  2200  par 
cent  on  his  spirits,  while  the  rieh  man 
paid  25  per  cent  on  his  wine.  He  asked 
hon.  Members  to  say  whether  they  con- 
sidered this  to  be  a  fair  system  of  taxa- 
tion ?  He  acknowledged  that  expendi- 
ture must  be  met ;  so  far  he  agreed  with 
all  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer.  But 
he  was  not  one  of  those  who  thought 
the  Budget  could  be  materially  redimd. 
Something,  no  doubt,  might  be  done  to 
avoid  useless  wars,  to  reduce  pensions  or 
salaries ;  but  all  that  could  be  done  in 
this  direction  would  be  very  little.  He 
thought  it  was  a  financial  and  political 
heresy  to  complain  of  the  Budget  being 
so  excessively  high.  What  they  should 
complain  of  was  the  mode  in  which  the 
money  was  raised,  and  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  often  spent.  He  would 
suggest  that  they  should  at  once  increase 
the  burden  on  land.  The  community 
had  been  robbed  year  after  year  and 
generation  after  generation  by  the  land- 
lords. A  bargain  was  made  long  ago 
that  the  landlords  should  pay  4§.  in  the 

Eotmd  on  the  annual  value  of  the  land ; 
ut  they  had  managed  to  escape  from 
their  proper  contribution  under  that  ar- 
rangement. The  result  was  that  the  land- 
lords at  present  paid  about  £1,000,000  as 
Land  Tax,  whereas  they  ought  in  reality 
to  pay  at  least  £20,000,000.  Thus  the 
countey  was  robbed  of  £19,000,000 
through  their  having  a  landlord  Parlia- 
ment composed  of  one  House,  consisting 
entirely  oi  landlords,  and  another  House 


uigiiizea  by 


Google 


1697        Customs  and  Inland         {July  23,  1885} 


Eevenue  Bill, 


1698 


in  which  the  landlords  were  still  almost 
the  masters.     He  desired  to  see  adopted 
a  graduated  Land  Tax,  dependent  on  the 
number  of  aores  that  each  individual 
had.    Again,  if  the  landlords  did  not 
make  a  proper  use  of  the  land — if  they 
devoted  it  to  shooting  purposes,  or  let  it 
lie  waste,  they  ought  to  be  called  upon 
to  pay  a  considerable  amount  of  taxa- 
tion upon  it.  The  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer    had    proposed   to  equalize 
Death  Duties  upon  real  estate  and  per- 
sonal property;  and  the  House  knew 
what  had  been  the  fate  of  that  proposal. 
It  was  said  that  land  bore  many  local 
burdens ;  and  so,  he  held,  it  ought  to 
do.     That  was  always    intended.     He 
thought  that  land  should  bear  not  only 
all  local  burdens,    but    also  a  greater 
amount  than  it  now  bore  of  Imperial 
taxation.   There  was,  however,  one  way 
in  which  they  might  obtain  relief  as  re- 
garded the  education  rate.     The  Estab- 
fished  Ohurch  had  a  very  large  amount 
of  property.      After  providing  for  all 
existing    rights    they  might  take,   he 
thought,  about  £50,000,000    from  the 
Established  Church    and    devote  it  to 
educational  purposes.     It   was  in  that 
way  alone  that  in  a  Eadical  Parliament 
the  landlords  could  get  any  relief  from 
what  they  called  their  heavy  burdens. 
A  progressive  Income  Tax  and  progpres- 
sive  Succession  Duties  ought  to  be  im- 
posed so  as  to  make  rich  people  pay,  as 
they  ought  to  do,  towards  the  necessities 
of  the  State.     There  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  allow  a  man  to  have  a  large 
income.     It  was  no  benefit  to  the  State. 
They  allowed  it  as  a  concession,  and  it 
should  be  paid  for  by  a  graduated  In- 
come Tax,  increasing  in  proportion  as 
the  income  increased  above  a  man's  fair 
requirements.  Again,  it  was  a  concession 
to  permit  men  to  leave  large  sums  to 
particular  individuals,  and  if  £50,000  or 
£100,000  were  left  to  an  individual  the 
State  ought  to  have  one-third  of   the 
£50,000,  and  one-half  of  the  £100,000, 
or  some  such  proportions.    They  had 
heard  a  good  deal  about  '*  ransoming'' 
property  lately,  and  he  himself  valued 
that  phrase  because  it  seemed  to  indi- 
cate something  in  the  nature  of  what  he 
was  suggesting.     He  knew  he  was  in  a 
minority  in  that  House,  but  there  were 
several  millions  outside    who   entirely 
agreed  with  him.     There  should  also  be 
a  distinction  made  between  incomes  de- 
rived from  realized  property  and  incomes 
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derived  from  trade  and  manufactures. 
The  income  from  the  latter  was  not 
all  spending  income,  because  the  pos- 
sessor had  to  lay  by  something  against 
a  rainy  day  for  his  family.  His  was, 
perhaps,  the  extreme  Eadical  idea  of 
tinance,  but  it  was  not  in  the  least  a 
Socialist  doctrine.  He  would  put  the 
burden  on  the  shoulders  best  able  to 
bear  it.  He  would  have  the  poor  pay 
some  small  quota  when  they  could  afford 
it.  \^Laughter,'\  Hon.  Gentlemen  laughed ; 
it  was  the  habit  of  the  House  to  laugh 
at  the  poor  [*'No!"];  but  how  could 
a  person  who  was  struggling  for  the 
bare  necessaries  of  existence  pay  taxes  ? 
Taxation  ought  to  commence  after  the 
mere  struggle  for  existence  had  ceased, 
and  those  who  had  incomes  admittedly 
in  excess  of  their  requirements  should 
pay  a  ransom  to  prevent  those  who  were 
in  want  from  taking  those  incomes  from 
them.  He  would  not  trouble  the  House 
further  ;  but  he  had  thought  it  right  to 
point  out  the  grand  lines  upon  which 
financial  democracy  should  run  in  fu- 
ture. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  5,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Sugar  store  to  be  entered 
by  brewer  for  sale  and  accounts  of  sugar 
to  be  kept). 

Mr.  hicks  moved  an  Amendment 
to  provide  that  Eetums  should  also  be 
made  of  raw  grain  or  rice.  He  said, 
that  after  the  promise  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Grovemment  when  the  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  or  desirable  to  enter  at  length 
into  the  question  which  this  clause 
appeared  to  him  to  open  out.  He  would 
merely  explain  why  he  thought  the 
Eetums  which  the  Government  called 
for  under  this  clause  should  be  extended 
to  raw  gprain  and  rice.  No  doubt,  it 
would  be  within  the  knowledge  of  many 
Members  of  the  Committee  that,  prior 
to  1847,  a  brewer  of  beer  for  sale  was 
not  allowed  to  use  any  other  material 
whatever  in  the  manufacture  of  beer 
than  malt  and  hops.  In  that  year,  for 
the  first  time,  the  brewer  was  allowed 
to  use  sugar,  on  the  condition  that  the 
sugar  he  used  had  paid  duty.  But  not 
only  was  he   not   allowed   to  use  any 
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other  material  than  sagar  that  had  paid 
duty,  but  he  rendered  himself  liable  to 
a  heavy  penalty  if  he  had  any  other 
material  on  his  premises.  That  regula- 
tion went  on  down  to  1880,  when  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  his 
great  desire  to  benefit  the  agricultural 
interest,  brought  in  a  Bill  substituting 
a  Beer  Duty  for  a  Malt  Duty,  and  giving 
the  brewer  the  right  to  use  anything  he 
thought  fit  in  the  manufacture  of  beer. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  present.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
absented  himself  from  all  participation 
in  the  Business  of  the  House  in  order 
to  imitate  the  conduct  of  that  great 
Minister,  Charles  James  Fox.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  evidently 
trying  to  give  a  faint  imitation  of  that 
g^eat  Minister. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  his  remarks  were  not 
applicable  to  the  Amendment  he  was 
moving. 

Mb.  hicks  would  only  sav  that  he 
was  sorry  the  Committee  had  not  the 
advantage  of  the  presence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  in  order  that  he  might  take 
part  in  a  discussion  of  the  Act  which  he 
had  himself  passed  in  1880.  But  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  there 
they  must  do  the  best  they  could  with- 
out him.  He  (Mr.  Hicks)  had  pointed 
out  what  was  the  state  of  the  law  in 
1847,  1880,  and  at  the  present  time. 
They  had  now  a  fresh  clause  brought  in 
by  the  Government  requiring  certain 
Beturns  and  entries  to  be  made  by 
brewers  of  beer  for  sale,  but  those 
Beturns  were  confined  entirely  to  the 
substitution  of  sugar;  but  he  (Mr. 
Hicks)  maintained  that  the  consumer 
had  a  right  to  know — perhaps  not  what 
every  particular  thing  was  which  was 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  beer  by 
every  brewer — but  to  know  broadly 
what  materials  were  employed,  and 
especially  whether  raw  grain  and  rice 
were  used.  He  thought  it  was  right 
that  the  consumer  should  know  that  as 
well  as  know  whether  **cane  sugar, 
saccharum,  glucose,  or  other  saccharine 
substance  or  extract  or  syrup"  was 
used.  He,  therefore,  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name — 
that,  after  the  word  **  syrup,"  the  words 
**  or  raw  grain  or  rice  "  be  inserted. 

Jfr,  Sich 


Amendment  propoeed. 

In  page  9,  line  89,  after  the  word  "■ynip," 
to  insert  the  words  **  or  raw  grain  or  rice."— 
(Jfr.  Hieks,) 

Question  proposed^  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  CH  ANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  his  hon.  Friend  had  en- 
tirely mistaken  the  object  and  meaning 
of  the  clause.  It  was  not  in  any  way  to 
dictate  what  the  brewer  should  use  in 
the  manufacture  of  the  article  called 
beer,  bjit  merely  to  provide  security 
against  frauds  on  the  Bevenue.  Of 
course,  raw  grain  and  rice  and  other 
materials  might  be  used  to  make  beer, 
although  a  good  many  people  would 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  in  pre- 
ferring malt  and  hops. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  had  rather  misunderstood  his 
meaning.  He  had  no  wish  in  the 
Amendment  he  had  proposed  to  dictate 
to  the  brewer  what  materials  he  should 
use.  He  was  already  at  liberty  to  use 
what  he  pleased  under  the  famons  Act 
of  1680.  All  he  desired  was  that  a 
Betum  should  be  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  C£U9e  of  raw  grain  and  rice 
just  as  much  as  in  sugar,  and  that  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  chose 
to  call  for  a  Betum  of  the  suear  and 
syrup  used,  he  should  also  csdl  for  a 
Betum  of  raw  grain  and  rice.  His 
Amendment  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  making  of  the  beer  by  the 
brewer. 

Amendment  n$gat%v$d. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  9,  indusivei  agreed  U, 

Clause  10  (Grant  of  duty  on  property 
of  corporate  and  unincorporate  bodies). 

Mr.  shield  moved  to  reduce  the 
duty  from  5  to  3  per  cent.  He  said,  the 
proposition  which  he  had  to  make  good 
was  that  in  levying  a  tax  of  5  per  cent 
upon  the  annual  value  or  income  or 
profits  of  Corporate  property  the  Oo- 
vemment  were  proposing  a  tax  which 
was  inequitable  and  higher  than  that 
which  was  received  from  the  death  rates 
from  the  owners  of  individual  property 
who  succeeded  in  consequence  of  death. 
Perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  explain 
the  circumstances  under  which  this  5 
per  cent  had  been  proposed.  It  formed 
part  of  the  scheme  of  his  right  hon. 
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Friend  the  late  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  1883.     Under  that  scheme  the 
Death  Duties,  to  which  this  5  per  cent 
was  made  equivalent,  were  calculated 
at  13  per  cent;  but  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  having  abandoned  the 
complementary  measure  with  which  this 
Bill  was  associated,  had  to  provide  an 
equivalent  for  Death  Duties  at  10  per 
cent.     His    first   proposition    was    one 
which  he  thought  was  a  self-evident 
one.    If  the  tax  sought  to  be  imposed 
by  the  Bill  were  equivalent  to  Death 
Duties  calculated  at  13  per  cent,  it  must 
be  more  than  an  equivalent  for  the  same 
Death  Duties  calculated  at  10  per  cent. 
He  awaited  with  some  curiosity  to  know 
how  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  deal  with  that  argument.     The 
tax  now  proposed  was  to  be  imposed  as 
an  equivalent  to  Death  Duties  at  13  per 
cent,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer now  sought  to  make  out  that  it 
was  no  more  than  equivalent  to  Death 
Duties   at  10   per  cent ;    and  he  was 
curious  to  discover  the  actuarial  basis 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  calcula- 
tion.    In    1853,    when  the  Succession 
Duties  were  first  imposed,  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  contemplated  a  mea- 
sure to  levy  a  tax  upon  the  property  of 
Corporate  bodies  equivalent  to  the  Suc- 
cession Duty.     He  had  before  him  the 
volume  of  Hansard  in  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  explained  the 
provisions  of  his  scheme.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  estimated  that  the  Suc- 
cession Duties  would  yield  £2,000,000 
a-year ;    but,    as  they  all  knew,   that 
amount  had  proved  to  be  greatly  over- 
estimated, and  the  actual  amount  ob- 
tained was  not  much  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  estimate.    But  the  tax  now 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  one  of  5  per  cent,  which  he 
proposed  as  an  equivalent  for  the  Suc- 
cession Duties  which  had  been  so  much 
over-estimated.  He  (Mr.  Shield)  thought 
that  a  3  per  cent  tax  would  provide  a 
much  nearer  equivalent  to  the  Death 
Duties  than  one  of  5  per  cent ;  and  he 
maintained  that  the  Death  Duties  paid 
upon  succession  to  real  property  by  in- 
dividuals were  not  much  more  than  one- 
half  of  the  tax  sought  to  be  imposed  by 
the  present  Bill.     The  Committee  must 
bear  in  mind  that  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  who  imposed  the  Succes- 
sion Duties  was  approximately  right,  the 
proposal  of  the  present  Bill  must  be 


considerably  over  the  mark.  The  real 
property  upon  which  Succession  Duty 
was  paid  wa-s  not  subjected  to  Probate 
Duty ;  and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  30  years  ago  was  approxi- 
mately right  in  imposing  a  tax  of  3rf.  in 
the  pound  for  seven  years,  and  then  of 
6(3?.,  as  equivalent  to  a  Succession  Duty, 
it  aflbrded  a  very  strong  argument,  in- 
deed, to  show  that  the  present  proposal 
was  more  than  equivalent  to  the  Succes- 
sion Duty.  He  thought  this  point  was 
capable  of  illustration  in  another  way 
by  a  pure  arithmetical  calculation.  This 
Bill  said  that  5  per  cent  on  the  yearly 
income  was  no  more  than  equivalent  to 
the  Death  Duties  on  the  same  property 
if  owned  by  an  individual  at  the  time 
of  death.  Now,  what  was  5  per  cent  ? 
Five  per  cent  upon  a  yearly  income  was 
equivalent  to  10  per  cent  upon  the 
capital  value  every  40th  year.  But  the 
Death  Duties  were  calculated  every  30 
years ;  so  that  the  question  was,  what 
tax  calculated  every  30  years  would  this 
5  per  cent  levied  every  year  be  equiva- 
lent to?  He  contended  that  ordinary 
property,  much  less  Corporate  property, 
would  not  yield,  upon  an  ordinary  ac- 
tuarial calculation,  the  tax  which  the 
Bill  sought  to  impose.  Seeing  that  5 
per  cent  was  much  more  than  equiva- 
lent to  the  Death  Duties  which  the  State 
could  collect  from  Corporate  property, 
he  asked  the  Committee  to  reduce  the 
rate  to  3  per  c^nt.  He  was  not  prepared 
with  any  actuarial  computation  as  to 
what  the  exact  rate  ought  to  be ;  but  he 
thought  that  a  tax  of  3  per  cent  would 
much  more  nearly  provide  an  equiva- 
lent for  the  Death  Duties  than  5  per 
cent. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  the  word  **five," 
and  insert  the  word  ''three."  —  {Mr. 
Shield.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
*  five '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sm  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  that 
this  was  a  matter  which  had  been  dis- 
cussed in  the  House  a  great  many  times; 
and  the  object  now  was  to  endeavour  to 
assimilate  Corporate  property,  as  far 
as  they  could,  with  individual  pro- 
perty, by  imposing  a  percentage  every 
year  of  equal  amount.  He  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Shield)  did  not  object  to  that  pro- 
position, but  simply  to  the  amount  of 
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ibd  percentage  whieh  the  Qoyemment 
proposed. 

Mb.  shield  said,  he  did  object,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  to  the  proposal  alto- 
firether 

Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNET  said,  he 
had  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
object  to  6  per  cent,  as  beinj?  too  high  a 
figure.  Leaving  Probate  Duty  out  of 
the  question,  personal  property  paid  in 
the  shape  of  Death  Duties  once,  at 
least,  in  avery  16  years.  Take  £100 
invested  in  Consols.  That  gave  £3 
a-year,  upon  which  a  Corporation  would 
pay  5  per  cent,  or  d«.  Spreading  the 
payments  over  16  years  they  would 
amount  to  48«. ;  whereas,  if  the  amount 
were  capitalized,  and  5  per  cent  paid 
every  16  years,  the  sum  paid  would  be 
£5.  Therefore,  upon  an  actuarial  cal- 
culation a  Corporation,  imder  the  scheme 
of  the  Government,  would  not  in  reality 
pay  more  than  3  per  cent,  but  somewhat 
less,  compared  with  the  sum  they  would 
pay  if  the  value  of  the  property  were 
capitalized. 

Me.  GREGORY  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Chippenham  (Sir  Gabriel  Goldney)  that 
the  5  per  cent  upon  the  income  or  profit 
would  practically  amount  to  little  more 
than  3  per  cent  upon  the  capitalized 
value ;  he  thought  that  16  years  was  too 
short  a  term  on  which  to  base  the  calcu- 
lation. It  must  also  be  remembered  that 
they  were  bringing  in  property  which 
bad  never  been  subjected  to  this  taxa- 
tion before,  and  in  all  probability  they 
would  bring  in  a  much  larger  amount 
of  property  than  originally  contem- 
plated. He,  for  one,  was  of  opinion  that 
exemptions  could  not  be  maintained ; 
and,  taking  the  whole  of  the  Corporate 
property,  he  thought  that  the  tax  im- 
posed by  the  Bill  would  really  amount 
practically  to  a  tax  of  10  per  cent  upon 
it.  He  looked  upon  that  as  a  very 
large  percentage ;  but  he  would  not  say 
that  3  per  cent  on  the  annual  income 
would  not  be  too  small,  and  therefore 
be  would  suggest  something  between  3 
per  cent  and  5 — say  4  per  cent,  which 
he  thought  would  be  a  reasonable 
amount.  He  hoped  that* his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  see  his  way  to  make  some  con- 
cession. 

The  chancellor  or  the  EXCHB- 
OUER  said,  it  was  a  very  diflBicult  calcu- 
lation  to  arrive  at  the  precise  figure 

Sir  Gabriel  Goldney 


wbioh  should  represent  the  fair  annual 
payment  which  should  fall  upon  Cor- 
porate property  instead  of  the  Probate 
Duty:  He  confessed  that  when  he  first 
looked  into  the  matter  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  5  per  cent  was  too  high ;  but 
after  becoming  more  thoroughly  ao- 
quaintod  with  it,  he  oame  to  the  conclu- 
sion arrived  at  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chippenham  (Sir  Gabriel 
Goldney)  that,  on  the  whole.  Corporate 
property  would  really  have  nothing  to 
complain  of  in  having  to  pay  a  5  per 
cent  duty.  There  was  one  point  which 
had  not  been  alluded  to — namely,  that 
this  duty  was  only  paid  after  deducting 
from  the  profits  all  the  necessary  out- 
goings. It  must  be  remembered  that, 
in  regard  to  Corporate  property,  the 
deductions  under  the  head  of  necessaTj 
outgoings  would  most  likely  be  much 
greater  than  in  the  case  of  the  property 
of  private  individuals.  Therefore,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  adhere  to  the  5  per  cent. 

Mr.  R.  BIDDULPH  M  AJITIN  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he 
could  give  the  exact  definition  of  the 
words  '*  annual  value,"  because  there 
were  plenty  of  Clubs,  such  as  the 
Atheneeum  and  the  Carlton  Clubs,  in 
which  the  library  and  other  proper^ 
were  of  very  great  value  ?  He  there- 
fore wished  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  state  exactly  what  was  meant  by  the 
term  <' annual  value."  If  property  of 
the  kind  to  which  he  referred  had  ex- 
isted for  more  than  30  years,  would  the 
whole  of  it  have  to  pay  the  tax  ? 

Sib  SYDNEY  WATBRLOW  said, 
that  before  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer answered  the  question  he  wished 
to  say  that,  when  they  oame  to  that  part 
of  the  clause,  he  intended  to  move  that 
the  word  ** value"  be  omitted.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  as  to  why  the  tax 
should  be  imposed  on  income  or  profits ; 
but  the  annual  value  of  the  property 
might  form  no  part  of  the  annual  in- 
come. He  would  ask  the  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  consider  that  point 
before  they  came  to  the  word  *'  value." 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  was  of 
opinion  that  the  present  proposal  would 
amount  to  very  nearly  4^  per  cent  upon 
the  capitalized  value  of  Corporate  pro- 
perty, instead  of  3  per  cent  only. 

Mr.  W.  fowler  said,  he  could 
understand  that  if  they  were  to  impose 
the  whole  of  the  Death  Dutiet  that  5  psr 
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cent  would  not  be  far  from  the  mark ; 
but  as  Corporate  property  did  not  pay 
Probate  Duty,  and  was  very  largely 
composed  of  real  estate,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  this  was  rather  a 
Be?ere  measure.  He  certainly  could  have 
no  sympathy  with  the  Bill  so  long  as 
absurd  exemptions  were  retained  in  it, 
and  he  would  feel  inclined  to  vote  for  a 
rednction  of  the  charge  on  Corporate 
property  until  the  whole  of  it  was  in- 
cluded. Instead  of  attempting  to  insert 
the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge  only,  they 
ougfht  to  deal  with  the  whole  question 
boldly ;  and  if  they  were  only  going  to 
introduce  a  half-measure  such  as  this 
they  ought  to  be  careful  not  to  make  it 
too  severe.  He  was  afraid  that  in  the 
exemptions  they  were  leaving  out  some 
of  the  largest  and  most  profitable  pro- 
perty. For  instance,  Ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty, although  it  certainly  paid  Income 
Tax,  was  left  out  of  the  Bill.  That 
being  so,  he  was  inclined  to  agree  to  a 
more  moderate  measure,  and  he  should 
prefer  4  per  cent  instead  of  5.  He 
thought  a  reduction  to  3  per  cent  would 
be  going  too  far ;  but  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  that  the  figure 
ought  to  be  4. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  stand 
by  the  5  per  cent.  It  ought  to  be  re- 
garded as  deferred  payment,  and  not 
anticipated  payment,  seeing  that  these 
Corporations  had  been  largely  increas- 
ing their  property  for  centuries  without 
paying  for  it.  Instead  of  being  asked, 
like  other  inheritors  of  property,  to  pay 
a  lump  sum  on  succession  at  once,  all 
they  were  called  upon  to  do  was  to  pay 
an  annual  percentage  npon  the  interest 
of  their  capital. 

Mr.  GEEGORY  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Shield)  was  inclined  to  ac- 
cept his  suggestion.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was,  he  would  move  that  4  per  oent 
be  substituted  for  6. 

Mr.  SHIELD  said,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  GREGORY  moved  to  substitute 
4  per  cent  for  5. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  the  word  *^  five/'  and  in- 
sert the  word  *'four."— (i/r.  Gregory,) 


Question  proposed,  **Tbat  the  word 
^  five '  stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  the 
matter  was  one  which  must  be  dealt 
with  on  principle  so  as  to  determine 
exactly  the  amount  of  duty  which  a 
Corporation  ought  to  pay.  If  they  went 
into  the  question  of  compound  interest, 
he  was  prepared  to  maintain  that  5  per 
cent  paid  annually  was  not  really  more 
than  3  per  cent  paid  at  long  intervals  on 
the  direct  descent  of  property. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  moved, 
in  page  5,  line  4,  to  omit  the  word 
"  value."  The  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  to  limit  the  tax  to  the  annual 
income  or  profits  of  property  accruing 
to  any  corporate  or  unincorporate  body. 
He  thought  it  was  quite  sufficient  to  tax 
the  income  or  profit,  and  that  only.  If 
the  property  was  intended  to  be  taxed 
upon  its  value,  it  would  have  to  be 
valued  eveiy  year.  He  was  satisfied 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  intend  to  tax  the  value  of  the 
property,  but  only  the  income  or  profit 
arising  from  the  value  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  value."— (5ir 
Sydney  Waierlow.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
'  value  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  this  was  rather  a 
technical  matter,  and  he  certainly  pre- 
ferred the  clause  as  it  stood  to  the 
Amendment.  He  should,  however,  have 
liked  to  consult  the  authorities  on  the 
subject.  It  occurred  to  him  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried,  the  result 
would  be  that  no  Corporate  body  would 
pay  the  tax  except  where  some  income 
or  profit  was  derived  from  its  property. 
But  a  Corporation  might  occupy  a  free- 
hold of  great  value,  and  yet  derive  no 
income  from  it.  Surely,  such  property 
ought  not  to  be  exempt  from  taxation. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
press  the  Amendment, 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
he  would  instance  the  case  of  the  Fish- 
mongers' Hall.  That  was  very  valuable 
groperty ;  but  surely  the  FishmoDgers' 
ompany  ought  not  to  be  taxed  upon 
the  annual  value  of  the  premises  in  order 
to  replace  the  Property  Tax  ? 
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Mb.  CHILDERS  asked  upon  what 
Death  Duties  paid  by  individuals  were 
imposed?  They  were  imposed  not  on 
the  income,  but  upon  the  corpxis  of  the 
estate ;  and  if  they,  in  the  present  case, 
abandoned  that  principle,  and  only  levied 
a  duty  upon  the  income  or  profit  derived 
by  the  Corporation,  they  would  exclude 
a  large  amount  of  property  upon  which 
Death  Duties  would  undoubtedly  be 
paid  if  it  were  held  by  a  private  indi- 
vidual. Upon  that  matter  there  oould 
be  no  question.  The  object  of  this  clause 
was  to  place  the  property  of  Corporations 
as  nearly  as  possible  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  the  property  of  individuals,  and 
they  would  run  counter  to  that  principle 
if  they  were  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

SiE  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  inti- 
mated that  he  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toilhdraton. 

Me.  GREGORY  moved,  in  line  7, 
after  the  word  *•  outgoings,"  to  insert — 

'*  Including  the  receiver*!  remuneration,  and 
costs,  charges,  and  expenses  properly  incurred 
in  the  management  of  such  property." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  what  the  "  neces- 
sary outgoings'*  were  to  comprise. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  7,  after  the  word  "out- 
goings," to  insert  the  words  "including  the 
receiver's  remuneration,  and  costs,  charges, 
and  expenses  properly  incurred  in  the  manage- 
ment of  such  property."— (if r.  Gregory) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

Mr.  HORACE  DAVEY  moved,  in 
line  16,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  and 
applied  exclusively."  The  sub-section 
proposed  to  exempt  property  which,  or 
the  income  or  profits  whereof,  should  be 
legally  appropriated  and  applied  exclu- 
sively for  the  benefit  of  the  public  at 
large  in  any  county,  shire,  borough,  or 
place,  or  in  any  manner  expressly  pre- 
soribecj  by  Act  of  Parliament.  He  ven- 
tured to  submit  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  true  test  of  whether 
property  ought  to  be  exempted  or  not 
was  not  whether  it  was  actually  applied, 
but  whether  it  was  legally  appropriated, 
and,  if  legally  appropriated,  it  ought  to 
be  exempted  whether  the  Trustees  who 
had  the  distribution  of  the  income  did 
their  duty  or  not.  If  they  failed  to  to 
their  duty  they  could  be  called  to  ac- 


count and  made  to  do  it.  The  property 
liable  to  taxation  ought  not  to  depend 
upon  the  extent  or  manner  in  which  tiie 
Trustees  fulfilled  their  duty.  The  test 
should  be  whether  the  property  was 
legally  appropriated  and  devoted  to 
public  purposes  or  not.  He  therefore 
proposed  to  omit  from  the  sub-seetioii 
the  words  *'  and  applied  exclneavely." 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  CSian- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought  that 
those  words  ought  to  be  retained,  he 
(Mr.  Davey)  would  venture  to  submit 
that  the  words  were  misleading  and 
that  they  did  not  carry  out  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government.  He  would 
give  an  illustration.  Did  the  words 
"  applied  exclusively "  mean  that  the 
whole  of  the  income  was  to  be  applied 
in  a  particular  manner?  If  so,  what 
would  happen  if  19-20ths  were  so  ap- 
plied, and  the  other  20th  was  not? 
What  would  be  the  effect  ?  The  clause 
in  such  a  case  might  be  construed  to 
mean,  not  that  the  l-20th  was  to  lose 
the  benefit  of  the  exemption,  but  that 
the  whole  of  the  income  was  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  advantage  of  this  clause. 
He  therefore  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, at  any  rate,  to  the  extent  of  leav- 
ing out  the  word  '*  exclusively." 

The  chairman  asked  what  it  was 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
moved  ? 

Mr.  HORACE  DAVEY  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  leave  out  the  words  "and 
applied  exclusively." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  and  applied 
exclusively." — (ifr.  Horace  Davey.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  was  afraid  that  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
thought  that  the  words  *'and  applied  " 
ought  to  be  in  the  clause.  When  pro- 
perty was  legally  appropriated  to  a  cer- 
tain purpose  it  surely  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied to  that  purpose,  and  if  the  Trustees 
did  not  apply  it  to  that  purpose  they 
would  fail  to  carry  out  their  legal  dmty, 
and  would  certainly  have  no  right  to 
claim  an  exemption.  Therefore,  he 
hoped  the  hon;  and  learned  Member 
would  not  press  the  Amendment.     He 
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had  consulted  the  Attorney  General  upon 
the  subject,  and  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  entirdy  agreed  with  him  that  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  omit  those  words. 
If  the  Amendment  was  to  have  any  effect 
at  all  it  would  have  the  effect  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and  that  was  not  the  effect  which  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  de- 
sired that  it  should  have. 

Mr.  HOEAOEDAVEYsaid,  hewould 
withdraw  the  Amendment  and  substitute 
another,  to  leave  out  the  word  *^  exclu- 
sively **  only. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Me.  HORACE  DAVEY  moved  to 
omit  the  word  "exclusively." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  the  word  "exclusively." 
— {Mr.  Horace  Bavey.) 

Question,"  That  the  word  'exclusively ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause/'  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

Mr.  THOMAS  RUSSELL  moved,  in 
line  19  of  the  same  sub-section,  to  insert 
the  words  "  Royal  Charter,"  in  order 
to  provide  that  the  exemption  should 
be  extended  to  property  applied  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public,  or  the  ratepayers 
or  inhabitants  of  any  county,  shire,  bo- 
rough, or  place  expressly  prescribed  by 
Royal  Charter  or  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Member  stated  that  his  object 
was  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  such 
institutions  as  hospitals,  and  institu- 
tions in  which  the  income  or  profit  was 
devoted  to  the  promotion  of  health, 
would  be  exempt  from  the  operation  of 
the  tax.  The  position  of  such  institu- 
tions was  this.  They  were  built  by 
public  subscription,  and  were  carried 
on  wholly  and  solely  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public ;  but  there  might  be  a  diffi- 
culty in  bringing  them  under  the  word 
"charitable"  which  appeared  in  the 
3rd  sub-section,  ari-sing  from  the  fact 
that  a  charge  was  made  for  some  of  the 
patients.  Therefore,  the  charity  was 
not  direct,  and  it  might  be  called  in 
question  if  the  clause  was  to  be  governed 
by  the  word  "  charitable  "  which  fol- 
lowed, in  the  3rd  sub-section,  in  the 
phrase  "  or  for  any  charitable  purpose." 
He  would,  therefore,  suggest  that  the 
words  "  or  incorporated  by  Royal 
Charter"  might,  with  advantage,  be 
added  in  line  19  of  the  2nd  sub-sec- 
tioD,  in  order  to  secure  that  these  insti- 


tutions should  be  exempted  from  the 
tax  ;  and  he  wotdd  move  the  insertion 
of  those  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
19,  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  clause 
the  words  "  or  incorporated  by  Royal 
Charter."— (J/r.  Thomai  Russell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  effect  of  the  addition 
of  those  words  would  be  really  to  limit 
the  application  of  the  clause,  because  the 
words  "  legally  appropriated  "governed 
the  whole  matter,  whether  by  Act  of 
Parliament  or  by  Royal  Charter.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  asked 
whether,  under  those  circumstances,  the 
last  words  of  the  sub-section  were  not 
also  surplusage  ?  Was  there  any 
necessity  for  retaining  the  words  "  by 
Act  of  Parliament  ?  " 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  chancellor  oftheEXCHE- 
QUER  moved,  in  the  3rd  sub-section, 
to  omit  the  word  "  exclusively,"  the 
effect  of  which  was  to  limit  the  exemp- 
tion to  property  which,  or  the  income  or 
profits  whereof,  should  be  legally  appro- 
priated and  applied  for  any  purpose 
connected  with  any  religious  persuasion, 
or  for  any  charitable  purpose,  or  for 
the  promotion  of  education,  literature, 
science,  or  the  fine  arts. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
21,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  exclusively." 
— {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said, 
that  at  the  end  of  the  sub- section  some 
words  ought  to  be  added  to  indicate 
that  the  institutions  referred  to  were 
carried  on  without  profit  to  the  promoters 
and  managers,  because  it  might  be  the 
case  that  some  institutions  for  the  pro- 
motion of  education,  literature,  science, 
or  the  fine  arts,  were  institutions  for 
private  profit. 

Mr.  THOMAS  RUSSELL  moved  to 
add,  in  line  23,  after  the  words  ''pro- 
motion of,"  the  word  "  health."  His 
object  was  to  serve  the  purpose  he  had 
explained  before,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
23,  after  the  words  "  promotion  of,"  to 
insert  the  word  **  health." — {Mr,  Thomae 
Ru$sell) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  health '  be  there  inserted." 

The  CHANCELLOEof  thf  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  he  had  consulted  the 
Attorney  General  in  reference  to  this 
point,  and  as  to  the  wording  of  the 
3rd  sub-section  generally,  and  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  informed  him  that, 
in  his  opinion,  hospitals,  or  other  similar 
institutions  in  which  no  profit  was 
divided,  were  exempted  from  duty, 
notwithstanding  that  the  income  of  the 
hospital  might  be  partly  derived  from 
payments  made  to  it. 

Mb.  THOMAS  EUSSELL  said,  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  quite  sufficient,  and  he  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  wished  to 
point  out,  before  the  Amendment  was 
withdrawn,  the  extreme  danger,  at  a 
moment's  notice,  of  putting  in  words 
of  this  sort. 

The  CHAIEMAN  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  T.  Eussell) 
had  withdrawn  the  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  THOMAS  EUSSELL  :  No. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
had  understood  that  the  Amendment 
was  not  withdrawn. 

Mr.  THOMAS  EUSSELL :  No ;  it  is 
still  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  the  great  danger 
of  introducing  words  of  this  kind,  be- 
cause a  gymnasium  or  a  hydropathic 
establishment,  carried  on  exclusively  for 
private  pro6t,  would  come  under  the 
words  **  promotion  of  health." 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  said,  there 
were  several  asylums  and  institutions  in 
Scotland  which  had  been  originally 
built  by  subscription,  and  were  partly 
carried  on  for  charitable  purposes.  But, 
although  there  was  no  profit  to  anyone 
from  them,  they  could  hardly  be  called 
exclusively  charitable,  because  it  so 
happened  that  persons  in  the  higher 
ranks  of  life  paid  for  some  of  the  patients. 
The  words  of  the  clause  left  a  case  of 
that  kind  in  doubt ;  and  he  thought  it 
was  desirable  to  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  such  institutions,  asylums,  places  of 
retreat  for  the  restoration  of  health,  and 
places  for  the  treatment  of  disease,  should 


be  included  in  the  exemption.  They 
were  certainly  in  the  nature  of  pubhc 
institutions,  and  had  been  erected  at  the 
public  expense.  The  only  doubt  was 
whether  they  could  be  called  exclusively 
charitable,  although,  at  the  same  time, 
no  profit  was  gained  by  those  who  had 
the  management  of  them. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  said,  there  were 
various  institutions  in  the  country  that 
were  doing  good  work  in  the  regula- 
tion of  professions,  and  the  governance 
of  the  members  of  such  profusions. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  G^itleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be 
able  to  exempt  those  from  the  operation 
of  the  clause,  inasmuch  as  their  opera- 
tions were  for  the  public  benefit. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  24,  after  the  words  "fine 
arts,**  to  insert  the  words  *'  or  for  the  advance- 
ment or  regulation  of  any  profession,  or  the 
governance  of  any  members  thereof." — {Mr. 
Gregory.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  so  much  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  institutions  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr. 
Gregory)  as  was  devoted  to  the  promo- 
tion of  education  was  already  exempt 
under  the  sub-section,  and  he  could  not 
consent  to  extend  the  exemption  further. 

Mr.  HOEACE  DAVEY  said,  he 
should  have  some  difficulty  in  support- 
ing the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Sussex,  although  he  was  a 
member  of  one  of  the  societies  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  his  mind 
in  moving  the  insertion  of  those  words. 
He  rose  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out 
the  peculiar  way  in  which  the  wording 
of  the  latter  part  of  the  sub-section  was 
drawn.  Sub-section  (3)  provided  for 
the  exemption  of  property  which,  or  the 
income  or  profits  whereof,  should  be 
legally  appropriated  and  applied  exclu- 
sively for  any  purpose  connected  with 
any  religious  persuasion — 

"  Or  for  any  charitable  purpose,  or  for  the 
promotion  of  education,  literature,  science,  or 
the  fine  arts." 

From  that  wording  one  would  suppose 
that  the  draughtsman  did  not  understand 
the  expression  *' charitable  purpose," 
and  was  not  aware  that  the  promotion 
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of  education,  literature,  eoienoe,  or  the 
fine  arts,  was  a  charitable  purpose.  He 
suggested  that  it  would  be  worth  while 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ghan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  consider 
whether  this  wording  should  not  be 
amended  on  Heport  by  striking  out 
everything  after  the  words  **  charitable 
purpose,"  as  the  effect  of  the  subsequent 
-words  might  be  to  cut  down  the  mean- 
ing of  the  former. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QXTEB  said,  he  was  obliged  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Christchurch 
(Mr.  Horace  Davey)  for  his  suggestion, 
and  he  would  certainly  consider  the 
point  before  the  Heport,  and  any  sug- 
gestions that  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  make  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
had  an  Amendment  which  he  thought 
would  make  clear  what  it  was  intended 
to  tax  and  what  not.  He  proposed  to 
add  ^*  without  profit  to  the  managers  or 
governors."  There  were  institutions 
which  might  be  connected  with  the  pro- 
motion of  education  and  yet  be  under- 
taken for  profit.  The  Boyal  Academy, 
for  instance,  was  for  the  promotion  of 
the  Fine  Arts ;  but  it  was  really  con- 
ducted with  a  view  to  profit.  If  the 
Itoyal  Academy  Exhibition  was  strictly 
for  the  promotion  of  Fine  Art,  and  if  the 
Managers  and  Governors  were  proved 
to  be  Trustees  of  the  Is,  charged  for  ad- 
mission, then  it  might  come  in  under 
the  words  ** charitable  purpose;''  but, 
tinless  they  restricted  the  clause  in  the 
manner  he  proposed,  he  thought  they 
would  be  giving  an  undue  advantage  to 
societies  of  the  kind  he  had  alluded  to. 

The  CH  ANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK  said,  he  thought  the  point  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph 
Stanley)  was  covered  by  the  clause  as  it 
stood;  but  he  would  inquire  into  the 
matter,  and,  in  the  meantime,  would 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  press  it 
at  that  moment. 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  11  and  12  agreed  to, 

Olaiise  13  (Duty  to  be  a  first  charge 
on  property;  what  parties  accountable 
for  the  duty). 

Mb.  GEEGOBY  said,  he  had  three 
Amendments  to  this  clause  on  the  Paper, 
but  he  only  proposed  to  press  one  of 


I  them  upon  the  Committee.  By  the 
clause  as  it  stood  the  duty  imposed  was 
to  be 

**  A  first  charge  on  all  the  property  in  respect 
whereof  the  same  shall  be  payable  while  such 
property  shall  remain  in  the  possession  or  under 
the  control  of  the  body  corporate  or  uninoorpo- 
rate  chargeable  with  such  duty." 

And  it  further  provided  that — 

'*  Every  accountable  officer  shall,  to  the  full 
extent  thereof,  be  answerable  to  Her  Majesty 
for  the  payment  of  the  duty  charged  thereon.*' 

The  accountable  officer  would,  therefore, 
incur  personal  liability.  Now,  if  hon. 
Members  would  refer  to  the  Interpreta- 
tion Clause  they  would  find  that  the 
term  '*  accountable  officer ''  included  in 
its  scope  a  large  number  of  personages 
— that  was  to  say — 

''Erery  chamberlain,  treasurer,  bursar,  re- 
ceiTer,  secretary,  or  other  officer,  trustee,  or 
member  of  a  body  corporate  or  unincorporate 
by  whom  the  annual  income  or  profits  of  pro- 
perty, in  respect  whereof  duty  is  chargeable 
under  this  Act,  shall  be  received,  or  in  whose 
possession,  or  under  whose  control,  the  same 
shaUbe." 

It  followed  that  all  those  officers  would 
be  personally  liable  for  the  duty  under 
the  Act;  and  every  person  exercising 
control  over  the  funds  of  charities  would 
be  liable.  Now,  when  they  remembered 
that  **  no  time  runs  against  the  Crown," 
and  that  the  duty  might  be  claimed  even 
after  the  lapse  of  60  years,  it  really  be- 
came a  matter  for  serious  consideration 
whether  they  ought  to  bind  all  those 
officers  to  a  responsibility  of  the  kind. 
If  they  had  the  property  of  the  Corpo- 
ration liable,  he  thought  that  was  as 
much  as  they  ought  to  expect.  Let  the 
Corporation  have  the  entire  responsi- 
bility, and  let  the  claim  be  against  the 
Corporation  generally  to  whom  the  pro- 
perty belonged ;  but  he  urged  on  the 
Committee  not  to  oast  this  serious  per- 
sonal liability  on  everybody  engaged  in 
the  administration  of  those  charities. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, 
line  25,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  and 
every  accountable  officer." — {Mr,  Gre- 
gory-) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  he  thought  the  Committee 
would  agree  that  there  must  be  in  these 
matters  some  person  accountable  for  the 
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payment  of  the  duty.  In  inserting  those 
words  in  the  Bill  they  had  simply  fol- 
lowed the  precedent  in  the  case  of  the 
Income  Tax.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  indicated 
a  number  of  persons  who,  he  said, 
would  be  personally  liable  for  this  duty 
under  the  clause  as  it  stood  ;  but  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  thought 
that  the  case  was  goyemed  by  the 
phrase — 

"  By  whom  the  annual  income  or  profits  of 
property,  in  respect  whereof  duty  is  chargeable 
under  this  Act,  shall  he  reoeived,  or  in  whose 
posession,  or  under  whose  control,  the  same 
shall  he." 

Mr.  GEEGORY  wished  to  draw  at- 
tention to  the  force  of  the  words  "  or 
under  whose  control."  They  knew  that 
Trustees  controlled  more  or  less.  Under 
the  clause  they  would  be  liable,  as  would 
also  be  any  one  of  those  persons  to 
whom  the  money  was  paid. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  Trustees  were  accountable,  and  their 
families  after  them,  for  the  money  under 
their  control. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  14  to  19,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Stamp  duty  on  securities 
to  bearer). 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  the  object  of 
which  was  that  Colonial  securities  pay- 
able to  bearer  should  not  be  charged 
with  this  Stamp  Duty ;  in  other  words, 
that  they  should  not  be  treated  as  foreign 
securities.  In  order  to  elicit  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  that  point, 
he  would,  in  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, move  the  Amendment  referred  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
37,  to  leave  out  from  **  shall  *'  to  "  and," 
in  line  39. — {Mr,  Arthur  Arnold.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  this  applied  to  a  compara- 
tively  small  matter,  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  no  reasons  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Amendment  negatived. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Grant  of  duties  of  income 
tax), 

Mb.  CLARE  READ  said,  he  desired 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Committee  to  the 
unsatisfactory  and  misleading  way  in 
which  Schedule  B  was  assessed.  He 
did  not  now  wish  to  find  any  fault 
with  the  principle  on  which  the  tax 
was  charged,  but  with  the  way,  as  he 
had  stated,  in  which  Schedule  B  was 
assessed.  The  assessment  of  that  Sche- 
dule was  not  based  on  income  or 
profits.  All  the  other  Schedules  were 
based  on  income  and  profits,  while 
Schedule  B  was  based  on  the  full  an- 
nual value  of  the  land  which  the  ten- 
ant occupied.  The  consequence  was 
that  some  of  the  most  acoomplished 
statisticians  had  been  led  into  a  fatal 
error.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ripon  (Mr.  Gt)8chen)  had 
stated  the  other  day  at  a  meeting 
of  a  Chamber  of  Commerce  that  the 
profits  upon  land  still  amounted  to 
£140,000,000.  and  even  now  that  state- 
ment continued  to  be  made.  The  mis- 
take was  an  extraordinary  one  for  a 
clever  man  to  make ;  but  there  had  been 
a  mistake  still  more  extraordinary  made 
by  Mr.  Gi£Fen,  who,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Statistical  Society  on  the  24th  of  June, 
said  that  the  incomes  of  farmers  as 
capitalists  and  workers  amounted  to 
£70,000,000.  He  (Mr.  Read)  wished 
it  were  so.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge and  Major  Craigie  had  written  to 
The  TimeSf  exposing  the  error  into 
which  those  two  high  authorities  had 
fallen.  For  England,  according  to 
the  Returns,  the  amount  of  Schedule 
B  was  £48,000,000;  income  charged, 
£24,000,000.  For  Scotland,  £7,500,000; 
income,  £4,000,000.  For  Ireland  the 
amount  was  £10,000,000,  and  the  real 
income  was  £3,350,000.  Then  it  would 
be  seen  that,  whereas  it  was  supposed 
that  the  assessment  of  Schedule  B  waa 
£65,500,000,  it  was  something  under 
£30,000,000;  so  that,  instead  of  the 
£70,000,000  which  Mr.  Giffen  put  down 
as  the  profits  of  tenant  farmers,  the  Re- 
turns of  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment showed  that  the  amount  was 
£30,000,000.  If  such  mistakes  as  those 
were  made  by  the  remarkably  clever 
men  he  had  named,  aud  who  ought  to 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


17 1 7        Customs  and  Inland  {  July  23,  1885} 


Revenue  Bill, 


1718 


know  the  truth  with  regard  to  the  sta- 
tistics of  the  country,  in  what  position 
were  Members  of  Parliament  placed 
who,  like  himself,  had  to  go  by  those 
Returns  ?  Again,  Schedule  A  was 
assessed  at  nearly  the  same  amount  as 
Schedule  B  ;  and  if  they  deducted  from 
the  £65,000,000,  15  per  cent  for  repairs, 
insurance,  and  the  necessary  outlay  on 
farm  buildings  and  land,  the  amount 
would  be  reduced  to  about  £56,000,000, 
which  amount  would  be  further  reduced 
to  £60,000,000,  or  to  a  rental  of  about 
£1  per  acre,  by  taking  into  account  the 
Land  Tax  and  tithes.  In  the  assessment 
of  Schedule  B  which  was  based  upon  the 
farmer's  supposed  profits,  no  such  mis- 
take could  possibly  arise  as  had  been 
made  by  these  distinguished  persons. 
Although  it  might  be  a  little  trouble  • 
some  to  the  Inland  Bevenue  to  make 
the  Returns  what  they  ought  to  be,  he 
trusted  that  in  the  future  such  mislead- 
ing assessments  as  these  would  not  be 
allowed  to  appear  in  the  statistics. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  if  there  was  anything 
he  could  do  to  make  the  statistics  on  the 
subject  more  accurate  he  would  be  very 
glad  to  do  it.  But,  although  he  had 
every  reason  to  feel  great  personal  sym- 
pathy with  much  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Clare  Head)  had  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  be  disposed  to  go 
into  this  large  question  now,  but  would 
proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill.  He  might  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
that  the  basis  of  the  assessment  of  the 
Income  Tax  was  in  no  way  changed  by 
the  clause. 

Mb.  MCLAREN  called  attention  to 
the  change  in  the  incidence  of  the  In- 
come Tax  in  the  case  of  Insurance  Com- 
panies in  which  there  were  participating 
policy  holders,  in  the  case  of  Co-opera- 
tive Societies  in  which  there  were  share- 
holders, and  in  the  case  of  workmen 
who  took  a  share  of  the  profits  of  the 
business  in  which  they  were  engaged  as 
part  of  their  wages.  The  Inland  Reve- 
nue Commissioners  had  now  decided  to 
charge  the  shareholders  in  Insurance 
Companies  in  respect  of  the  profits,  so- 
called,  upon  participating  policies,  and 
Lord  BramweU  had  characterized  the 
decision  as  disastrous  and  unjust.  The 
change,  of  course,  applied  equally  to  Co- 
operative Societies  and  workmen  receiv- 
ing a  share  of  profits.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 


quer appeared  to  be  at  variance  with 
him.  He  could  not  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  desired  that  the 
law  should  take  that  shape ;  but  having 
regard  to  Lord  BramwelVs  opinion, 
something  ought  to  be  said  to  prevent 
that  consequence  accruing.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  as- 
sure the  Committee  that  the  Inland  Re- 
venue Commissioners  would  not  direct 
the  tax  to  be  assessed  on  that  principle, 
he  (Mr.  M*Laren)  would  have  nothing 
more  to  say. 

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  had  consulted  the  In- 
land Revenue  authorities  on  this  matter. 
Although  he  did  not  wish  to  set  himself 
against  a  legal  authority  like  Lord 
Bramwell,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  M'Laren)  that  the  prac- 
tice which  had  hitherto  been  pursued 
with  respect  to  the  Income  Tax  on  Co- 
operative Societies  and  workmen  ad- 
mitted to  a  share  of  the  profits  would 
not  be  in  any  way  changed. 

Mr.  GREGORY  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  the  propriety  of  re- 
lieving the  public  from  many  of  the 
harassing  Returns  they  were  called 
upon  to  make  in  regard  to  the  Income 
Tax. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Provisions  as  to  duty  on 
dividends,  &c.,  paid  prior  to  passing  of 
this  Act). 

Mr.  DIXON -HARTLAND  moved 
the  omission  of  all  the  words  after 
**  thirty-five,"  in  page  9,  line  37,  to  the 
end  of  the  sentence.  He  did  not  see  the 
object  of  the  words.  If  the  amount  was 
paid  it  could  not  be  any  object  to  the 
Treasury  to  know  on  whose  account  it 
was  paid. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
37,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  "thirty- 
five  "  to  end  of  sentence. — {Mr,  Dixon^ 
Bartland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.'' 

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  was  not  quite  prepared  to  explain 
the  reason  of  the  words ;  but  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  his 
Amendment.    The  words  were  in  the 
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Act  of  last  year,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
there  was  a  good  reason  for  them. 

Me.  E.  BIDDULPH  MARTIN 
thought  the  avowed  reason  why  those 
words  appeared  in  the  clause  was  to 
meet  such  a  case  as  happened  this  year. 
The  practice  of  the  Grovernment  was  to 
apply  to  the  agents  who  collected  the  In- 
come Tax,  and  to  ask  them  to  pay  the 
extra  tax  put  on  for  the  previous  half- 
year.  It  would  be  much  more  satisfactory 
and  economical  of  the  Treasury  to  put 
the  Income  Tax  on  at  a  double  rate  for 
the  half-year,  instead  of  at  a  single  rate 
for  the  whole  year. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Provision  for  further  se- 
curing income  tax  on  foreign  and  colo- 
nial dividends). 

Mr.  W.  fowler  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
the  words  *'  bills  of  exchange  "  in  line  9. 
It  was  very  true  that  a  coupon  expressed 
on  the  face  of  it  what  it  was  for,  and  so 
did  a  warrant.  Bills  of  exchange  con- 
stantly bore  no  indication  what  they 
were  for.  Supposing  a  bill  of  exchange 
relating  to  an  American  undertaking 
was  sent  to  a  banker.  The  banker  had 
no  idea  what  it  was  for,  and  could  not 
possibly  charge  Income  Tax  upon  it.  It 
would  be  very  hard  indeed  to  make  him 
liable  for  what  he  could  not  possibly 
discover.  It  might  be  perfectly  fair, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  this  clause,  to 
make  a  banker  liable  when  the  docu- 
ment showed  it  was  for  a  dividend.  As 
a  rule,  a  bill  of  exchange  did  not  show 
whether  it  was  for  a  dividend  or  not ;  it 
was  merely  somebody  abroad  drawing 
on  a  merchant  in  London  payable  to 
order  or  to  somebody  else.  Even  sup- 
posing the  clause  was  right,  he  thought 
the  words  he  had  called  attention  to  were 
wrong.  If  necessary,  he  would  move  to 
omit  them ;  but  he  would  prefer  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  promise  to  consider  the 
point  by  Report. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  listened  attentively 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  there  was  much  force  in  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  He  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  would  be 
glad  to  consider  the  matter  before  Re- 
port. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  pro- 
posed to  add,  in  page  1 1,  after  line  19— 

"  Such  banker  or  person  receiTing  as  renmne- 
ration  for  the  txpenae  of  oollectiDg  tiie  Tax 
such  poundage  as  may  be  agreed  upon  not  being 
less  than  the  sum  payable  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Income  Tax  to  the  collectors  of  the  district 
in  which  the  Tax  is  deducted." 

By  this  clause  the  Government  were  try- 
ing, and  he  thought  very  justly  so,  to 
obtain  Income  Tax  upon  sources  of  in- 
come which  hitherto  had  evaded  the  tax 
to  a  large  extent ;  but  in  order  to  do  it 
they  were  obliged  to  call  to  their  aid  not 
only  bankers,  but  money  dealers  or 
changers,  who  were  constantly  buying 
foreign  coupons.  Now,  those  people 
would  have  to  keep  an  account  of  trans- 
actions they  never  kept  before ;  and, 
therefore,  he  was  afraid  that  unless  they 
were  remunerated  many  of  them  would 
still  evade  the  tax.  He  understood  it 
was  now  the  practice  to  allow  some 
bankers  so  much  in  the  pound  on  the 
Income  Tax  they  collected.  There  was., 
however,  no  statutory  obligation  to  do 
that.  He  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
make  it  a  statutory  obligation  that  the 
person  collecting  the  tax  for  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  entitled  to  a  certain 
poundage.  Take  the  case  of  foreign 
coupons.  In  places  like  Liverpool, 
where  foreign  ships  were  constantly  ar- 
riving, there  were  many  persons  who 
bought  foreign  coupons.  The  buyers 
kept  no  record,  and  therefore  they  could 
not  be  called  upon  to  give  any  account. 
If  the  Bill  passed  with  this  clause  in  it 
they  would  be  required  to  keep  an  ac- 
count. He  believed  a  much  more  faithful 
account  would  be  kept  if  some  remune- 
ration were  given.  In  the  interest  of 
the  collection  of  the  Revenue,  in  the 
interest  of  the  public,  and  also  in  fair- 
ness to  those  who  had  to  take  some 
trouble  to  collect  the  tax,  he  hoped  those 
words  would  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  1 1 ,  after  line  1 9,to  add — *  *  Such  banker 
or  person  receiving  as  remuneration  for  the  ex- 
pense of  collecting  the  Tax  such  poundage  as 
may  be  agreed  upon  not  being  less  than  the  sam 
payable  by  the  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax  to 
the  collectors  of  the  district  in  which  the  Tax  is 
deducted." — {Sir  Sydnetf  Water  low.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHK- 
QUEB  said,  he  did  not  see  the  neoes&ity 
of  the  words  \  but  if  the  hon.  Qentieman 
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waa  willing,   he  would  deal  with  the 
question  on  Eeport. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  proposed  to 
add  to  the  clause — 

**  But  this  dause  shall  not  impose  on  any 
hanker  the  ohligation  of  disclosiog  any  par- 
ticulars relating  to  the  affairs  of  any  person  on 
whose  hehalf  he  may  he  acting.'* 

Tlxere  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
amongst  bankers  as  to  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  this  clause.  They  were  not 
quite  clear  what  the  obligation  imposed 
upon  them  was.  He  understood  from 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tewkes- 
bury (Mr.  E.  Biddulph  Martin)  that  he 
had  been  in  communication  with  the 
Government,  and  had  been  led  to  believe 
that  they  would  not  require  details,  but 
only  a  statement  as  to  the  stock  or  loan 
on  which  the  coupons  were  paid.  Of 
course,  if  lists  of  the  coupons  were  re- 
quired much  more  labour  and  expense 
would  be  involved  without  any  corre- 
sponding advantage.  The  public  were 
always  jealous  of  any  information  being 
given  by  bankers  with  reference  to  the 
concerns  of  their  customers.  Of  course, 
the  matter  was  in  the  hands  of  the  House ; 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  anxious  that 
if  bankers  allowed  officials  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  require  information  from 
bankers  as  to  the  accounts  of  their  cus- 
tomers, it  should  be  distinctly  enacted 
that  bankers  had  no  option  in  the  matter. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  end  of  Clause,  to  add—"  But  this  clause 
shall  not  impose  on  any  hanker  the  ohligation 
of  disolosing  any  particalars  relating  to  the 
affairs  of  any  person  on  whose  hehalf  he  may  he 
toting." — {Sir  John  Lubbock,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  there  was  much  in  what  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  said.  Although  he 
could  not  accept  the  words  now,  he  would 
undertake  to  consider  them  before  Re- 
port. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  R.  biddulph  MARTIN  pro- 
posed  to  leave  out  the  clause,  on  the 
ground  that  it  introduced  a  totally  novel 
feature  into  legislation.  The  whole  gist 
of  the  clause  was  contained  in  the  first 
lines-^ 


**  Whereas  the  enactments  herein-after  men- 
tioned have  heen  found  inadequate  to  secure  the 
chfiLTging  and  payment  of  income  tax  upon  divi- 
dends payable  out  of  the  revenues  of  foreign  and 
colonial  states  and  dividends  of  foreign  and 
colonial  companies.*' 

That  was  to  say,  the  Government  con- 
sidered they  ought  to  employ  a  new  set 
of  collectors.  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing it  would  be  very  unwise  to  pass  this 
clause.  He  was  quite  willing  to  believe, 
in  fact  he  knew,  that  most  bankers  would 
give  every  facility  to  assist  the  Govern- 
ment as  far  as  they  could  in  the  collec- 
tion of  the  Income  Tax ;  but  any  inter- 
ference between  the  banker  and  his 
customers,  in  order  to  ascertain  what 
transactioDs  passed  through  a  man's 
account,  would  be  very  inconvenient, 
and  capable  of  mischief.  Of  course,  it 
was  well  known  that  a  great  deal  of 
Income  Tax  was  evaded  by  people  hold- 
ing coupons  which  were  not  paid  in 
this  country,  and  he  quite  admitted  it 
would  save  the  Government  much  trouble 
if  the  bankers  holding  such  coupons  had 
to  collect  the  tax.  There  was  no  indis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  bankers  to  act 
as  far  as  they  could  as  agents  for  the 
collection  of  the  tax ;  but  to  make  them 
do  so  was  quite  a  different  thing.  It  was 
the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge  of  interfer- 
ence between  the  banker  and  his  cus- 
tomer. He  held  that  Parliament  had  no 
right  to  impose  a  duty  upon  a  sot  of  men 
unless  it  was  distinctly  within  their  legi- 
timate province  to  undertake  that  duty. 
To  act  as  collector  of  Income  Tax  was 
not  the  legitimate  duty  of  a  banker,  and 
therefore  he  moved  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  Clause. — {Mr,  U,  Biddulph  Martin.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
BUI." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  the  Committee  generally 
would  sympathize  with  the  Preamble  of 
the  clause — namely,  ^ 

*'  Whereas  the  enactments  herein-after  men- 
tioned have  heen  found  inadequate  to  secure  the 
charging  and  payment  of  income  tax  upon  divi- 
dends payable  out  of  the  revenues  of  foreign 
and  colonial  states  and  dividends  of  foreign  and 
colonial  companies.'* 

There  was  no  question,  he  believed,  that 
large  incomes  were  derived  from  these 
sources  by  persons  in  England — ^incomes 
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which  escaped  Income  Tax,  and  which 
ought  to  pay  it.  The  question  was  whe- 
ther anything  could  be  done  to  prevent 
that  evasion.  The  present  proposal  had 
been  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ponte- 
fract  (Mr.  Ohilder8)i  and  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  had  thought  it 
right  to  introduce  it  into  the  present 
measure  in  view  of  the  large  evasion 
which  existed  at  the  present  moment. 
In  reply  to  an  hon.  Member  opposite, 
he  had  promised  that  he  would  consider 
the  question  as  to  whether  bills  of  ex- 
change should  be  included  in  the  clause, 
and  he  had  also  declared  that  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  was  one  that  they 
should  endeavour  to  carry  out.  These 
two  points  appeared  to  him  to  remove 
what  were  really  the  principal  objec- 
tions to  the  clause ;  for  what  had  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  argued  ?  He 
had  argued  that  it  was  a  terrible  thin^ 
to  interefere  between  the  banker  and 
his  customers,  and  make  the  banker  the 
collector  of  Income  Tfix.  But  it  was 
not  proposed  to  interfere  between 
bankers  and  their  customers  one  whit 
more  than  was  necessary  to  insure  the 
payment  of  Income  Tax.  The  Go- 
vernment were  willing  to  limit  that  in- 
terference, so  that  no  wrong  would 
be  done ;  but  the  banker  could  not  com- 
plain if  he  was  made  technically  what 
he  practically  was  at  the  present  time — 
namely,  the  agent  for  his  customers  in 
this  matter.  As  agent  of  his  customers, 
the  banker  was  asked  to  do  that  for  which 
the  State  proposed  to  remunerate  him — 
that  was  to  say,  to  deduct  the  Income 
Tax  from  the  coupons  he  paid.  The 
requirement  was  no  very  formidable  one 
— in  fact,  it  was  one  which  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  carried  into  effect  by 
several  houses  of  importance  in  the  City. 
That  being  so,  there  could  be  no  earthly 
reason  why  the  system  should  not  be 
carried  out  by  all  bankers,  as  proposed. 
He  would  be  glad  to  take  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  on  the  matter,  and 
hoped  they  would  agree  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DIXON-HAETLAND  regarded 
the  question  as  one  of  principle,  and 
objected  to  making  a  large  portion  of 
the  community  tax  collectors  against 
their  will.  He  protested  strongly  against 
the  principle,  as  an  entirely  new  one  in 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchsjuer 


the  country,  and  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  Committee  that  a  large  quantity  of 
coupons  were  collected  by  solicitors  as 
well  as  by  bankers.  If  this  clause  were 
passed,  a  large  quantity  of  coupons 
would  be  collected  by  solicitors,  and 
the  tax  would  be  evaded  as  it  had  been 
evaded  before.  Take  only  one  case  that 
would  strikingly  show  the  objectionable 
character  of  the  principle.  During  the 
summer  months  very  many  Americans 
came  over  to  this  country  and  remained 
here  for  some  time,  on  the  way  to  and 
from  the  Continent.  They  did  not  bring 
money  with  them,  but  brought  coupons 
of  Stocks  they  had  in  America,  and  paid 
them  to  the  bankers  they  were  intro- 
duced to.  Those  people  should  not  be 
made  liable  to  the  payment  of  Income 
Tax  in  this  counti^;  but  under  this 
clause  every  American  who  came  over 
and  cashed  coupons  with  English 
bankers  would  have  to  have  his  Income 
Tax  deducted.  Such  a  charge  would 
be  by  no  means  fair.  If  the  principle 
were  to  be  insisted  on,  the  clause 
should  not  be  limited  to  bankers,  but 
solicitors  and  agents  of  all  sorts  should 
be  introduced.  There  was  no  reason 
why  bankers  as  a  class  should  be  picked 
out  and,  because  they  happened  to  hare 
a  large  amount  of  money,  be  made  col- 
lectors of  taxes.  No  doubt,  Toluntaiily, 
the  bankers  would  help  the  Government 
as  much  as  they  could.  They  would 
have  no  objection  to  lending  their  assist- 
ance; but  they  decidedly  objected  to 
being  made  tax  collectors  by  law,  and  to 
having  a  penalty  inflicted  upon  them  for 
neglecting  to  act  in  that  capacity. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayee  135  ; 
Noes  20:  Majority  116. — (Div.  List, 
No.  244.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  beg  to  move  the  following 
new  clause  by  way  of  alteration  in  the 
present  licences  for  brewing  : — 

"  On  and  after  the  first  day  of  October,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five,  the 
Duty  of  Excise  payable  under  *The  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1880/  on  a  licence  to  be  taken 
out  by  a  brewer  of  beer  (not  being  a  brewer 
of  beer  for  sale)  shall  be  four  shillings  in  lieu 
of  six  shillings." 

The  Committee  will  remember  that  in 
introducing  the  Budget  this  year  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  the  Member  for 
Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  proposed   to 
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alter  the  present  system  of  brewing 
licences.  These  licences,  as  they  at 
present  stand,  are,  I  think,  a  duty  of  6«. 
on  houses  over  £15  valuation,  which  are 
also  chargeable  with  Beer  Duty ;  of  9*. 
on  houses  of  between  £15  and  £lO 
valuation ;  and  6«.  on  houses  of  below  £  1 0 
valuation.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
proposed  to  allow  private  brewers  to  take 
out  half-yearly  licences  at  the  rate  of 
4«.  for  the  six  months  for  houses  under 
£10  valuation,  and  6«.  for  houses  be- 
tween £10  and  £15,  so  that  there  would 
have  been  five  or  six  kinds  of  brewing 
licences.  I  am  quite  aware  of  the  strong 
desire  that  exists  to  facilitate  brewing 
by  the  labouring  classes  in  cottages 
and  houses  of  small  valuation.  I  be- 
lieve it  conduces  to  temperance  as  well 
as  cheapness  to  allow  these  classes 
to  provide  themselves  with  beer.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  evident  that  nothing 
could  be  worse  for  purposes  of  adminis- 
tration than  having  so  many  different 
classes  of  licences  varying  in  amount 
for  so  simple  a  matter  as  brewing. 
Therefore,  the  clause  I  propose  is  one 
which  reduces  the  6«.  licences  altogether 
to  4«.  The  Committee  will  desire  to  know 
what  loss  we  anticipate  to  the  Eevenue. 
The  loss  will,  I  think,  be  very  little  more 
than  was  anticipated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
in  the  proposal  he  submitted  to  the 
House.  A  large  number  of  these  licences 
now  taken  out  are  taken  out  by  per- 
sons living  in  houses  of  below  £10 
value.  I  find  that  under  the  existing 
regulations  73,000  are  taken  out  by 
persons  living  in  houses  of  under  £10 
value,  and  8,222  by  persons  living  in 
houses  of  above  £  1 6  value.  There  is  no 
particular  ground  for  exempting  houses 
above  that  value  from  paying  this  new 
tax ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
with  them  the  licence  is  little  more  than 
a  registration  fee,  the  payment  they 
really  make  for  brewing  being  the  large 
duty  they  pay  for  the  beer  they  brew. 
The  main  loss,  therefore,  will  be  the  loss 
of  2*.  on  these  73,000  licences  for  houses 
of  under  £10  valuation;  but  I  think 
there  is  good  reason  to  anticipate  that 
the  4«.  licences  will  be  taken  out  by  a 
larger  number  of  people  than  the  6«. 
licences  have  been ;  therefore,  the  Re- 
venue will  be  recouped,  to  some  ex- 
tent, in  that  way;  and  the  labourers 
who  desire  to  brew  will  have  a  yearly 
Ucence  for  4«.  in  place  of  a  haU-yearly 


licence  for  the  same  amount  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  proposed. 
I  do  not  think  that,  on  the  whole,  any 
material  loss  to  the  Eevenue  will  occur. 
I  see  that  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Birkbeck)  intends  to  propose  a 
system  of  half-yearly  licences;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  yearly  licence  is 
much  more  suited  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  labourer.  If  he  wants  to  brew  at 
all,  he  will  want  to  brew  frequently  all 
the  year  round.  If  he  once  gets  into  the 
habit  of  brewing,  he  will  wish  to  take 
out  a  yearly  licence.  My  proposal,  I 
think,  is  an  easier  one  to  work  than  that 
of  my  Predecessor,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  found,  practically,  quite  as  great  a 
boon. 

New  Clause  (Reduction  of  duty  on 
licences  to  be  taken  out  by  certain 
brewers  not  being  brewers  for  sale,) — 
(  Mr,  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer  f) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  BIEKBECK  :  I  would  propose 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  the  clause 
relative  to  the  question  of  h^f-yearly 
licences. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN:  Before  the  hon. 
Member  can  move  an  Amendment  the 
clause  must  be  read  a  second  time. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  BIEEBECK  said,  he  proposed  to 
move  an  Amendment  relative  to  the 
question  of  half-yearly  licences.  The 
principle  of  half-yearly  licences,  at  his 
own  and  others'  request,  had  been 
adopted  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  it  had  been  very 
favourably  received  by  the  country. 
What  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  also  done  was  certainly 
a  move  in  the  right  direction  ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  gone  far 
enough,  and  what  he  (Mr.  Birkbeck) 
would,  therefore,  propose  would  be  that 
he  should  arrange  to  grant  half-yearly 
licences  at  2s.  6d.  The  Amendment  he 
had  intended  to  move  was  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  but  he  only  now  proposed  to 
move  a  portion  of  it.  It  dealt  with  half- 
yearly  licences  from  the  1st  of  April  to 
the  30th  of  September  and  from  the 
1st  of  October  to  the  3l8t  March.  He 
was  sure  that  in  adopting  this  proposal 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Chan* 
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cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  find  that 
the  Exchequer  would  not  only  sustain 
uo  loss,  but  would  experience  a  con- 
siderable increase.  He  (Mr.  Birkbeck) 
knew  from  having  spoken  in  many  cases 
to  agricultural  labourers  on  the  subject, 
and  had  been  informed,  that  they  had 
left  off  brewing  at  home  since  1880,  but 
that,  if  they  could  get  six  months' 
licences,  they  would  be  very  glad  to 
avail  themselves  of  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  so  far  as  the  Eastern  Counties 
were  concerned,  was  wrong  in  saying 
that  the  agricultural  labourers  would 
desire  to  brew  their  own  beer  all  the 
year  round.  They  would  only  desire  to 
do  so  from  April  to  Michaelmas — during 
hay  time  and  harvest.  He  would,  there- 
fore, move  the  following  new  clause : — 

*'(1.)  There  shall  be  charged  and  paid  on 
lioences  taken  out  for  a  half  year  by  brewers  of 
beer  not  being  brewers  of  beer  for  sale  the  duties 
following  (that  is  to  say)  :— 
On  a  licence  when  taken  out  on  and  after  the 
Jlrst  day  of  April  in  any  year  to  expire  on 
the  thirtieth  day  of   September  following, 
and  on  a  licence  when  taken  out  on  and 
after  the^r*^  day  of  October  in  any  year  to 
expire  on  the  thirty-first  day  of  March  fol- 
lowing— 

Duty. 

£  t.   d. 
By  any  such  brewer  who  is  the 
occupier  of  a  house  of  an 
annual  value  not  exceeding 
ten  pounds  .  .026 

(2.)  Every  such  licence  shall  be  in  such  form 
as  tiie  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  shall 
direct/' 

To  charge  4$,  for  a  licence  to  an  agricul- 
tural labourer  who,  perhaps,  only  earned 
11«.  or  12«.  a- week  wages,  and  most 
likely  had  a  large  family  to  keep  upon  it, 
would  still  be  an  injustice.  The  granting 
of  these  cheap  brewing  lioences  was,  he 
thought,  one  way  of  preventing  agricul- 
tural labourers  from  going  to  public- 
houses,  because  they  would  know  when 
they  brewed  that  their  beer  was  made  of 
malt  and  hops ;  whilst  in  the  public-house 
they  had  no  idea  what  their  drink  was 
composed  of.  He  earnestly  trusted  that 
in  time  1«.  only  would  be  charged  for  a 
six  months*  licence  simply  as  a  register. 

New  Clause  (Duties  on  half  yearly 
licences  to  brewers  other  than  brewers 
for  sale)— (i/r.  Birkheck). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  there  added," 
J/r.  Birkbeck 


The  CHANCELLOEop  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  I  must  say  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  has  hardly  given  me  sufficient 
credit  for  the  reduction  I  propose  to 
make,  for  it  is  really  a  considerable  dif- 
ference that  licences  which  have  been  6<. 
should  be  in  future  reduced  to  4<.  If  the 
hon.  Member  insists  upon  this  Amend- 
ment and  carries  his  point,  the  result  will 
be  a  still  further  diminution  of  the  £e- 
venue  from  this  source — the  diminution 
which  I  have  already  proposed  being  in 
excess,  I  admit  to  no  large  extent,  but 
still  in  excess,  of  that  estimated  by  my 
Predecessor.  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
sustain  me  in  this  matter  and  will  not 
assent  to  a  furtherreduction, which  would 
be  really  going  beyond  what  we  can 
be  reasonably  expected  to  do. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HICEIS  said,  he  was  fully  sensi- 
ble of,  and  grateful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer for,  the  concession  he  had  made  to 
the  agricultural  labourer  in  proposing 
this  change.  He  and  others  had,  on 
behalf  of  the  agricultural  labourers, 
objected  to  the  tax  when  it  was  put  on 
in  1880,  and  had  protested  against  it 
ever  since.  Therefore,  he,  for  one, 
begged  to  return  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thanks  for  the  concession  he  had 
made.  He,  however,  would  venture  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still  fur- 
ther to  consider  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Birkbeck),  and  accept  it  in 
a  modified  form.  He  said  a  modified 
form,  because  he  thought  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  so  altered  as  to  limit  the 
licences  to  a  specific  half-year — namely, 
from  the  Ist  of  April  to  the  30th  of  Sep- 
tember. He  begged  to  put  this  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  hope 
that  he  would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to 
the  adoption  of  the  proposal,  and  thereby 
give  great  relief  to  the  agricultural 
labourers,  whom  he  knew,  from  his  own 
experience,  only  wanted  to  brew  during 
the  summer  half  of  the  year. 

Mb.  STOBEE  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  or  not  the  Amendment  was  se- 
conded; but,  for  his  own  part,  he  did 
not  agree  with  it.  He  thought  the 
labouring  classes  were  very  much  in- 
debted to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  his 
proposal  —  not  only  the  agricultural 
labouTers,   but    labou|rers  engaged    ii^ 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


^g.v 


1729 


Revising 


{July  23,  1885} 


BarrUUrB  Bill. 


1730 


mannfactureSy  and  mechanics  in  all 
parts  of  the  country  who  were  very 
much  disposed  to  brew  at  home  if  they 
had  the  opportunity  of  doing  so ;  but  who 
had  hitherto  been  deprived  of  the  pos- 
sibility, owing  partly  to  the  heavy 
licence,  which,  in  many  cases,  nearly 
equalled  the  old  Malt  Tax.  If  the 
question  were  to  be  viewed  from  a  tem- 
perance point  of  view,  no  doubt  the 
brewing  licence  was  conducive  to  the 
cause  of  temperance,  because  both  in 
the  rural  districts  and  in  the  towns  it 
had  the  effect  of  keeping  many  men  out 
of  the  public-house.  If  they  granted  a 
half-yeariy  licence,  it  was  as  much  as  to 
say  that  a  man  might  go  to  the  public 
house  during  one-half  of  the  year,  and 
not  during  the  other  half.  He  thought 
there  was  a  strong  objection  to  granting 
the  licence  for  half  a  year. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  thought  that  a  half- 
yearly  licence  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  poorer  section  of  the  working 
classes  who  lived  in  cottages.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  the 
Amendment,  he  thought  that  he  would 
be  making  a  concession  to  that  class 
which  they  deserved  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  see  his  way  in  the  matter,  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hicks)  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agrsed  to,  and  added  to  the 
BiU. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

PABLIAMENT-BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
what  position  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill  stood  ?  There  was,  he  believed, 
a  general  understanding  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on 
Tuesday  next. 

ThbCHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  they  had  to  take  Supply  to- 
morrow if  they  were  able  to  do  so,  and 
again  on  Monday.  Much  depended  on 
whether  they  could  finish  Supply  on 
Monday  or  not,  because,  if  not,  they 
would  have  to  go  on  with  it  on  Tuesday, 
and  then  the  Telegraph  Acts  Amend- 

yOL.  CCXCIX.    [thied  series.] 


ment  Bill  woidd  follow  on  the  same 
evening.  When  they  reached  the  Cri* 
minal  Law  Amendment  Bill,  it  would 
be  desirable  that  they  should  go  on  with 
.it  as  rapidly  as  possible.  His  wish  was 
to  finish  Supply,  then  to  proceed  with 
the  Telegraph  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
and  then  to  go  forward  with  the  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  Bill;  but  he 
should  have  to  communicate  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
on  the  subject.    ^__^^^ 

REVISING  BARRISTERS  BILL. 

(ifr.  Attorney  Qmtraly  Seertttny  Sir  Richard 

Cross.) 

[bill  287. "I       SECOND  READIWG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Me.  MORGANLLOYD  said,  he  hoped 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  not 
proceed  with  the  Bill  at  that  late  hour. 
It  was  a  measure  which  required  some 
consideration,  and  it  was,  in  his  opinion, 
too  late  to  discuss  it  properly.  There- 
fore, in  order  to  give  time  for  further 
consideration,  he  would  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Morgan  Lloyd.) 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  he  would 
strongly  appeal  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  withdraw  his  objection  to  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  The  Bill  was  brought  in  to  meet 
a  purely  technical  difficulty  which  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  get  rid  of.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  matter ; 
but  he  could  assure  him  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  which  would  render 
it  necessary  to  reject  the  Motion  for  tho 
second  reading. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  said,  he  had 
no  wish  to  prevent  the  Bill  being  read  a 
second  time;  but  he  desired  a  proper 
opportunity  for  discussion,  and  that  he 
should  take  on  the  next  stage  of  the 
Bill.  With  the  permission  of  the  House 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitied 
for  Monday  next. 
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POLICE  ENFRANCHISEMENT  EXTEN- 
SION BILL.— [Bill  319.] 
{Mr,  Coleridg4  K$nnard,  Sir  ffenry  Selwin-IbheU 
sotif  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolffs  Mr.  Cowen^ 
Lord  CUud  John  Hamilton f  Mr.  Robert  Fowler ^ 
Mr,  Hottldtworthj  Mr.  Oeorg4  Elliot.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Coleridge  Kennard.) 

Mr.  THOEOLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
was  prepared  to  say,  with  regard  to 
the  Bill,  that  he  strongly  sympathized 
with  its  principle.  He  saw  no  particu- 
lar reason  why  the  police  should  not  be 
enfranchised  as  well  as  any  other  class 
of  the  community.  But,  on  the  whole, 
he  thought  it  should  be  remembered 
that  Bills  for  the  enfranchisement  of 
persons  who  ought  to  have  been  ad- 
mitted had  been  resisted  in  that  House. 
The  Woman's  Franchise  Bill  had  been 
dropped ;  and  he  confessed  that  so  large 
a  question  as  the  present  shotdd  not,  in 
his  opinion,  have  been  brought  forward 
in  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  This  was  a  question  which 
particularly  referred  to  the  functions  of 
domestic  legislation,  and  he  thought 
that  a  Bill  of  the  kind  ought  not  to  be 
read  a  second  time  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session ;  he  objected  to  it  also 
on  the  ground  that  the  Home  Secretary 
was  not  present  on  the  occasion.  Fur- 
ther than  that,  he  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  police  had 
at  the  time  of  elections  a  peculiar  and 
important  function  to  discharge.  By 
law,  whatever  might  happen  at  the 
time  of  elections,  the  military  were  dis- 
abled from  being  called  out ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  it  became  necessary  to  keep  the 
peace  at  the  time  of  election,  the  police 
were  necessarily  employed  for  the  pur- 
pose. It  seemed  to  him  that  a  very 
large  principle  was  involved  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  Unless  some  provision  were 
made  for  the  conduct  of  elections,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely unwise  to  be  debarred  from  the 
services  of  the  police  in  districts  where 
the  election  going  on  might  put  them 
in  the  position  of  partizans.  He  strongly 
sympathized  with  those  who  moved  this 
Motion.  \^Laughier,'\  Hon.  Members 
might  laugh  at  that,  but  he  should  not 


reply  to  their  interruptiona.  He  had 
spoken  a  dozen  times  on  this  point. 
Where  disturbances  might  occur  he 
did  not  pretend  to  say;  but  he  thought 
it  was  possible  to  imagine  that,  even  in 
this  peaceful  country  of  theirs,  it  might 
be  necessary  at  election  time  to  employ 
other  officers  than  special  constables  to 
preserve  the  peace.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  parts  of  the  country  where  there 
might  by  accident  be  some  machinery 
that  would  achieve  that  result.  Al- 
though he  was  perfectly  in  favour  of 
enfranchising  the  police,  he  did  not  feel 
disposed  to  join  in  any  Bill  for  their  en- 
franchisement without  previous  conside- 
ration of  the  matter,  and  on  what  he 
conceived  to  be  a  very  logical  objection 
on  the  part  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Salisbury  (Mr.  Kennard),  with- 
out any  statement  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Thorold  Rogere,) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  th« 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  would  not  press 
his  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  The  hon.  Member  had  urged 
that  he  had  not  heard  the  Government 
upon  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  point  out 
that  if  he  wished  to  hear  them  it  was 
impossible  that  they  could  say  anything 
about  it  on  his  Motion  for  Adjournment 
He  hoped,  however,  that  he  would  not 
press  his  point  until  the  general  views 
of  the  House  on  the  subject  had  been 
made  known. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  the  un- 
derstanding  was  that  no  measure  of  a 
contentious  character  would  be  taken. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  this  was  a  very 
contentious  matter.  There  was  no  great 
principle  involved  in  it ;  but  a  great  deal 
could  be  said  as  to  its  expediency,  and 
there  would  be  a  long  debate  on  the 
Motion,  which  he  hoped  would  terminate 
in  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  At  present 
they  were  without  the  presence  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  hon.  Members  wanted  to  have 
a  statement  from  him  as  to  the  opinions 
of  the  heads  of  the  Police  Force.  For 
his  own  part,  he  could  not  possibly 
agree  to  the  Motion. 
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Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
fltrongly  appealed  to  the  House  to  agree 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  all  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Henry  James) 
to  say  that  because  this  was  a  conten- 
tious Bill,  and  because  there  would  be 
a  long  debate  upon  it,  that,  therefore, 
they  ought  not  to  take  the  second  read- 
iug  stage.  There  was  no  opposition  to 
the  Bill  on  the  Notice  Paper,  and  under 
those  circumstances  they  were  entitled 
to  suppose  that  the  Bill  was  not  an 
opposed  measure.  As  to  the  question 
whether  the  police  ought  or  ought  not 

to  be  enfranchised 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  that  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  should,  of  course,  not  pursue 
that  subject.  He  believed  he  was  en- 
titled, on  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  to  point  out  that  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Session  it  was  only 
possible  to  advance  measures  like  this 
when  such  opportunities  as  the  present 
presented  themselves.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  not  agree  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  there  had 
been  two  Notices  of  opposition  on  the 
Paper,  and  that  was  why  other  Mem- 
bers had  not  put  down  their  Notices  of 
opposition.  These  two  Notices  had  been 
unexpectedly  taken  off,  else  the  Bill 
could  not  have  come  on  to-night.  It 
appeared  to  him  absurd  to  ask  the 
House  at  that  hour  of  the  evening  to  go 
into  a  discussion  upon  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  strongly  opposed  by 
a  great  many  Members. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  repre- 
sented the  Government,  to  what  had 
passed  that  evening— namely,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Obaacellor  of 
the  Exchequer  distinctly  informed  an 
hon.  Member  that  after  half-past  12 
o'clock  no  contentious  Business  should 
be  taken. 

Thb  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  said,  that  if  this  was  a  con- 
tentious Bill,  he  was  utterly  at  a  loss 
to  know  what  a  non-contentious  Bill  was 
like.  There  was  absolutely  no  opposi- 
tion to  it^ 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ay eB  59 ;  Noes 
48:  Majority  11. —(Div.  List,  No.  246.) 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

PLUBAUTIES  (re-committed)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Aeland,  Mr,  Edward  Howard^  Sir  John 

Kennawai/f  Lord  Edicard  Cavendish.) 

[bill  24 1 .]      COMillTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed  ^ 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  passed  through  Committee 
now.  Notice  had  been  given  of  three 
Amendments,  but  they  were  unimpbrt- 
ant,  and  could  be  very  well  moved  on 
Report. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  satis- 
fied with  getting  the  Speaker  out  of  the 
Chair.  The  House  was  anxious  to  get 
to  other  Business,  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would,  in  all  probability,  proinote 
the  progress  of  the  measure  than  other- 
wise by  consenting  to  report  Progress 
now. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrotv. 

MOTIONS. 
HERIOT'S  HOSPITAL  SCHEME. 

MOTION  FOR   AN   ADDRESS. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN,  in  rising  to 
move — 

'<  That  an  humble  Address  he  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  to  tiie  Scheme  of  the  Educational 
Endowments  (Scotland)  Commission  now  lying 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Endowments  of  Heriot's  Hos- 
pital," 

said,  the  circumstances  in  which  he 
brought  forward  this  important  subject 
illustrated  very  forcibly  the  futility  of  the 
Parliamentary  control  over  the  schemes 
of  the  Educational  Endowments  Com- 
missioners. It  was  a  matter  of  especial 
regret  that  he  was  driven  to  call  atten- 
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tion,  at  that  hour  of  the  morning  (145), 
to  a  scheme  affecting  so  important  an 
endowment  as  that  of  Heriot's  Uospital. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  would  best 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House  if 
he  stated  very  shortly  the  points  in  the 
Commissioners'  scheme  to  which  he 
took  exception,  and  the  grounds  on  which 
he  based  his  objection.  Of  course,  he 
would  be  obliged  to  assume  that  hon. 
Members  present  were  acquainted  with 
the  main  facts  of  the  case — namely,  that 
the  endowment  was  one  of  the  largest 
and  most  important  in  Scotland ;  that  its 
annual  revenue  amounted  to  £25,000,  a 
larger  sum  than  the  total  capital  be- 
queathed to  the  Trust  by  George  Heriot 
a  couple  of  centuries  ago ;  that  its  avail- 
able income  for  educational  purposes 
was  £21,000  a-year ;  that  that  income 
was  devoted  at  the  present  moment  to 
the  support  of  a  hospital  and  a  large 
number  of  free  schools,  and  to  the  main- 
tenance of  bursaries  and*evening  classes ; 
and  that  all  the  education  given  under 
the  endowment  was  entirely  free.  The 
principal  features  of  the  Commissioners' 
scheme  were  three  in  number.  The 
Commissioners  proposed  to  turn  the 
hospital  into  a  day  secondary  school, 
with  an  exclusively  modem  side ;  they 
proposed  to  take  over  the  Technical  Col- 
lege in  Edinburgh,  called  the  Watt  In- 
stitute; and  they  proposed  to  discon- 
tinue the  free  schools.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  first  two  points  he  had  no 
very  substantial  objection.  The  Go- 
vernors, in  the  scheme  they  presented 
to  the  Commissioners,  themselves  also 
proposed  to  turn  Heriot's  Hospital  into 
a  day  secondary  school ;  but  the  school 
they  proposed  to  establish  was  to  have, 
besides  a  modem  side,  a  complete  classi- 
cal side.  He  could  not  forbear  alluding 
to  one  point  in  connection  with  the 
hospital,  because  he  well  remembered 
.  that  during  the  debate  on  the  Endow- 
ments Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  She£&eld  (Mr.  Mundella) 
said  that  the  only  object  of  those  who 
brought  forward  that  measure  was  to 
carry  on  the  reform  of  Scottish  educa- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  best  Scotch 
traditions.  Now,  it  was  one  of  the  best 
traditions  of  Scottish  education  that  a 
boy,  of  however  humble  origin,  to  what- 
ever school  he  might  go,  and  however 
humble  in  its  character,  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  proceeding  from  his 
school  to  the  University ;   but  by  the 
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action  of  the  Commissioners  the  only 
school  in  all  Scotland  from  which  that, 
in  the    future,    would    be    impossible, 
would  be  the  school  which  was  to  be 
established  in  Heriot's  Hospital.     The 
exclusion  of  Greek  from  the  Hospital 
School  was  surely  an  unnecessary  pro- 
vision,  and  the  Commissioners  might 
well  have  given  way  on  this  point  to  the 
objections  of   the   Governors.     Practi- 
cally, however,  he  had  no  serious  objec- 
tion to  take  to  that  part  of  the  scheme, 
or  to  that  part  of  it  which  dealt  with  the 
Watt  Institute    or  Technical    College. 
The  Governors  were  in  favour  of  sup- 
porting technical  education    in    Edin- 
burgh.  He  believed  they  originated  the 
idea  of  largely  aiding  the  Watt  Institute 
in  furtherance  of  technical  education ;  in- 
deed, technical  education  had  formed  an 
integral  feature  of  every  scheme  they 
had  brought  forward  during   the  last 
15  years.      But   it  was   in  regard   to 
the  discontinuance  of  the  free  schools 
that  he  principally  took  exception  to  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners;  and  lie 
hoped  to  be  able  to  show  that  the  reasons 
alleged  by  the  Commissioners  for  dis- 
continuing those  schools  were  not  ade- 
quate to  justify  such  a  step ;  and,  far- 
ther, that  the  proposal  was  contrary  to 
the  tendency  of  all  modem  legislation. 
He  hoped  also  to  show  that  the  prin- 
ciple underlying  the  changes  which  were 
proposed  in  the  constitution  of  the  Go- 
verning Body  were  retrograde  in  their 
character,  in  that  they  made  that  Body 
less   open  and  less  representative,  in- 
stead of  more  open  and  more  representa- 
tive, and  in  that  they  also  decreased  the 
weight  and  responsibility  of  the  munici- 
pality in  that  Governing  Body.     And 
now  with  regard  to  the  discontinuance 
of  the  free  schools.     What  were  the 
reasons  alleged  by  the  Commissioners 
for  taking  that  very  drastic  step,  and 
what  was  the  substitute  they  proposed  ? 
The  Heriot  free  schools  were  15  in  num- 
ber.    They  educated  4,600  children  of 
poor  parents ;  and  he  might  add  that  the 
selection  of  those  children  was  made  by 
a  careful  system  of  Schedules,  in  which 
every  particular  with  regard  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  parents  or  guardians 
was  set  forth  in  detail.     He  had  an 
analysis  of  the  Schedules  for  a  couple 
of  years,  and  from  it  he  gathered  that 
the  average  wage  of  the  parents  of  the 
children  who  obtained  n-ee  education 
was  about  Ms.  id,  a-week.     Be  need 
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not  detain  the  House  on  that  point,  be- 
cause it  was  generally  acknowledged 
that  those  who  obtained  the  benefit  of 
the  free  schools  were  those  who,  from 
their  condition,  most  deserved  it,  and 
that  they  appreciated  the  education 
given  them  in  the  best  ^possible  way — 
namely,  by  insisting  on  their  children 
attending  regularly.  It  was  generally 
acknowledged  also  that  the  education 
given  in  the  schools  was  of  the  very 
highest  character ;  he  did  not  think  that 
anyone  disputed  that.  The  percentage 
of  passes  at  the  last  inspection  was  95*7. 
Six  of  the  schools  had  an  average  pass 
of  98,  and  one  of  them  of  99— almost 
equal  to  the  famous  Jewish  school 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  was  so  fond 
of  quoting  as  a  model.  It  was  evident, 
therefore,  that  it  was  not  on  the  ground 
of  inefficiency  or  of  bad  management 
that  the  Commissioners  desired  to  dis- 
continue those  schools.  Now,  the  sub- 
stitute for  those  free  schools  which  the 
Commissioners  offered  was  the  applica- 
tion of  an 

'*  annual  sum  not  exceeding  £3,500  in  pay- 
ing in  whole  or  in  part,  as  the  Governors 
mav  think  fife,  the  fees  of  scholars,  with  books 
and  stationary,  at  public  or  State-aided  schools 
in  the  City  of  Edinburgh  for  elementary  educa- 
tion." 

Undoubtedly,  that  was  a  very  substan- 
tial grant  in  aid  of  free  education ;  and 
those  hon.  Members  who  fought  the 
battle  on  the  Endowments  Bill  three 
years  ago  might  fairly  congratulate 
themselves  that  such  a  substantial  aid 
had  been  given  for  that  object.  But 
he  should  like  to  make  one  remark  by 
way  of  a  criticism  of  the  proposal,  es- 
pecially as  he  saw  present  one  of  the 
Commissioners,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Universities  of  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell).  It  was  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  free  places  were  to  be 

fiven.  The  free  scholars,  as  was  well 
nown,  had  to  be  children  of  parents 
who  were  not  in  receipt  of  parochial  re- 
lief. Of  the  grant  of  £3,600  a-year, 
two-thirds  was  to  be  given  for  children 
over  1 0,  and  these  places  were  to  be  allo- 
cated by  competitive  examination,  and 
one-third  only  was  to  be  reserved  for 
children  under  10.    And  the 

"selection  shall  be  made  with  due  regard 
to  merit  as  ascertained  by  such  examination, 
suited  to  the  age  of  the  candidates,  as  the  Go- 
yemors  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe,  or  in 
the  case  of  children  for  whom  snoh  examination 


is  unsuitable,  by  evidence  that  the  children 
possess  such  qualifications  as  to  justify  their 
selection.'' 

It  would  be  remembered  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  discussion  on  the  16th 
clause  of  the  Endowment  Act  as  to  the 
manifest  absurdity  of  introducing  com- 
petitive examinations  for  children  of 
this  class,  especially  for  those  of  tender 
age.  Not  only  would  it  be  manifestly 
absurd  to  introduce  competitive  exami- 
nations, but  their  introduction  could  not 
fail  to  operate  in  diverting  the  funds 
from  the  class  who  were  most  deserving 
of  the  assistance.  The  poorer  the  parents 
of  the  child  the  less  prepared  he  would 
be  for  such  a  competition.  The  House 
wotdd  see,  from  the  words  he  had  quoted 
from  the  Commissioners'  scheme,  that  this 
kind  of  examination  was  made  compul- 
sory for  all  children  above  10,  and  was 
suggested  as  a  desirable  means  of  ascer- 
taining the  qualification  of  children  under 
1 0.  It  was  fair  to  state,  however,  that  the 
proposal  which  endeavoured  to  introduce, 
as  far  as  possible,  competitive  examina- 
tion even  in  the  case  of  children  of  tender 
years  was  not  that  which  the  Commis- 
sioners themselves  desired  to  carry  out. 
The  clause  had  originally  been  framed 
in  a  different  form.  Objection  was  taken 
to  it  by  the  Education  Department,  and 
reference  made  to  the  Scottish  Law 
Officers  oi  the  Crown.  In  accordance 
with  their  opinion  the  present  clause 
was  drafted.  Both  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh  and  Lord  Shand  sympathized 
with  the  objections  raised  against  this 
undue  extension  of  the  system  of  com- 
petitive examinations,  and  expressed 
their  opinion  on  the  evidence  that  the 
clause  went  too  far  in  that  direction. 
They,  therefore,  could  not  find  fault 
with  the  Commissioners.  It  was  the 
Department,  which  had  set  itself  to 
work  this  clause  with  the  utmost  pos- 
sible rigour  against  the  poorer  bene- 
ficiaries in  a  way  which  certainly  was 
not  justified  by  the  intention  of  the  Act. 
They  might  fairly  state  that  the  reserva- 
tion contained  in  the  clause  took  away 
the  greater  part  of  the  value  of  the  sub- 
stitute ofiPered  for  the  closing  of  the 
schools.  What  were  the  reasons  alleged 
by  the  Commissioners  for  the  closing  of 
the  schools  ?  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 
was  asked  this  question  by  Mr.  Maokay 
of  the  Edinburgh  Trade  Council,  and  in 
reply  his  Lordship  stated  that,  summing 
up  the  result  of  tne  evidence  taken,  the 
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two  main  reasons  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Commissioners,  justified  the  abo- 
lition or  closing  of  the  free  schools  were, 
firstly,  that  it  was  expedient  to  put  all 
the  education  of  the  city  as  far  as  pos- 
sible under  one  Board;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  existence  of  the  Heriot's  free 
schools  side  by  side  with  the  Board 
schools  was  prejudicial  to  the  general  in- 
terest of  education  in  Edinburgh.  It 
would  not  be  right  of  him  to  detain  the 
House  at  that  hour  (2  o'clock)  by  exa- 
mining the  evidence  as  it  was  submitted 
to  them  in  the  Keportof  the  Commis- 
sioners; but  he  took  it  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  had 
examined  the  evidence— the  evidence 
given  by  the  School  Board,  and  the  re- 
butting evidence  given  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Govetning  Body.  With 
regard  to  the  way  in  whidi  the  general 
education  of  Edinburgh  was  supposed 
to  be  adversely  aflfected  by  the  existence 
of  those  schools,  he  took  leave  to  allude 
to  two  of  the  contentions  of  the  School 
Board.  First  of  all  they  said  they  had 
a  difficulty  in  recovering  fees  owing  to 
the  existence  of  the  free  schools.  But 
the  Chairman  of  the  Edinburgh  School 
Board  was  asked  directly  whether  the 
difficulty  in  recovering  fees  was  due  to 
the  juxtaposition  of  the  free  schools,  or 
to  tne  position  of  the  parents,  and  his 
reply  was  that  it  was  due  to  the  position 
of  the  parents.  Supposing  the  difficulty 
were  due  to  the  juxtaposition  of  the  free 
schools,'  it  appeared  dear  on  the  face  of 
it  that  the  difficulty  would  continue  to 
exist  in  a  great  degree  when  there  was 
a  juxtaposition  not  of  free  schools 
amongst  paying  schools,  but  of  free  and 
other  scholars  in  the  same  school.  The 
only  other  allegation  of-the  School  Board 
was  with  regard  to  the  transference  of 
scholars  from  the  Heriot  to  the  Board 
Schools,  and  from  the  Board  to  the 
Heriot  Schools.  It  was  alleged  that 
the  transference  caused  irregularity  of 
attendance;  and  that  during  a  single 
quarter,  more  than  200  children  had 
been  transferred  from  the  Heriot  schools 
to  the  Board  schools,  and  more  than 
600  children  from  the  Board  school 
to  the  Heriot  schools.  The  figures  were 
examined  by  the  Governing  Body,  and 
it  was  discovered  that  while  it  was  al- 
leged that  the  transfers  from  the  Heriot 
schools  to  the  Board  schools  consisted 
solely  of  children  who  had  been  dis- 
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missed  for  irregular  attendance,  the  fact 
was  that  only  12  children  had  been  dis- 
missed during  the  year  from  the  Hmot 
schools  for  irregularity  of  attendance. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  discovered 
that  the  average  wage  of  the  parents  or 
guardians  of  the  600  children  who  were 
transferred  from  the  Board  sckools  to 
the  Heriot  schools  was  16«.  2}i.  a- week, 
and  23  per  cent  of  the  children  were 
orphans  or  fatherless.  It  was  clear  they 
were  exactly  the  class  of  children  who 
were  most  deserving,  and  who,  as  a 
rule,  were  most  appreciative  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  free  schools.  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burleigh's  other  reason  for  closing  the 
free  schools  was  that  it  was  expedient  to 
put  the  whole  education  of  the  Citj 
under  one  Board.  He  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
submitted  that,  in  the  first  place,  the 
Commissioners  had  not  succeeded  under 
the  sdieme  in  doing  so ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  that  they  were  not  em- 
powered under  the  Act  to  do  so.  Now, 
provision  was  made,  as  everyone 
knew,  by  Sections  38  and  39  of  the 
Education  Act  of  1872,  for  the  transfer 
of  Voluntary  schools  to  Board  schools  ; 
the  transfer  was  not  compulsory,  bat 
provision  was  made  for  it.  It  was 
no  part  of  the  Endowment  Act  to 
supplement  the  Education  Act  in  this 
particular.  If  the  Commissioners  had 
wanted  to  carry  out  what  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burleigh  considered  expedient — 
namely,  the  placing  of  the  whole  educa- 
tion of  the  City  under  one  Board,  they 
should  have  taken  the  advice  of  Mr. 
Wallace,  one  of  the  members  of  the 
School  Board  who  appeared  before  them, 
and  transferred  to  the  School  Board  the 
Heriot  schools  bodily,  and  all  the 
money  spent  upon  them.  He  did  not 
think  they  ought  to  have  done  so,  or 
could  legally  have  done  so;  but  that 
would  have  been  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  have  carried  out  the 
intention  which,  apparently,  they  had 
in  view.  There  was  another  point 
worthy  of  consideration,  and  it  was  that 
the  £3,500  which  was  to  be  granted 
under  the  present  scheme  would  not  be 
confined  solely  to  Board  schools,  but  a 
portion  of  it  would  be  given  to  the 
Voluntary  schools  of  the  City.  There 
were  almost  as  many  scholars  in  the 
Voluntary  schools  as  in  the  Board 
schools,  and  therefore  the  administra- 
tion of  the  grant  would  tend  to  foster 
not  unity  of  administration  under  the 
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School  Board,  but  rivalry  of  adminis- 
tration between  School  Board  and  the 
managers  of  Voluntary  schools.     There- 
fore, by  this  scheme,  no  real  or  sub- 
stantial advance    was    made    towards 
what  was  considered  to  be  expedient, 
the  placing  of  the  whole  education  of 
the  City  under  one  authority.     He  sub- 
mitted that  even  if  they  gave  greater 
weight    than    he    had    been    able    to 
give  to  the  educational  arguments  of 
the  Commission,  those  arguments  were 
hardly  enough  to  justify  the  very  drastic 
step  which  the  Commission  proposed  to 
take  in  closing  up  and  abolishing  this 
large  system  of  free  schools  which  had 
given  such  excellent  education.     It  was 
by  no  means  a  necessity,  in  order  to 
oarry  out  the  other  good  objects  the 
Commissioners  had  in  view,  because  the 
scheme  framed  by  the  Governing  Body 
proposed  to  establish  a  day  secondary 
school  with  a  fully  equipped  modem 
side,  to  take  over  the  Technical  College 
called  the    Watt    Institute,    to    found 
bursaries,  and  yet   maintain  the  free 
schools.    He  did  not  think  such  a  step  as 
the   discontinuance  of  the  free  schools 
could  be  justified  except  by  clear  and 
undoubted  substantial  educational  bene- 
fits to  be  acquired  by  Edinburgh,  and  that, 
of  course,  was  the  object  they  all  had  in 
view.   He  had  endeavoured  to  show  that 
no  such  dear  case  had  been  made  out 
by  the  Commissioners.     Besides,  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Commissioners 
were  running  counter  to  the  strongly 
expressed  local  opinion  on  the  subject ; 
that  they  were  running  counter  also,  as 
he  had  already  said,  to  the  tendency  of 
modern  legislation ;  and  that  they  were 
endeavouring  to  forestall  the  decision 
upon  an  issue  which  was  coming  pro- 
minently to  the  front,  and  would  become 
one  of  the  chief  topics  of  discussion  by 
the  new  electors  and  the  new  Parlia- 
ment.    Of  local  opinion  on  the  subject 
it  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to  speak. 
Only  that  afternoon  he  presented  a  Peti- 
tion on  the  subject  signed  by  42,000  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Edinburgh.  The  Peti- 
tion had  been  got  up  by  the  working 
classes  in  the  city,   and  it  was  many 
times  larger  than  any  Petition  he  had 
bad  the  honour   during   the  last  four 
years  of  presenting  from  the  much  peti- 
tioning City  he  represented.  The  feeling 
on  this  subject,  as  shown  by  the  signa- 
tures to  the  Petition,  was  not  confined 
to  people  of  o^e  shade  of  politics^it  was 


not  confined  to  one  class  in  the  com- 
munity.    But  it  was  not  worth  while  to 
enlarge  upon  the  popular  interest  taken 
in  this  subject — anyone  who  knew  any- 
thing of  the  politics  of  Edinburgh  knew 
enough  about  this  subject.    He  thought 
the  late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  Balfour) 
knew  something  about  popular  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  scheme.     The  right 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  was   de- 
servedly one  of  the  most  popular  men 
in  his  own  constituency ;  but,  if  he  (Mr. 
Buchanan)  mistook  not,  on  the  last  occa- 
sion when  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  addressed    his  constituents 
the  unanimity  of  the  proceedings  was 
somewhat  marred  by  the  indignation  of 
some  of    the    inhabitants   against  the 
Dollar  Scheme  of  the  Endowments  Com- 
mission.   He  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  knew  something 
about  popular  interest  in  a  scheme  of  tl^e 
Charity  Commissioners  which  related  to 
Cam  in  Gloucestershire,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  knew  something  of  the  feeling 
with  which  some  of  the  Commissioners' 
schemes  were  regarded  by  the  people. 
Last  Session  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts,  and  amongst 
the  recommendations  of  that  Committee 
was  one  to  the  effect  that  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  new  Governing  Bodies  there 
should  be  a  larger   recognition  of  the 
principle  of  representation.     The  other 
day  a  dinner  was  given  in  London  in 
honour  of  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  Mao- 
donald),  who,  he  was  sorry,  had  not  a 
seat  in  the  House ;  and  at  that  dinner 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  the  Prime 
Minister,   insisted  upon  increasing  the 
powers,  and  throwing  more    responsi- 
bility and  weight  upon  the  municipali- 
ties with  regard  to  all  local  matters,  in- 
cluding educational  matters.     He  could 
hardly  believe,  therefore,  that  a  Govern- 
ment of  which  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury was  Prime  Minister  would  give  its 
adhesion    to    this    scheme,    which    di- 
minished from  four-fifths  to  just  over 
one-half  the  representation  of  the  muni- 
cipality, upon  the  Governing  Body  of  this 
important  Trust.   When  a  demand  for  a 
system  of  free  education  was  made  in  all 
quarters  he  could  not  believe  it  would  be 
prudent  or  wise  in  the  House  to  give  its 
assent  to  a  proposal  which  was  to  do  away 
with  the  largest  system  of  free  schools  at 
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present  existiDgin  the  Kingdom;  when 
they  knew  that  the  larger  Bubject  was 
coming  forward  it  surely  was  exceed- 
ingly unwise  to  put  a  stop  to  the  best 
example  and  only  large  example  of  free 
education  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
could  understand  those  who  were  re- 
solutely and  somewhat  selfishly  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  free  education  saying 
— **  Here  is  an  excellent  system  of  free 
schools  in  existence,  let  us  vote  for  its 
discontinuance  lest  it  should  be  quoted 
against  us ; "  but  he  could  not  under- 
stand how  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  free  education,  or  who 
desired,  at  least,  that  the  question  should 
be  fairly  discussed,  could  support  the 
scheme  relating  to  Heriot's  Endowments. 
He  apologized  for  having  detained  the 
House  so  long.  He  had  endeavoured, 
however,  very  imperfectly  he  knew,  to 
show  that  the  educational  advantages 
which  were  set  forth  by  the  Ck)mmis- 
sioners  as  likely  to  accrue  by  this  scheme 
were  not  sufficient  to  justify  the  very 
drastic  step  they  had  taken  in  suppress- 
ing these  tree  schools.  He  had  also  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  both  in  that 
matter  and  in  the  changes  they  pro- 
posed in  the  Governing  Body  the  Com- 
missioners were  running  counter  to  the 
development  of  representative  principles, 
and  to  the  tendency  of  modem  legisla- 
tion. He  begged  to  move  the  Motion 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mb.  M'LAHEN,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  go  into 
the  question  at  any  length,  but  merely 
wished  to  say  that  if  the  House  should 
see  fit  to  reject  this  scheme  now  they 
would  not  thereby  endanger  any  neces- 
sary or  useful  reform  of  Heriot's  Hos- 
pital. This  question  of  Heriot's  Hospital 
had  now  been  before  the  public  fora  good 
many  years.  The  Governors  had  them- 
selves prepared  a  very  excellent  scheme, 
and  should  this  scheme  be  rejected  the 
only  result  would  be  that  the  Education 
Commissioners  would  take  the  matter 
into  consideration  next  year,  and  pro- 
bably lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
scheme  very  much  better  fitted  to  meet 
the  interests  of  the  public,  and  more  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  founda- 
tion. This  would  not  be  the  first  time 
that  this  Institution  had  been  reformed 
by  Parliament.  Fifty  years  ago  an  Act 
was  passed  reciting  that  it  was  desirable 
to  carry  into  effect  the  intentions  of  the 
founder,  and  in  pursuance  of  that  Act 

Mr.  Buchanan 


16  primary  schools  were  established  in 
the  City  of  Edinburgh.  The' Act  of  1882, 
which  was  passed  at  the  instance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella),  also  contained 
a  recital  to  the  efifect  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  that  Act  to  carry  out  more 
fully  than  at  present  the  spirit  of  the 
founder's  intentions.  The  words  of  the 
will  were — 

"  That  this  should  be  a  Trust  for  poor  father- 
less bairns,  sons  of  decayed  borgessas  in  th« 
City  of  Edinburgh." 

The  spirit  of  the  founder's  intention  had 
been  carried  out  faithfully  by  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Trust  until  the  present 
day.  Now,  for  the  first  time,  the  Com- 
mission, consisting  of  gentlemen  for 
whom  there  could  only  be  the  deepeet 
respect,  had  taken  upon  themselves  to 
examine  into  the  oircumstanoes  of  the 
Trust ;  and  with  the  best  intention  he 
was  bound  to  say  they  had  prepared  a 
scheme  which  differed  in  most  material 
respects  from  the  intentions  of  the  pious 
founder.  In  doing  so  they  had  set 
against  them  the  opinion  of  Edinburgh, 
and  of  those  towns  in  Scotland  which 
possessed  similar  Trusts.  The  Town 
Council  had  unanimously  petitioned 
against  this  scheme,  and  if  there  was 
anybody  which  represented  the  public 
opinion  of  Edinburgh  it  was  the  Town 
Council.  They  had  all  the  parish  mi- 
nisters against  it;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  had  a  Petition  from  the  Free 
Presbytery  against  it ;  and  the  Trades 
Council,  which  represented  all  the  work- 
ing classes  in  the  city,  and  other  public 
bodies,  were  equally  opposed  to  the 
scheme.  That  afiPorded  primd  facts 
ground  for  delaying  this  matter.  They 
did  not  ask  for  a  final  decision  to  be 
come  to.  They  only  asked  that  the 
scheme  should  be  delayed  for  final 
consideration.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  late  Vice  President  (Mr.  Mundella), 
when  the  Educational  Endowments  Bill 
was  passed  in  1882,  said  distinctly  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Ednca- 
tion  Department  to  interfere  with  the 
free  schools  in  Edinburgh.  He  would 
not  hold  his  right  hon.  Eriend  respon- 
sible for  what  the  Commissioners  had 
done;  but  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  was  some  evidence  of  what  the 
intention  of  the  House  was  when  the 
Bill  was  passed.  He  (Mr.  McLaren) 
submitted  that  in  acceding  to  this  Mo- 
tion the  House  would  be  not  only  doing 
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a  great  service  to  the  City  of  Edinburgh, 
and  to  the  poorer  inhabitants  of  Edin- 
burgh, but  they  would  be  doing  a  simple 
act  of  justice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  to  the  Scheme  of  the  Educational 
Endowment  (Scotland)  Commission  now  lying 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Endowments  of  Heriot's  Hospital." 
— {Mr,  Buchanan.) 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  regretted 
very  much  that  at  that  late  hour  he  was 
unable,  as  one  of  the  Commissioners 
whose  scheme  had  been  assailed,  to  ad- 
dress the  House  as  fully  as  he  could 
have  wished  upon  this  subject.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  remember 
that  the  Commissioners  were  appointed 
nnder  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  their 
duty  was  to  do  their  best  to  carry  out 
that  Act  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was 
oonceived.  They  had  certain  lines  laid 
down  for  them,  and  their  duty  was  to 
follow  those  lines.  One  of  the  condi- 
tions, about  which  a  good  deal  had 
already  been  said,  was  that  they  were 
bound  to  have  regard  to  the  spirit  of 
the  founder's  intentions.  Now,  the 
House  must  know  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  not  bound  by  any  arrange- 
ment or  Act  of  Parliament  that  might 
.have  been  passed  since  the  founder 
made  his  bequest;  but  they  were  re- 
ferred to  the  original  deed.  They  had 
also  to  construct  such  Governing  Bodies 
as  appeared  to  be  most  suitable  to  the 
work  which  they  would  be  called  upon 
to  perform.  The  changes  which  the 
Commissioners  had  proposed  in  their 
scheme  were  not  suggested  from  any 
doubt  that  the  present  Governing  Body 
had  done  their  best,  but  from  a  convic- 
tion that  a  smaller  body,  composed  of 
persons  elected  with  special  reference 
to  the  work  they  had  to  do,  would  be 
a  more  efficient  Governing  Body  than 
the  whole  of  the  Town  Council,  with 
the  City  ministers,  none  of  whom  occu- 
pied their  positions  because  of  any  spe- 
cial fitness  for  this  particular  work. 
Many  of  them  might  be  considered  most 
highly-qualified  men  ;  but  this  was  not 
the  special  work  for  which  Town  Coun- 
cillors and  City  ministers  were  appointed. 
The  Commissioners  proposed  to  reduce 
the  Governing  Body  to  21  members. 
Eleven  of  those  were  to  be  elected  by 
the  Town  Council,  and  three  by  the 


School  Board,  so  that  the  public  bodies 
of  the  City  had  a  majority  (two-thirds) 
on  the  Board.  There  were,  besides, 
one  member  to  be  elected  by  the  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce ;  two  to  be  elected  by 
the  City  ministers ;  one  minister,  not  of 
the  Established  Church,  to  be  elected 
by  the  Town  Council;  two  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Senate  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  Edinburgh;  and  one  by  the 
Eoyal  Society.  Considering  the  nature 
of  the  duties  that  fell  upon  the  Govern- 
ing Body,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  this  was  a  carefully- constructed 
Board.  The  Board  at  present  was 
three  times  as  numerous  as  the  Govern- 
ing Body  which  George  Heriot  had  in 
view  in  his  will ;  and  the  scheme  now 
proposed  introduced  such  changes  as 
made  it  more  necessary  that  the  Go- 
verning Body  should  be  elected  with 
special  regard  to  the  duties  which  it 
had  to  undertake.  The  objection  to  the 
existing  Governing  Body  was  not  new. 
Exception  was  taken  to  it  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  and  Hospitals 
Commission,  which  set  forth  that  while 
Town  Councils  had  exercised  their 
patronage  with  fairness  and  impar- 
tiality, they  were 

**  A  variable  body,  and,  as  a  rule,  too  much 
inclined  to  regard  merely  the  wishes  of  the 
community,  without  reference  to  what  was  best 
in  the  interests  of  education.'* 

A  citizen  of  Edinburgh,  a  late  Chair- 
man of  the  School  Board,  who,  he  was 
Bure,  commanded  the  respect  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan) — Professor  Cal- 
derwood — gave  this  evidence — 

"  I  think  there  is  an  obvious  disadvantage  to 
us  as  a  City,  in  conneotion  with  our  municipal 
elections,  that  this  question  of  the  Heriot  Trust, 
and  the  use  of  the  Heriot  money,  should  come 
up  as  influencing  the  elections  to  the  Town 
Council.  I  think  that  anything  that  could  be 
done  to  deliver  our  City  from  the  possibility  of 
that  should  be  done." 

In  the  same  way  the  Endowed  Institu- 
tions Commission  reported  in  the  follow- 
ing words : — 

**  While  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  right 
and  of  the  interest  of  any  members  of  the  com- 
munity to  express  their  opinion  in  a  matter 
which  they  consider  important  to  themselves 
and  their  families,  we  think  that  the  kind  of 
control  and  pressure  which  is  now  indicated  is 
one  to  which  the  Governors  of  such  an  institu- 
tion ought  not  to  be  exposed,  and  is  incom- 
patible with  due  administration." 

That  statement  was  called  forth  by  evi- 
dence before  the  Commission,  showing 
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that  the  conduct  of  the  Governors  of 
Heriot's  Hospital  was  made  a  leading 
question  at  the  municipal  elections,  and 
that  Town  Councillors  were  elected  with 
regard  to  how  they  pledged  themselves 
to  act  in  the  matter  of  the  free  schools. 
The  conclusion  was  not  that  Town 
Councillors  should  have  nothing  to  do 
with  such  bequests,  but  that  those  be- 
quests should  be  managed  by  men  who 
could  exercise  free  judgment  as  to  what 
was  best  to  be  done — Town  Councils,  in 
common  with  other  public  bodies,  being 
represented  on  the  Governing  Body. 
With  regard .  to  the  free  schools,  while 
the  Commissioners  proposed  to  close 
those  schools,  they  did  not  propose  to 
put  an  end  to  free  teaching.  Those 
free  schools  were  not  contemplated,  and 
were  not  provided  for  by  George  Heriot. 
They  were  the  creation  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  in  1836.  When  they  went 
back  to  the  deed  of  George  Heriot,  they 
found  that  his  object  was  to  erect 

"A  hospital  and  Beminary  of  orphans,  for 
education,  nursing,  and  upbringing  of  youth, 
being  poor  orphans  and  fatherless  children  of 
decayed  burgesses,  and  freemen  of  the  said 
burgh — destitute,  and  left  without  means." 

Thus  the  institution  wsis  not  founded 
for  the  whole  of  the  poor  of  Edinburgh, 
but  for  the  orphan  children  of  burgesses 
who  were  poor,  but  had  been  in  better 
circumstances.  The  object,  then,  should 
be  neither  to  relieve  the  ordinary  poor 
rate  nor  the  ordinary  school  rate,  but  to 
dc  all  that  possibly  could  be  done  for 
such  poor  as  Heriot  had  in  view.  They 
allowed  that  the  free  schools  had  done 
a  good  work  ;  but  it  did  not  follow  that 
more  might  not  have  been  done.  For 
instance,  had  they  taken  moderate  fees 
from  such  scholars  as  could  afford  to 
pay  them,  the  Governors  might  have 
extended  the  benefit  over  a  far  greater 
number.  Again,  by  not  placing  their 
schools  under  inspection  for  Government 
grants,  the  Governors  had  lost  money 
to  the  Trust.  They  had  in  that  way 
lost  about  £4,000  a-year  to  the  Trust 
for  many  years  past.  They  had  had  so 
much  less  money  to  expend  on  other 
educational  work.  And,  besides  that, 
they  had  done  an  injury  to  the  scholars. 
They  had  not  improved  their  schools  as 
they  would  have  been  forced  to  do  under 
inspection  for  grants.  It  was  notorious 
that  the  Heriot  schools  were  npt  equal 
to  the  Board  schools  in  the  matter  of 
accommodation  and  general  equipment 

Mr.  7.  A.  Camphell 


— a  state  of  things  that  would  not  have 
been  possible  had  they  been  under  Go- 
vernment inspection  for  grants.  The 
attendance  had  been  excellent ;  but  no 
wonder,  because  if  the  children  did  not 
attend  they  lost  their  places  in  the 
school,  and  the  School  Board  officer 
would  send  them  to  the  Board  school, 
where  they  would  have  to  pay.  It  was 
no  wonder  that  free  schools,  alongside 
of  schools  with  fees,  were  well  attended. 
He  did  not  deny  that  the  educational 
results  in  the  Heriot  schools  had  been 
very  good ;  but  he  said  that  better  work 
might  have  been  done  at  less  expense. 
What  was  proposed  in  the  scheme  now 
before  Parliament  was  to  spend  upon 
free  education  for  poor  children  at  public 
or  State-aided  schools  £3,500,  to  spend 
£250  on  maintenance  and  clothing,  and 
also  to  give  bursaries  at  these  schools  to 
the  extent  of  £2,150,  so  that  upon  ordi- 
nary elementary  education  the  proposal 
was  that  £5,900  should  be  spent.  Then 
as  to  the  Hospital  School.  The  Hos- 
pital system  was  to  be  abolished,  and 
that  in  itself  would,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commissioners  and,  he  thought,  of 
many  others,  be  a  good  point  gained. 
The  school  which  was  to  be  established 
in  the  Hospital  building  was  not  to  be, 
as  it  had  been  described,  a  day  secondary 
school ;  it  was  to  be  a  school  of  a 
peculiar  character,  embracing  technical 
instruction,  and  have  many  appliances 
not  usually  found  in  secondary  schools. 
The  nature  of  the  proposed  school  could 
be  gathered  from  what  was  said  in  the 
scheme  as  to  the  subjects  of  instruc- 
tion— 

'*  The  Qovemors  shall  take  especial  care  to 
secure  thorough  and  advanced  teaching  in 
mathematics,  drawing,  and  modem  languages. 
The  classes  in  mechanics,  physics,  and  che- 
mistry shall  in  all  cases  he  associated  with 
sufficient  experimental  demonstration  and  prac- 
tical teaching,  and  the  Governors  shall  provide 
proper  laboratory  accommodation  for  the  pur- 
pose. The  use  of  tools  shall  he  taught  in  work- 
shops to  be  provided  by  the  Governors,  but  not 
the  practice  of  any  specific  trade.'* 

A  school  of  that  kind  was  not  intended 
to  be  an  avenue  to  the  University ;  but 
there  was  a  provision  made  that  any 
scholar  showing  a  particular  talent  for 
classics  should  be  sent  to  the  High 
School.  There  were  bursaries  to  help 
such  scholars  there.  The  expenditure 
proposed  for  this  school  altogether  would 
be  £4,700.  It  was  not,  as  had  been 
stated  by  a  Circular  which  he  held  in 
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his  hand,  to  be  placed  in  a  lower  posi- 
tion than  any  public  State-aided  school. 
It  was  to  be  a  very  different  kind  of 
school  from  any  ordinary  State-aided 
school,  and  in  some  respects  would  be 
placed  in  an  altogether  higher  position. 
On  the  subject  of  the  Heriot-Watt  Obl- 
lege  it  was  not  necessary  to  detain 
the  House.  The  scheme  proposed  that 
£5,300,  including  bursaries,  be  applied 
to  that  object.  Bursaries  were  proposed 
to  be  given  to  the  High  School,  and 
bursaries  and  fellowships  in  the  Uni- 
versity, and  a  sum  of  £1,000  was  to  be 
expended  on  the  higher  education  of 
girls.  Altogether  it  was  proposed ,  under 
this  scheme,  to  expend  on  the  various 
objects  embraced  oy  it  £18,570.  The 
Governors  had  instructions  as  to  the 
spending  of  the  surplus ;  but  there  was 
this  sum  definitely  prescribed  to  be  ex- 
pended out  of  the  net  income  of  £21,000. 
He  would  pass  on  to  allude  to  a  not 
very  creditable  handbill  which  had  come 
into  bis  possession.  That  handbill,  he 
thought,  accounted  for  the  very  large 
Petition  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Buchanan)  had  presented  from  Edin- 
burgh. He  really  did  not  wonder  that 
the  citizens  of  Edinburgh,  after  reading 
that  paper,  should  wish  to  sign  a  Peti- 
tion against  the  scheme.  The  citizens 
were  asked  to  sign  the  Petition — 

"  To  preTent  the  poor  of  the  City  from  being 
robbed,  and  the  free  schools  dosed,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  scholarships  and  bursaries  for 
the  children  of  the  middle  and  upper  classes." 

But,  when  they  looked  at  the  bursaries 
and  scholarships  provided,  what  did 
they  find?  That  they  were  expressly 
restricted  to  the  children  of  parents 
who  were  in  such  circumstances  as  to 
require  assistance.  With  three  excep- 
tions, all  those  bursaries  were  restricted 
to  the  poor.  There  was  nothing  said 
about  poverty  with  regard  to  the  bur- 
saries, amounting  to  £300,  for  Queen's 
scholars,  who  were  young  people  pre- 
paring to  be  school  teachers.  The  High 
School  bursaries,  again,  amounting  to 
£570,  had  no  condition  of  poverty  at- 
tached to  them ;  but  they  were  included 
in  the  scheme,  because  the  High  School 
was  one  of  those  institutions  to  which 
George  Heriot  showed  distinct  favour. 
in  fact,  according  to  Heriot's  will,  all 
the  scholars  were  to  be  educated  and 
trained  there ;  and,  therefore,  the  Com- 
nussioners  felt  that  it  was  desirable  to 
do  something  for  the  High  School,  in 


memory  of  Heriot.  His  interest  in  the 
University  the  Commissioners  had  re- 
cognized in  a  similar  way;  but,  with 
those  exceptions,  all  the  bursaries  were 
restricted  to  the  poor.  Those  exceptions 
amounted  to  £1,170  out  of  a  total  net 
income  of  £21,000.  He  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbell)  had  also  to  notice  a  telegram 
which  had  been  sent  to  many  Members 
of  the  House,  urging  them — 

**  To  do  their  very  best  to  oppose  the  Heriot 
confiscation  scheme." 

He  wished  to  ask,  where  was  the  con- 
fiscation ?  A  statement  which  was  cir- 
culated by  the  Governors  told  how  the 
funds  were  left  by  George  Heriot  for 
the  City  of  Edinburgh ;  but  they  were 
left  to  that  City  for  a  certain  pur- 
pose— for  the  purpose  of  doin^  good 
of  a  certain  kind  to  a  certain  class  of 
youth.  Circumstances  had  so  altered 
that  Heriot's  design  must  be  extended 
— the  Governors  themselves  admitted 
that — but  it  was  not  to  be  done  simply 
by  providing,  as  the  statement  said,  that 
the  funds — 

<'  Shall  be  enjoyed  by  the  greatest  possible 
number  of  the  citizens,*' 

but  that  they  shall  do  the  greatest 
possible  educational  good  to  the  com- 
munity of  Edinburgh.  No  scheme  had 
received  more  careful  consideration  from 
the  Commissioners.  They  heard  evi- 
dence, they  published  a  scheme,  they 
heard  objections  to  it,  they  gave  effect 
to  many  of  the  objections,  and  then  they 
sent  their  scheme  as  altered  and  com- 
pleted to  the  Education  Department, 
where,  after  full  examination,  it  was 
approved  of.  They  had  sought  by  this 
scheme  to  propose  what  they  believed 
to  be  best  for  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  Edinbur&^h,  and  most  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  founder's  inten- 
tions ;  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
not  reject  it. 

Mr.  EAMSAT  said,  he  would  not  at 
that  late  hour  (2.40)  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  few  moments.  He  had 
listened  attentively  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan),  who,  he  was 
glad  to  say,  gave  the  Commissioners 
credit  for  having  paid  great  attention 
to  the  framing  of  the  scheme.  Although 
he  (Mr.  Ramsay)  was  one  of  those  who 
was  responsible  for  the  contents  of  the 
scheme,  he  felt  that  the  people  of  Edin- 
burgh had  reason  to  be  gratef'il  to  the 
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Commissioners  for  having  attended  so 
carefully  to  the  interests  of  the  poor, 
especially  in  regard  to  the  allocation  of 
the  funds.  Talk  of  robbery  and  confis- 
cation !  Terms  of  that  kind  were  not 
less  applicable  than  they  were  to  this 
scheme.  Nothing  had  been  taken  from 
the  people  of  Edinburgh.  The  three 
Commissioners  had  all  united  in  con- 
sidering that  the  Governing  Body  should 
be  altered ;  and  though  his  hon.  Friend 
had  not  said  anything  special  against 
the  change  in  the  Governing  Body,  yet 
those  who  would  take  the  trouble  to 
read  the  examination  of  counsel  who 
were  heard  before  the  Commissioners 
would  find  that  the  alteration  of  the 
Governing  Body  was  the  chief  blot  in 
their  scheme  in  the  opinion  of  the  pre- 
sent Governors.  The  reasons  which 
rendered  the  change  necessary  were  very 
simple.  His  hon.  Friend  had  read  the 
opinion  of  the  Chairman  of  the  School 
Board  with  reference  to  the  proposal  to 
modify  the  free  schools,  and  to  alter  the 
constitution  of  the  Governing  Body. 
Professor  Calderwood  had  declared  it 
might  be  a  disadvantage ;  but  he  feared 
it  was  one  of  those  things  that  were  un- 
aroidable  where  they  had  popular  repre- 
sentation, the  citizens  being  the  consti- 
tuency to  whom  the  Governors  were 
amenable.  He  feared,  however  dan- 
gerous it  might  be,  there  was  no  escape 
from  it.  But  if  that  was  all  the  defence 
that  could  be  made  of  the  constitution 
of  the  Governing  Body  and  against  the 
doing  away  of  these  free  schools,  he 
thought  it  was  a  necessity  that  the  Com- 
mission should  consider  the  expediency 
of  keeping  up  a  system  of  free  educa- 
tion alongside  of  Board  Schools  main- 
tained at  the  public  expense  of  the  rate- 
payers, and  he  concluded  that  having 
approved  of  the  Commissioners'  appoint- 
ment Her  Majesty  would  not  set  aside 
their  appointment  now  by  rejecting  their 
scheme.  An  hon.  Member  had  said  the 
scheme  should  be  returned  to  the  Com- 
missioners; that  they  might  modify  it 
in  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  community. 
But  could  the  House  suppose  that  seven 
gentlemen,  who  had  laboured  long  and 
without  remuneration,  would  sit  again 
and  return  a  verdict  against  themselves 
on  the  evidence  adduced  before  them, 
when  all  parties  interested  and  concerned 
in  this  undertaking  h^d  already  been 
heard  at  the  greatest  possible  length  ? 
He  hoped  the  result  of  this  discussion 

Mr,  Ramsay 


would  be  that  the  House  would  stamp 
with  its  approval  the  labour  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  E.  Staotope)  said,  it 
was  his  duty,  in  the  first  place,  to  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  scheme  came  before 
them.  He  believed  that  it  came  before 
them  with  the  unanimous  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Educational  Endowments 
Commission,  which  was  composed  of 
gentlemen  in  whom  he  believed  the 
House  still  placed  the  greatest  possible 
confidence,  and  two  of  whom  they  had 
heard  speak  that  evening.  The  scheme 
having  been  framed  by  them  was  put 
before  the  Education  Department,  was 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Mundella),  and  by  him 
submitted  to  the  Scottish  Committee  of 
the  Council  of  Education.  The  Commit- 
tee, after  considering  the  matter,  as  he 
was  informed,  in  all  its  details,  unani- 
mously agreed  to  recommend  it  to  Par- 
liament for  adoption,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  scheme  was  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  Personally,  therefore,  he 
was  not  in  any  way  responsible  for  the 
scheme ;  it  was  the  scheme  of  his  Pre* 
decessor;  but  it  had  been  his  duty  to 
examine  that  scheme  thoroughly  for  him- 
self, and  to  see  whether  there  were  any 
real  grounds  on  which,  after  such  exami- 
nation, it  would  become  his  duty  to  re- 
commend the  House  to  reject  it.  Well, 
it  did  appear  to  him,  after  examination, 
that  there  were  some  details  in  it  of  which 
he  should  not  have  approved.  But  they 
were  matters  of  detail  only,  and  mat- 
ters which  had  they  come  before  him  he 
would  have  desired  to  see  amended; 
and  he  found  that  there  was  g^at  dif- 
ference of  opinion  in  Edinburgh  as 
there  might  be  expected  to  exist  with 
regard  to  any  other  scheme.  But  there 
was  an  almost  universal  agreement  on  the 
part  of  all  who  had  occasion  to  inquire 
into  this  matter  for  years  past  that 
great  changes  were  necessary  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  Trust,  and  in  par- 
ticular in  altering  fundamentally  the 
Governing  Body.  Having  examined  the 
scheme,  it  certainly  seemed  to  him  that 
there  was  nothing  in  it  at  all  inconsistent 
with  an  honest  intention  to  carry  out  so 
far  as  possible  the  original  intention  of 
the  founder.  He  saw  a  great  deal  in 
the  scheme  to  commend,  and  he  believed 
it  to  be  thoroughly  calculated  to  im- 
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prove  the  {tdministration  of  the  Trust, 
and  to  remedy  the  eyils  "which  had  been 
disoovered.  He  should,  therefore,  sup- 
port the  scheme  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
reject  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh. 

Sir  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
as  Chairman  of  the  former  Commission 
which  inquired  into  the  Endowment 
Scheme,  he  desired  to  support  the  views 
of  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  commended 
this  scheme,  and  to  say  a  few  words  in 
opposition  to  one  or  two  remarks  that 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
StaflFord  (Mr.  McLaren).  The  views  of 
the  earlier  Compaission  very  much  agreed 
with  those  of  the  Commissioners  who  pro- 
posed the  present  scheme.  They  did  not 
wish  to  abolish  the  free  schools,  but  they 
did  what  was  equivalent  to  something 
that  was  proposed  in  the  scheme ;  they 
recommended  that  payment  should  be 
introduced,  and  that  some  strict  rules 
should  be  introduced  with  reference  to 
the  instruction  given  to  the  children.  In 
that  respect  they  differed,  but  in  general 
principles  they  thoroughly  concurred. 
In  no  respect  did  he  go  more  strongly 
with  the  opinion  of  the  recent  Commis- 
sion than  on  the  absolute  necessity,  as  a 
condition  of  any  reform,  of  some  change 
in  the  Governing  Body  ;  and  he  must  say 
that  the  present  Governing  Body  were 
very  unreasonable  in  their  desire  to 
monopolize  the  administration  of  this 
fund.  That  question  had  been  decided 
over  and  over  again  in  Edinburgh,  and 
it  was  in  evidence  that  it  was  most  unde- 
sirable that  the  Governing  Body  should 
consist  wholly  of  municipal  authorities. 
The  Commission  of  1864  was  of  the 
same  opinion.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  had  said  that  the  free  schools 
were  consistent  with  the  principles  of  the 
Heriot  foundation.  He  denied  that,  and 
in  his  opinion  and  in  that  of  all  his  Col- 
leagues on  the  Commission  it  constituted 
a  great  deviation  from  the  intentions  of 
the  founder.  The  Trust  was  left  for 
poor  orphans,  the  children  of  destitute 
burgesses  ;  but  the  words  had  received  a 
wider  application — they  had  been  made 
applicable  to  the  poor  of  Edinburgh 
generally  by  the  institution  of  free  day 
schools.  That  took  place  50  years  ago, 
and  in  those  times,  when  there  was 
no  public  provision  for  education,  there 
were  very  good  reasons  for  considering 
such  a  proposal  as  a  fair  one  to  which 


to  apply  those  large  funds.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  no  Parliament  of  the 
present  day  would  have  come  to  that 
conclusion,  and  now  that  public  funds 
were  provided  for  education  he  thought 
it  would  be  unreasonable  to  continue  the 
free  schools.  Then,  in  regard  to  the 
management  of  the  schools,  it  deviated 
from  the  original  intention  not  only  in 
principle,  but  in  effect  It  was  the  con- 
clusion at  which  the  Commission  arrived 
that  a  very  large  number  of  children  at 
the  schools  were  quite  able  to  pay  fees 
— that  was  the  evidence  given.  Not 
merely  was  that  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mission, but  it  was  the  opinion  of  the 
GoverningBody  themselves, who  brought 
in  a  scheme  proposing  to  take  fees  from 
scholars,  which  unfortunately,  from  some 
technicality,  was  rejected  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  He  thought  the 
present  scheme  was  well  deserving  of 
the  support  of  the  House ;  and  after  the 
long  controversy  that  had  gone  on  for 
20  years  it  was  high  time  that  they 
should  arrive  at  a  settlement  of  the 
question  on  a  fair  and  liberal  interpre- 
tation of  the  terms  of  the  Trust. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  at  that  late 
hour  he  did  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  for  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
This  subject  was  one  which  had  occu- 
pied a  great  deal  of  attention,  and  one 
on  which  he  should  have  been  glad  to 
have  a  discussion  earlier,  so  that  a  real 
and  thorough  ventilation  of  the  merits 
of  the  scheme  might  have  taken  place. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan)  had  stated  his 
case  with  great  ability,  and  had  done 
his  best  in  the  interest  of  his  clients. 
His  Successor,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  had  also 
stated  his  view  of  the  matter.  In  one 
respect  only  did  he  disagree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  statement. 
But  before  alluding  to  that,  he  would 
say  that  the  Oommission  appointed  to 
deal  with  the  question  was  as  fair  and 
impartial  a  Commission  as  could  have 
been  selected.  The  Lord  Provost  of 
Edinburgh,  who  was  at  one  time  at  the 
head  of  the  Heriot  Governors,  was  ap- 
pointed a  member  of  the  Commission 
in  order  to  see  that  the  Heriot  Gk)vemor8 
were  properly  dealt  with.  The  Lord 
Provost  of  Glasgow  was  also  another 
member.  There  was  also  Lord  Shand, 
who  was  deservedly  esteemed  among 
the  most  respectable  citizens  of  Edm^ 
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burghy  and  the  whole  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  had  been  perfectly  unanimous 
on  the  scheme.  Two  previous  Commis- 
sions had  agreed  upon  the  absolute  ne- 
eessitj  of  reforming  the  Governing 
Body.  He  did  not  want  to  say  one 
word  about  past  management  on  that 
occasion,  or  raise  any  question  about  it ; 
but  he  did  say  that  the  necessity  of  re- 
form was  imperative,  and  had  been  ab- 
solutely affirmed  by  every  Commission 
that  had  considered  the  question — and 
there  had  been  four  Commissions.  Well, 
when  the  Commissioners  sent  in  their 
scheme,  the  Education  Department  ad- 
vertised for  objections,  and  they  received 
the  present  Lord  Provost  of  Edinburgh, 
Sir  Qeorge  Harrison,  and  a  deputation 
from  Edinburgh  to  make  their  objections 
to  the  scheme.  What  did  Sir  George 
Harrison  say?  He  said  that  nothing 
could  exceed  the  patience  of  the  Com- 
missioners— that  they  had  heard  and 
reheard  them  again  and  again ;  that 
they  had  heard  them  by  counsel,  and  in 
every  shape,  and  that  they  had  modified 
their  scheme  as  much  as  they  possibly 
could  in  order  to  meet  their  views.  Sir 
George  Harrison  admitted  that ;  but  he 
also  went  further,  and  said — 

"  We  have  presented  our  scheme  to  the  Com- 
miBsioners,  and  they  have  presented  theirs  to  us. 
We  naturally  prefer  our  own  scheme  ;  but,*'  he 
continued,  *'  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  is  absolutely  pre- 
ferable to  the  soheme  under  which  we  are  now 
working.'* 

Those  were  the  statements  of  Sir  George 
Harrison  and  the  deputation.  What  did 
the  Education  Department  do  ?  They 
did  not,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  said,  pass  the  soheme;  they 
simply  called  the  Scottish  Committee  of 
Council  together  and  placed  it  before 
them.  The  Department  made  no  re- 
commendations. They  had  the  scheme, 
and  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
knew,  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  the  Earl  of 
Eosebery,  the  late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
Balfour),  Mr.  Baxter,  and  the  whole  of 
the  Scottish  Committee  were  present  on 
the  occasion.  They  carefully  investi- 
gated the  scheme,  and  they  came  unani- 
mously to  their  conclusion.  They  found 
there  were  points  of  detail  which  might 
be  amended  afterwards.  It  was  not 
difficult  to  amend  one  or  two  small  de- 
tails of  the  scheme ;  but  it  was  thought 
most  undesirable,  seeing  the  pains  which 
the  Commissioners  had  taken,  that  this 

Mr.  Mundelh 


matter,  whioh  had  been  debated  for  20 
years,  should  not  be  finally  settled.  The 
Privy  Council  came  to  the  unanimous  con- 
clusion that  it  ought  to  be  settled.  A  new 
Government  had  come  into  Offibe,  and 
the  scheme  was  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
He  was  willing  to  take  the  responsibility 
for  having  assisted  the  Council  to  pass 
the  scheme.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in 
recommending  the  House  to  pass  the 
soheme  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  recom- 
mended them  to  do  the  very  best  thing 
that  could  possibly  be  done  for  the 
people  of  Edinburgh.  A  nobler  scheme 
had  never  been  brought  before  that 
House ;  and ,  although  he  never  suggested 
a  line  of  it,  he  said  it  was  of  immense 
value  and  importance  to  the  City  of 
Edinburgh.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan)  objected  to  the 
closing  of  the  free  schools ;  but  he  had 
noticed  that  they  were  increasing  the 
free  schooling.  At  present  those  very 
schools  gave  free  education  to  4,500 
children  in  very  bad  schools — in  schools 
which  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  would 
condemn  at  least  to  the  extent  of  one- 
half  of  them.  Those  schools,  if  the 
scheme  of  the  Governors  were  adhered 
to,  would,  in  several  instances,  have  to 
be  entirely  rebuilt,  at  an  enormous  ex- 
penditure on  the  capital  account,  and 
the  Governors  would  not  be  able  to  * 
carry  out  their  scheme,  because  it  would 
cost  too  much  ;  so  that,  instead  of  giving 
education  to  4,500  children,  the  Com- 
missioners recommended  that  the  sum 
of  £3,500  a-year  should  be  applied, 
which,  at  the  rate  of  10«.  per  head, 
would  educate  7,000  children  free,  in- 
stead of  4,500,  and  that,  too,  under  the 
best  possible  conditions.  More  than 
that,  the  children  would  not  be  marked 
as  charity  children,  as  was  now  the  case. 
They  would  all  be  in  the  same  schools 
and  would  be  free  from  the  taunt  of 
being  charity  children.  If  free  schools, 
were  coming  to  the  front,  those  who  de- 
manded that  the  vast  bulk  of  this  charity 
should  be  spent  iii  maintaining  free 
schools  were  simply  robbing  the  poor. 
I**  Oh !  *n  Yes ;  was  it  the  intention  of 
George  Heriot  to  do  that  which  the 
State  and  the  rates  were  going  to  do  ? 
It  was  to  do  for  the  children  that  which 
they  could  not  do  for  themselves ;  and 
if  hon.  Members  would  compare  the  two 
schemes  and  their  advantages,  there 
would  not  be  a  moment's  hesitation  on 
the  subject,  and  he  believed  that  two 
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years  Hence  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
thankful  to  that  House  for  passing  this 
scheme,  and  that  the  citizens  of  Edin- 
burgh would  be  thankful  for  it.  There 
would  be  a  large  increase  of  free  educa- 
tion in  good  schools,  and  a  large  acces- 
sion of  funds  for  the  purpose  of  edu- 
cating the  young  people  of  Edinburgh. 
Was  George  Heriot's  money  ever  in- 
tended to  take  the  place  of  a  Govern- 
ment grant,  or  was  it  intended  to  relieve 
the  rich  ratepayers  of  Edinburgh?  Why, 
the  thing  was  an  absurdity.  There  would 
be  a  number  of  bursaries  which  would 
enable  poor  scholars  to  go  up  to  the 
University.  He  should  be  glad  if  he 
could  secure  the  same  advantages  for 
another  town  about  the  size  of  Edin- 
burgh. There  would  also  be  a  technical 
schools  of  the  most  excellent  character, 
and  night  schools  for  commercial  and 
other  purposes.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  not  hesitate  to  pass  the  scheme. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  15;  Noes 
49  :  Majority  34.— (Div.  List,  No.  246.) 


CBOWN  LANDS  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  To-morrou>^  read  and 
ditchiirgtd, 

Ordired,  That  the  Bill  he  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  Five  Memhers,  Three  to  he 
nominated  hy  the  House  and  Two  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Qrd&r$d,  That  aU  Petitions  against  the  Bill 
presented  two  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee  he  referred  to  the  Committee  ; 
that  the  Petitioners  praying  to  he  heard  by 
themselyes,  their  Counsel,  or  Agents,  he  heard 
against  the  Bill,  and  Counsel  heard  in  support 
of  the  Bill, 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  hare  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered^  That  Three  he  the  quorum. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE   STAFF  SUPER- 
AKNUATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart- Wohtley,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Metropolitan  Police  Staff  Super- 
annuation Act,  1875,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in 
hy  Mr.  Stvabt  -  Wobtlbt  and  Sir  Henbt 
Holland. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o'clock. 


MINUTES.]— ^««  Fint  in  Farliament--Th9 
Earl  of  Aylesford,  after  the  death  of  his 
hrother. 

Public  Bills — Second  Beading  —  Polehampton 
Estates •  (183);  National  Debt*;  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Corrupt  Practices)* 
(199);  School  Boards*  (200);  Exchequer 
and  Treasury  Bills  * ;  Greenwich  Hospital  • 
(201);  Post  Office  Sites*  (181);  Puhlic 
Health  (Members  and  Officers)  *  (194). 

Committee — Eeport — Waterworks  Clauses  Act 
(1847)  Amendment  (127);  Cholera  Hospitals 
(Ireland)  (182) :  Turnpike  Acts  Continu- 
ance* (174);  Public  Health  (Ships.  &c.)* 
(186) ;  Artillery  and  Rifle  Eanges  •  (193). 

ffd^W— Submarine  Telegraph  Cables  (203). 

Third  Heading  —  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  (England)  (196) ;  Land  Purchase 
(Ireland)  (205),  Kudipaiied, 

GIANTS*  CAUSEWAY.  PORTRUSH,  AND 

BUSH  VALLEY  RAILWAY  AND 

TRAMWAYS  BILL. 

THIRD   BEADINa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing  read. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*." 

LoKD  VENTEY,  in  rising  to  move — 

"That  so  much  of  Standing  Order  No.  116 
be  suspended  as  requires  the  insertion  in  the 
Bill  of  provisions  forfeiting  in  certain  contin- 
gencies to  the  Crown  money  deposited  under 
the  Standing  Orders  ;  " 

and  also  to  move  Amendments  restoring 
Clause  32  of  the  Bill  to  the  form  in 
which  it  was  sent  up  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  said,  he  had  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  take  a  course  which  he  was 
afraid  was  a  very  unusual  one.  He  had 
so  stroDg  a  sympathy  with  the  action 
usually  taken  by  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (the  Earl  of  Bedesdale)  with  re- 
ference to  the  Standing  Order  of  the 
House  that  it  was  with  great  hesitation 
he  had  undertaken  to  make  his  propo- 
sition. He  explained  that  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  desired  to  ask  their  Lordships 
to  put  back  in  the  measure  provisions 
passed  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
Those  provisions  had  for  their  object  to 
enable  the  promoters  to  recover  from 
the  Treasury  without  the  formality  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament  certain  money  de- 
posited as  a  guarantee  that  the  works 
authorized  in  the  Bill  would  be  carried 
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out.  He  urged  that  this  was  a  very 
special  case,  and  reminded  their  Lord- 
ships of  the  desirability  of  their  doing 
what  they  could  to  eucourage  undertak- 
ings of  this  kind  in  Ireland,  money  as  a 
general  rule  being  raised  for  them  in  that 
country  with  the  greatest  difficulty.  The 
noble  Lord  then  proceeded  to  describe 
the  railway,  pointing  as  a  proof  of  the 
bona  Jides  of  its  promoters  to  the  fact 
that  they  had  invested  upwards  of 
£30,000  in  the  undertaking.  He  ex- 
plained that  part  of  the  work  providedfor 
m  the  Bill  was  the  construction  of  water- 
works for  the  generation  of  electricity, 
which  was  the  motive  power  of  the  rail- 
way. Larger  works  than  would  be  im- 
mediately required  had  been  provided 
for,  so  as  to  admit  of  the  extension  of 
the  railway,  if  in  course  of  time  its  suc- 
cess warranted  an  extension.  It  was 
believed  that,  in  addition  to  the  tram- 
way between  Bush  Valley  and  Portrush, 
a  line  of  railway  might  be  constructed 
over  which  they  inight  be  able,  at  less 
expense  than  at  present,  to  convey  mine- 
rals and  goods  down  to  the  harbour  at 
Portrush.  He  thought  he  might  appeal 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  to 
support  his  Motion,  as  knowing  some- 
thing about  this  railway.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had,  he  thought,  given 
evidence  on  the  subject  before  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  thought  he  might  also  appeal  to  the 
noble  Earl  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  who  had  opened  a  portion  of 
this  railway,  and  which  was  at  present 
at  work.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Cowper) 
had  also  interested  himself  in  the  under- 
taking whilst  he  was  in  Ireland.  He 
urged  their  Lordships  to  do  a  great 
right  by  doing  a  little  wrong,  and  to 
support  the  action  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  this  matter. 

Moved,  "That  bo  much  of  Standing  Order 
No.  116  be  suspended  as  requires  the  insertion 
in  the  Bill  of  provisions  forfeiting  in  certain 
contingencies  to  the  Crown  money  deposited 
under  the  Standing  Orders.**  —  {Ths  Lord 
Ventry.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Redbsdale)  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  this  Motion  had  not  established 
any  ground  for  its  adoption.  He  main- 
tained that  great  difficulty  might  arise 
if  their  Lordships  were  to  sanction  the 
present  proposal,  because  next  Session 
other  Companies  might  come  forward 

l,ord  Ventry 


and  plead  what  had  now  been  done  as  a 
precedent  to  be  followed  in  respect  of 
their  undertakings.  The  argument  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  seemed  to  be  this 
— that  the  scheme  was  an  experiment  in 
electric  railways;  but  this  was  not  a 
powerful  argument.  It  would  not  be 
wise  to  interfere  with  the  Standing 
Orders  affecting  deposits,  the  object  of  the 
deposits  being  to  insure  the  objects  for 
which  the  Acts  were  obtained  being  car- 
ried out.  If  those  objects  were  not  car- 
ried out  the  deposits  were  forfeited.  If 
once  that  rule  were  allowed  to  be  broken 
through  they  might  just  as  well  do  away 
with  it  altogether. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  treated  this  as 
an  exceptional  case,  the  railway  being 
constructed  to  work  by  electricity,  and 
being,  therefore,  a  most  important  scien- 
tific experiment.  The  undertaking  eon- 
sisted  of  two  short  tramways,  worked 
from  a  central  point  by  the  water  power 
of  a  particular  stream,  utilized  to  gene- 
rate electricity.  This  was  not  a  case  in 
which  there  had  been  an  attempt  to  get 
a  guarantee  or  anything  of  that  kind, 
and  it  came  before  their  Lordships  as  a 
private  local  scheme  of  great  merit,  for 
which  the  funds  had  been  provided  by 
private  subscription.  There  was  a  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House — a  very  just  one 
— which  requird  the  promoters  of  these 
schemes  to  deposit  a  sum  of  money  as  a 
guarantee  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill.  The  BiU  had  infringed 
this  Standing  Order,  and  that  infringe- 
ment had  been  allowed  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  but  in  the  House  of  Lords 
it  had  been  struck  out,  and  their  Lord- 
ships were  now  asked  to  put  it  in  the 
same  condition  in  which  it  was  sent  up 
from  the  House  of  Commons.  What 
was  the  objection  to  that  ?  The  amount 
of  the  deposit  was  £1,200,  and  it  was  to 
protect  that  that  the  present  Motion  was 
made.  All  that  was  asked  was  that,  as 
this  was  a  scientific  experiment  which 
might  be  of  great  public  utility,  the  for> 
feiture  of  the  balance  should  not  be  en- 
forced against  those  who  were  finding 
the  funds  for  the  experiment.  The  case 
was  a  singular  exception  to  the  general 
rule,  and  he  thought  that  if  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Redesdale)  would  go 
over  to  Ireland  and  see  the  railway  and 
the  beautiful  country  through  which  it 
ran,  he  would  not  take  the  course  he 
was  now  taking. 
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The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  op  IEE- 
LAND  (Lord  Ashbouene)  said,  he  had 
taken  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  the 
Bill  ever  since  the  matter  had  come  be- 
fore the  Irish  public  and  the  University  of 
Dublin,  and  he  had  had  the  honour  and 
privilege  of  being  one  of  the  Members 
for  that  University  when  the  matter  came 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  attended  it  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons  in  fur- 
therance of  an  application  made  to  the 
Committee  exactly  similar  to  that  made 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Ventry). 
The  Committee  being  made  acquainted 
with  the  gravity  of  the  interests  in- 
volved, and  the  advantage  of  these  scien- 
tific experiments,  and  considering  that 
there  was  no  risk,  acquiesced  in  the 
claim  then  put  forward,  which  was  the 
same  as  the  one  now  under  decision. 
It  would  not  involve  the  Treasury  in  a 
farthing  of  loss  ;  but  it  was  important 
in  the  present  condition  of  Ireland  that 
the  scheme  should  not  be  handicapped 
and  hampered  by  a  Standing  Order. 
The  whole  sum  in  question  was  under 
£1,200.  "What  was  asked  was  this — 
that  if  at  any  time  the  scheme  of  the 
promoters  became  abortive,  that  instead 
of  the  balance  of  the  deposit  being 
handed  over  to  and  vested  in  the 
Treasury,  it  should  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland.  He 
had  great  respect  for  the  authority  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Eedesdale),  and 
agreed  that  the  House  was  under  great 
obligations  to  him ;  but  he  trusted  that 
after  further  consideration  he  would 
give  way.  If  he  mistook  not  the  noble 
Earl  himself  was  bom  on  the  site  of  this 
important  scientific  experiment. 

Lord  EMLY,  in  supporting  the  Mo- 
tion,'8aid,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  their 
Lordships  not  only  to  refrain  from  dis- 
couraging these  interesting  scientific 
experiments,  but  to  encourage  them  on 
every  opportunity.  Everyone  desired 
cheap  conveyance,  and  it  was  possible 
that  bj  this  railway  the  means  of  ob- 
taining that  would  be  demonstrated, 
and,  moreover,  everyone  who  took  an 
interest  in  science  desired  to  promote 
the  line. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
STJEY  (The  Earl  of  Iddesleigh)  said, 
he  was  placed  at  considerable  disad- 
vantage in  having  to  defend  the  case  of 
the  Treasury  in  this  matter  against  the 
very   powerful    arguments    which   had 

VOL.  CCXCIX.    [third  sebies.] 


been  ctddressed  to  their  Lordships  from 
difierent  quarters  of  the  House.  There 
were  arrangements  which  were  clearly 
well  calculated  to  prevent  such  schemes 
being  undertaken,  and  not  carried 
through.  Everyone  felt  that  the  Stand- 
ing Order  in  question  was  one  in  itself 
proper,  right,  and  useful ;  but  they 
were  asked  to  lay  it  aside  on  this  oc- 
casion, partly  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  very  difficult  to  get  capital  in  Ire- 
land to  carry  on  important  and  valuable 
enterprizes,  and  partly  on  the  ground 
that  this  was  a  case  of  science,  and 
that  their  Lordships  were  to  yield  to 
scientific  principles.  On  the  first  of 
these  arguments,  if  they  admitted  the 
difficulty  of  getting  capital  to  be  a  rea- 
son why  they  should  lay  aside  important 
and  valuable  safeguards,  they  were 
opening  the  door  to  very  dangerous 
consequences.  The  same  arguments 
would  be  used  over  and  over  again,  and 
every  case  might  be  nearly  as  strong 
though  not  quite  so  strong  as  the  last, 
and  in  that  way  they  might  break  down 
the  principle  altogether.  As  to  the 
scientific  part  of  the  arrangement,  that 
w as  an  i nterestin  g  feature .  He  had  had 
the  advantage  of  seeing  and  of  travelling 
over  the  railway,  and  he  admitted  that 
his  personal  interest  was  awakened  by 
the  sight  he  had  seen  there  and  the 
great  spirit  with  which  the  work  had 
been  carried  through.  But  he  would 
point  out  to  noble  Lords  that  if  they 
introduced  a  principle  by  which  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland  was  to  be 
allowed  to  deal  with  these  deposits  and 
to  give  back  this  surplus  to  the  pro- 
moters, they  would  be  introducing  an 
entirely  new  principle,  and  permitting 
the  breaking  down  of  the  Standing  Order. 
What  he  thought  could  possibly  be 
done  would  be  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
made  just  now  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  intro- 
duce some  safeguard  that  the  money 
might  be  taken  out  by  order  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  of  Ireland,  provided 
it  had  the  assent  of  the  Treasury.  There 
was  no  desire  to  impede  the  valuable 
work.  The  Treasury  would  be  quite 
prepared  to  make  a  proper  allowance ; 
but  he  thought  that  unless  they  bad  some 
safeguard  of  the  sort,  noble  Lords  would 
see  that  they  would  be  allowing  an  open- 
ing to  a  practice  which  would  go  on 
continuing,  and  would  get  more  and 
more  objectionable. 

3   L  Digitized  by  Google 


1763        Watmooris  ChuMS  Act       {LORDS}        {ISil)  Amendmmt  £m.      1764 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
said,  the  method  now  proposed  would 
remove  his  objections  to  the  proposal. 
He  w^  of  opinion  that  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury  ought  to  be  given  before 
application  was  made  to  the  Court. 

LoRP  VENTRY  said,  he  accepted  the 
proposal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, which  was  that  the  money  might 
be  taken  out  by  order  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  if  an  order  by  the  Treasury 
was  obtained. 


Further  debate  adjourned  to  Monday 
next. 

WATERWORKS  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  127.) 

(Th$  Viiwunt  Enfield.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  1  (Explanation  of  s.  68  of  Act 
10&  11  Vict.  c.  17). 

LoBD  BEAM  WELL  moved  to  amend 
the  clause  by  appending  to  it  the  follow- 
ing Proviso : — 

**  Provided  also,  that  where  the  water  rate  is 
ohargeahle  on  the  annual  valae  of  any  tene- 
ment,  the  rateable  value  of  which  has  not  been 
settled  by  the  local  authority,  or  which  may  be 
exempt  from  rating,  the  annual  value  of  such 
tenement  shall,  if  an^  dispute  arise  as  to  such 
value,  be  determined  in  the  manner  provided  by 
the  said  section.  This  clause  shall  come  into 
operation  concurrently  with  the  new  valuation 
list  on  the  sixth  day  of  April  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eight-six,  and  not  pre- 
viously." 

In  this  Amendment  he  observed  that 
there  were  two  substantial  matters.  The 
first  part  of  the  Amendment  provided  for 
cases  where  new  houses  were  building, 
which  could  not  be  in  the  assessment, 
and  also  for  places  not  in  l^e  assessment 
at  all,  such  as  churches 'tind  chapels. 
The  other  part  of  the  Amendment  was 
firamed  in  view  of  the  quinquennial 
valuation  next  April.  The  Water  Com- 
panies desired,  first  of  all,  to  avoid  having 
a  rate  made  on  the  present  assessment 
and  another  in  the  month  of  April, 
which  would  be  a  perfectly  needless 
thing. 

Afoved,  at  end  of  Clause  1,  to  add — 
*'  Provided  also,  that  where  the  water  rate  is 
chargeable  on  the  annual  value  of  any  tene- 
ment, the  rateable  value  of  which  has  not  been 
settled  by  the  local  authority,  or  which  may  be 
exempt  from,  rating,  the  annual  value  of  such 
tenement  shall,  if  any  dispute  arise  as  to  such 


value,  be  determined  in  the  manner  provided  by 
the  said  section.  This  clause  shall  come  into 
operation  concurrently  with  the  new  valuation 
list  on  the  sixth  day  of  April  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  and  not  pre- 
viously." — {The  Lord  BramwelL) 

Viscount  ENEIELD  said,  he  was 
unable  to  agree  to  the  Amendment. 
With  regard  to  churches  and  chapels, 
he  was  informed  there  was  a  private  un- 
derstanding between  the  trustees  of  these 
institutions  and  the  Water  Companies 
that  a  certain  sum  should  be  paid  for  the 
water  supplied,  and  the  cnarge  was 
made  in  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Water  Companies'  Acta.  As  to 
new  houses,  which  he  would  suppose 
became  tenanted  at  Christmas,  they 
would  become  liable  to  parochial  assess- 
ment at  Easter ;  but  he  understood  the 
Water  Companies  would  bo  entitled  to 
charge  for  a  quarter's  supply  of  vrater 
nevertheless.  Upon  the  whole,  the 
Amendment  was  unnecessary. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  must 
eomplain  that  the  Committee  had  given 
no  reason  for  their  action  in  this  matter. 
It  was  most  inconvenient  that  a  Bill 
of  this  importance  should  have  been 
treated  as  it  had  been  by  the  Select 
Committee. 

Thb  Eablof  MILLTOWN  remarked, 
that  the  Bill  had  been  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee,  who,  after 
hearing  the  agent  for  the  Water  Com- 
panies, had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
no  Amendment  was  necessary. 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Earl  Beowk- 
Low)  said,  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  no  objection  to  make  the 
Amendments  as  a  whole ;  but  still  tiiey 
thought,  as  some  points  appeared  to  be 
open  to  objection,  it  was  desirable  that 
they  should  not  be  pressed. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  if  this 
Amendment  were  carried  it  would  be 
fatal  to  the  Bill,  as  it  would  prevent  all 
chance  of  its  becoming  law  during  the 
present  year.     

Lord  BRAMWELL  remarked,  that, 
of  course,  if  their  Lordships  had  not  time 
to  do  justice  they  would  not  do  it.  He 
thought  the  Amendment  had  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

The  president  or  the  BOARD 
OF  TllADE  (The  Duke  of  Richmond) 
pointed  out  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
matter, 
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Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  lie  had 
made  a  mistake.  It  was  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board. 

The  SEORETAEY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  said,  the 
Amendment  had  not  the  approval  of  the 
Board,  who  preferred  to  deal  with  each 
case  as  it  arose. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
this  was  a  case  in  which  an  agreement 
had  been  entered  into  between  the 
Water  Companies  and  the  water  con- 
sumers, and  now  it  was  sought  on  the 
part  of  the  water  consumers  to  set  that 
agreement  aside  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
to  the  injury  of  the  Water  Companies 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  water  drinkers. 
The  House  ought  to  be  very  chary  of 
lending  themselves  to  such  a  course,  be- 
cause the  same  principle  which  it  was  now 
sought  to  apply  to  the  property  of  the 
Water  Companies  might  afterwards  be 
sought  to  apply  to  the  property  in  land  in 
the  direction  of  Mr.  George's  views,  for 
the  argument  used  was  that  the  8tate 
had  made  a  bad  bargain  for  the  con- 
sumer. That  was  exactly  Mr.  George's 
reasoning  regarding  the  land.  He  was 
given  to  understand  that  if  this  Bill 
were  passed  in  its  present  form  those 
Companies  who  now  paid  a  dividend  of 
7  per  cent  would  be  able  to  pay  only  a 
dividend  of  54^  per  cent.  If  the  Com- 
panies were  to  be  dealt  with  in  this  way 
they  ought  to  receive  compensation.  He 
had  no  interest  in  the  matter  except  as  a 
water  drinker,  and  he  did  not  take  mcpre 
water  than  he  could  help  ;  but  he  asked 
the  House  not  to  interfere  with  con- 
tracts entered  into  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  misunderstanding 
in  the  matter.  The  contract  between  the 
Companies  and  the  public  was  that  %q 
Companies  were  to  be  paid  on  the  valua- 
tion ;  but  Parliament  never  intended  that 
the  Companies  themselves  should  fix  the 
valuation.  Now,  however,  the  agree- 
ment did  not  appear  to  be  between  the 
Water  Companies  and  the  public,  but 
between  the  Water  Companies  and  them- 
selves. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  supported  the  view  taken  by  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss).  The  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  Bill  was  not  merely 
confined  to  the  Water  Question,  biit  had 
reference  also  to  the  right  of  Parliament 
to  interfere  with  regard  to  private  pro- 


perty. If  the  public  desired  to  get  rid 
of  the  agreement  which  they  had  entered 
into  with  the  Company,  the  latter  ought 
to  receive  compensation.  This  Bill  was 
just  such  a  one  as  might  be  expected  to 
come  from  the  Radical  Party,  who 
seemed  always  to  desire  to  carry  out  re- 
forms as  cheaply  as  they  could  to  them- 
selves, making,  if  they  could,  the  party 
reformed  pay  all  the  costs.  Until  they 
dealt  in  some  way  with  the  principles  on 
which  local  rates  were  charged,  it  was 
not  fair  to  cut  down  the  rights  of  the 
Water  Companies  which  they  had  ob- 
tained from  the  Legislature. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  the 
noble  Duke  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  this  Bill  had  been  read  a  second 
time.  What  he  suggested  should  be 
done  had  been  done  as  long  ago  as  1869, 
and  it  was  the  object  of  this  Bill  to 
affirm  the  principle  then  laid  down.  The 
rateable  vcdue  was  the  value  according 
to  which  the  Water  Companies  should 
charge. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  should 
not  ask  their  Lordships  to  agree  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
proposed  to  press  the  second  part.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships,  in  mercy  to  the 
Water  Companies,  would  listen  to  a  few 
observations  he  had  to  make.  Sir  Henry 
Knight,  the  Chairman  of  the  Southwark 
and  Vauxhall  Water  Comp9.ny,  had 
stated  in  his  Petition  that  the  actual 
annual  value  of  the  property  dealt  with 
by  them  was  £2,703,000,  and  the  assessed 
value  £2,524,000.  The  Company  would, 
therefore,  have  to  make  their  charge 
upon  £179,000  less  than  the  sum  they 
now  charged  upon,  and  their  loss  would 
be  £9,000.  Then,  again,  they  could  not 
charge  for  baths  and  other  things  under 
a  certain  rental,  and  this  represented  a 
further  loss  Of  £2,600,  so  that  there  was 
an  annual  loss  to  this  Company  of 
£11,600.  What  followed?  The  gross 
income  of  the  Company  was  £135,000, 
and  their  expenses  £90,000.  The  net 
income  amounted  to  £45,000,  but  the 
loss  to  which  he  had  referred  would  re- 
duce it  to  £33,400.  That  was  to  say, 
the  Bill  would  take  away  one-fourth  of 
the  Company's  income.  The  Company 
did  not  fix  the  charge,  as  they  had  no 
power  to  do  so.  There  never  was  a  more 
unreasonable  Bill  than  this.  The  Com- 
panies had  700,000  customers,  and  out 
of  that  number  only  50  within  the  year 
had  appealed  to  magistrates  as  to  the 
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£  roper  sum  to  be  charged,  because  the 
'ompany  had  always  been  very  careful 
to  keep  within  the  proper  limits.  Only 
two  out  of  the  50  oases  had  been  settled 
against  the  Company.  Now  it  was  pro- 
posed to  fine  them  one-fourth  of  their 
income.  He  submitted  that  nothing 
could  justify  the  adoption  of  such  a 
course.  Were  their  Lordships  prepared 
to  adopt  it  ?  He  hoped  that  the  second 
part  of  the  Amendment  would  be  agreed 
to. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  it  was 
not  contended  that  the  Companies  fixed 
the  charge,  but  that  they  fixed  their 
own  valuation  on  which  the  charge  was 
made.  That  valuation,  he  submitted, 
was  fixed  too  high. 

LoKD  TRURO  said,  that  one  of  the 
Water  Companies  had  admitted  that 
they  had  for  40  years  overcharged  him 
considerably,  and  a  second  Company 
had  done  the  same  thing  for  20  years. 
This  Bill  was  a  public  measure  to  secure 
them  against  the  unreasonable  and,  he 
might  say,  the  monstrous  charges  made 
by  the  Companies. 

The  Earl  OF  OAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  was  willing  to  admit  that  the  Com- 
panies would  lose  a  large  part  of  their 
rate  under  the  Bill ;  but  the  question 
was  how  had  they  arrived  at  the  annual 
value  up  to  the  present  time?  They 
would  merely  lose  what  they  ought 
never  to  have  had. 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Select  Committee,  he  might 
be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words.  He  did 
not  wish  to  enter  into  the  general  ques- 
tion. Their  Lordships  had  been  in- 
formed that  the  Committee  had  gone 
into  the  question  referred  to  them  very 
carefully.  They  had  heard  both  sides 
at  great  length.  He  had  endeavoured 
more  than  once,  by  questions — he  might 
say  by  cross-examination — ^put  to  the 
very  able  gentlemen  who  appeared  for 
the  Water  Companies,  to  discover  the 
Bystem  on  which  they  made  their  valua- 
tions ;  whether  it  was  a  uniform  and  a 
fair  system  with  an  unsatisfactory  re- 
sult ? — their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
it  mattered  very  little  the  amount  at 
which  an  assessment  or  valuation  was 
made,  so  long  as  it  was  relatively  fair 
and  just — and  he  had  questioned  the 
gentleman  who  appeared  on  the  other 
side  as  to  the  system  adopted  in  assess- 
ing the  various  parishes  in  the  Metro- 
polis to  the  poor  rate,  and  so  on.    He 
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had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  sys- 
tem the  Water  Companies  employed  was 
not  uniform,  or  a  good  one ;  whereas  the 
system  in  force  for  other  purposes  was 
fair  and  just.  This  question  was  a  very 
important  one,  and  greatly  guided  him 
in  joining  in  the  unanimous  decision  of 
the  Committee  not  to  amend  the  Bill. 
They  had  given  the  Bill  most  careful 
consideration,  and  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  support  their  Committee  in 
the  Report  they  had  made  to  the  House. 

Amendment  n$gativ$d. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  begged 
to  move  another  Amendment  the  object 
of  which  was  to  give  power  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  permit  Companies 
to  increase  their  charges  where  they 
could  prove  that  they  had  sustained  loss. 
He  believed  that  they  would  sustain 
considerable  loss ;  but  if  they  sustained 
none  the  clause  was  useless.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  did  sustain  loss,  the 
Local  Government  Board  ought  to  have 
power  to  indemnify  them.  If  the  Bill 
was  passed  in  its  present  condition,  so 
surely  would  the  Water  Companies 
struggle  against  the  wrong  which  they 
felt  to  be  inflicted  on  them,  and  there 
would  be  a  great  amount  of  litigation. 
If  this  clause  were  passed  they  would 
be  content  to  daim  compensation  under 
it. 

Moved,  after  Clause  1,  to  insert  the 
following  clause: — 

**  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Board  of  Trade 
on  the  application  of  any  of  the  companieB 
affected  by  this  BUI,  on  proof  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Board  that  any  snch  company  has 
been  injuriously  affected  by  such  Bill,  to  aa- 
thorise  and  empower  such  company  to  raise  the 
rate  at  which  it  may  charge  the  consumer  so  ai 
to  prevent  such  loss."— (r/t«  Z^ord  BramweU.) 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  said,  he  was 
unable  to  accept  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  the 
incomes  of  the  Companies  were  not  to 
be  diminished  without  reference  to  the 
soundness  or  unsoundness  of  the  basis 
of  the  valuation  on  which  their  charges 
had  been  made ;  and  now  it  was  pro- 
posed that  the  Local  Govemment  Board 
should  have  the  power  of  increasing  the 
charges  that  had  been  fixed  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  right  of  appeal  would 
have  the  salutary  effect  of  keeping  the 
assessments    correct.      If    there   were 
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wholesale  appeals,  and  they  were  jus- 
tified, the- Court  would  decide  them  in  a 
wholesale  way.  He  had  never  seen  any- 
thing more  objectionable  than  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 

The  Earl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
give  to  a  Qovernment  Department  the 
power  of  taxing  the  citizens  of  London. 
He  could  not  conceive  anything  more 
dangerous  than  this. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 

(ENGLAND)  BILL.— (No.  196.) 

{The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,) 

THIBD  BEADmO. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3V" 
— {The  Marquees  of  Salislury.) 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  3*. 

Amendments  made. 

On  Motion,  **  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  " 

The  Eakl  op  WEMTSS  said,  he  still 
entertained  the  objection  he  had  ex- 
pressed to  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but, 
seeing  the  general  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  he  would  be  putting  the  House 
to  a  needless  trouble  if  he  pressed  the 
Motion  for  its  rejection,  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice.  Since  the  last  stage  of 
the  Bill  he  had  looked  into  existing 
Sanitary  Acts,  and  it  appeared  to  him 
neither  as  regarded  the  sanitary  or  con- 
structive provisions  of  this  Bill  was  it 
necessary  or  desirable  that  any  further 
powers  should  be  given,  if  those  now 
existing  were  enforced.  The  noble 
Marquess,  indeed,  admitted  that  they 
were  sufficient;  but  he  said  they  were  sur- 
rounded by  checks  on  the  Local  Authori- 
ties, and  these  the  noble  Marquess  swept 
away.  For  instance,  h«  substituted  a 
simple  majority  instead  of  a  majority  of 
two-thirds,  which  majority  Parliament 
had  thought  to  be  a  necessary  safeguard. 
He  would  also  point  out  that  con- 
siderable taxation  must  follow  from 
putting  such  a  Bill  as  this  into  ope- 
ration in  any  locality,  and  that  the 
working  class  would  suffer  most.  In 
Scotland  the  working  class  themselves 
had  repudiated  any  necessity  for  legis- 
lation of  this  kind,  and  a  very  satisfac- 


tory state  of  things  now  existed  there. 
The  powers  of  the  Bill  were  very  large 
to  be  exercised  by  a  bare  majority  in  a 
district,  and  this  he  considered  was  a 
dangerous  principle  to  carry  too  far.  He 
believed  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  would 
be  greatly  to  disappoint  its  promoters 
and  to  diminish  private  enterprize. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
he  did  not  think  that  his  noble  Friend 
was  justified  iu  saying  that  the  Bill 
swept  away  all  checks.  That  was  a 
very  exaggerated  statement.  Gene- 
rally, in  giving  new  powers  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  they  applied  a  certain  num- 
ber of  checks  with  the  hope  that  the 
machine  which  they  were  constructing 
would  move  with  deliberation,  and  not 
too  fast  for  public  opinion.  The  checks 
supplied  in  Lord  Shaftesbury's  Act,  in 
1851,  were  so  effective  that  the  Aot 
never  moved  at  all,  and,  as  he  believed, 
had  never  been  applied.  The  Bill  by 
no  means  swept  away  all  oheoks.  It  left 
what  appeared  to  him  to  be  very  effi- 
cient checks.  Li  the  first  place,  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Act  must  be  desired  by 
the  parish;  in  the  second  place,  the 
Local  Government  Board  must  send 
down  an  Inspector  to  make  local  inquiry 
and  satisfy  himself  that  houses  could 
not  be  procured,  that  they  would  not 
be  built  unless  the  Act  was  applied,  and 
that  it  could  be  applied  without  finan* 
cial  imprudence.  Even  then  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  a  discretion  as  to 
whether  they  would  or  would  not  give 
the  requisite  leave ;  and  then,  again,  the 
parish  had  to  come  to  a  resolution  to 
adopt  the  Act.  He  did  not  believe  that 
these  checks  would  prove  insufficient; 
he  should  rather  say  that,  on  the  whole, 
perhaps,  thej  were  multiplied  too  much, 
and  that  there  might  be  a  difficulty  in 
applying  the  Bill  in  those  oases  where 
it  was  desirable  it  should  be  applied. 
He  did  not  at  all  contemplate  that  that 
part  of  the  Bill  which  embodied  the 
Shaftesbury  Act  was  one  for  general 
application  ;  it  was  for  exceptional  cases. 
He  hoped  the  checks  would  insure  that 
it  would  be  only  in  exceptional  cases  it 
should  be  used;  and  in  the  cases  in 
which  it  was  wanted  he  hoped  it  would 
be  used.  His  noble  Friend  had  but  one 
argument  against  this  proposal— namely, 
that  it  was  not  wanted  in  Scotland.  Now, 
the  difficulty  of  overcrowding  was  pecu- 
liar in  London,  because  the  natural  re- 
medy could  not  be  applied.     On  thei 
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outskirts  of  towns  of  smaller  dimensions 
there  was  plenty  of  land  on  which  dwell- 
ings could  bo  erected  for  working  men, 
who  might  easily  walk  into  the  towns  to 
their  work.  This  remedy  could  not  be 
applied  to  the  same  extent  in  this  enor- 
mous and  unprecedented  town  ;  and  in 
other  large  cities,  such  as  Edinburgh 
and  Glasgow,  the  pressure  was  not  likely 
to  be  so  great  as  in  London. 

LoED  BEAMWELL  said,  that  he  had 
addressed  their  Lordships  at  some  length 
about  water,  and  now  he  wished  to  say 
a  word  about  land.  He  did  not  see 
why  the  State  should  provide  houses 
any  more  than  it  provided  food  and 
clothing  for  the  working  classes.  The 
title  of  the  Bill  should  be  not  only  to 
improve  the  housing  of  the  working 
classes,  but  also  to  empower  people  to 
give  away  property  which  did  not  belong 
to  them.  As  the  Bill  stood  it  gave  the 
Crown  power  to  give  away  the  sites  of 
Clerkenwell  and  Millbank  Prisons,  which 
nominally  belonged  to  the  Crown,  but 
in  reality  to  the  taxpayers,  and  gave  the 
Justices  of  the  Peace  of  Middlesex  power 
to  give  away  the  site  at  Coldbath  Field 
Prison,  which  belonged  to  the  county 
ratepayers.  It  also  authorized  all  the  Cor- 
porations throughout  the  country  to  give 
away  what  belonged  to  those  for  whose 
benefit  they  were  the  legal  owners,  and 
it  enabled  the  tenants  for  life  to  sell 
to  the  detriment  of  remainder-men,  in- 
stead of  obtaining  the  best  price  that 
could  be  got.  He  considered  that  the 
demolition  of  houses  in  crowded  places 
had  done  more  good  to  the  working 
classes  than  to  any  other  persons. 

The  president  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond) 
said,  that  he  did  not  think  that  the 
tenant  for  life  would  be  likely  to  sell 
the  land  for  a  fraction  less  than  its 
value. 

Lord  BEAMWELL  remarked,  that 
the  tenant  for  life  might  be  a  very  old 
man. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  said,  that  very  old  men  had 
frequently  as  much  common  sense  as 
younger  ones.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  seemed  to  have  overlooked  the 
fact  that  under  the  existing  law  a  tenant 
for  life  could  sell  land  for  the  purpose 
of  churches,  chapels,  or  burying  grounds ; 
and  he  did  not  see  that  in  extending 
the  power  to  selling  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  erection  of  dwellings  for  the 
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working  classes  they  were  introducing 
any  new  and  extraordinary  principle 
into  the  law. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Oommons. 

CHOLERA  HOSPITALS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{The  Marqutsa  of  Waterford.) 
(no.    182.)        COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

The  Maeqtjess  of  WATEEFOED,  in 
moving  that  the  House  do  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  said, 
that  this  was  an  annual  measure,  and 
only  came  into  operation  in  the  event 
of  a  virulent  attack  of  Asiatic  cholera. 
Under  its  provisions,  no  hospital  was  to 
be  erected  within  300  yards  of  a  dwell- 
ing-house, and  when  the  hospital  was 
removed  the  land  was  to  be  restored  to 
its  original  state. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — {The  Mar- 
quess of  Waterford,) 

The  Eakl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  Act  sbould  be 
made  a  perpetual  instead  of  an  annual 
one. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly ;  Bill 
reported  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  3'  on  Tuesday  next. 

THE    LUNACY    lAWS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  OF  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
it  might  be  in  the  recollection  of  their 
Lordships  that  early  last  Session  he  had 
submitted  a  Keeolution  to  the  House  to 
the  effect  that  the  present  state  of  the 
Lunacy  Laws  was  most  unsatisfactory, 
and  constituted  a  standing  danger  to  the 
liberty  of  the  subject.  In  using  that 
expression  he  did  not  think  that  he  had 
one  whit  overstated  the  case  as  far  as 
the  general  opinion  of  the  public  upon 
this  question  was  concerned.  He  bad 
on  that  occasion  read  several  extracts 
from  the  evidence  which  had  been  given 
before  the  two  Select  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Commons  which  had  sat  to 
consider  the  subject.  A  most  interest- 
ing debate  had  ensued,  in  the  course  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  England  had  expressed  a  very 
strong  opinion  adverse  to  the  existing 
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state  of  tl^e  Lunacy  Laws,  and  that  opi- 
nion was  concurred  in  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite,  who 
was  then  upon  the  Woolsack,  in  a 
speech  of  considerable  importance,  pro- 
mised to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  the  ensiuDg 
Session  to  amend  the  existing  law,  the 
evils  of  which  he  fully  admitted.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  had  most  loyally 
and  amply  fulfilled  his  promise,  and 
brought  in  in  the  early  part  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  a  most  valuable  and  ex- 
haustive measure  which  was  received 
with  admiration  by  all,  which  if  it  had 
become  law  would  have  done  much 
towards  settling  this  important  ques- 
tion, and  which  would  have  removed  in 
a  great  degree  the  fears  with  regard  to 
this  question  which,  no  doubt,  existed  in 
the  public  mind.  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  had  been  extremely  anxious  to 
carry  that  Bill;  but  it  had,  unfortu- 
nately, become  a  dropped  Order.  He, 
therefore,  now  wished  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  whether  they  pro- 
posed in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Lunacy  Laws  ?  Should  the 
reply  of  the  Government  be  in  the  afifir- 
mative,  he  had  no  doubt,  knowing,  as 
he  did,  the  views  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Prime  Minister  entertained 
upon  the  question,  that  they  might  see 
their  way  to  going  a  little  further  than 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite 
had  done,  and  to  turn  all  these  private 
lunatic  asylums  into  public  institutions, 
so  as  to  get  rid  of  the  odious  system  of 
private  lunatic  asylums  altogether.  As 
long  as  any  body  of  men  made  large  in- 
comes by  keeping  their  fellow-creatures 
incarcerated,  the  public  could  not,  and 
ought  not,  to  be  content.  He  earnestly 
trusted  that  such  a  measure  would  be 
introduced  as  would  sweep  this  evil 
system  away  altogether. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbttby)  said,  he  wished  to  express 
his  concurrence  in  many  of  the  views 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  expressed, 
because  in  a  long  experience  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  he  had  seen  many  evil 
results  from  the  present  state  of  the 
Lunacy  Laws.  AJl  he  could  say  in 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl 
was  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  introduce  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament. 
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BILL.— (No.  203.) 

{The  Lord  SudeUy,) 

KEPOET  OP  AMENDMENTS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Considera- 
tion of  the  Beport  of  Amendments  read. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (The  Duke  of  Eichmond) 
proposed  to  add  a  clause  after  Sub- 
section 3  to  Clause  4  to  the  effect  that 
where  a  person  should,  in  a  hond  fide 
attempt  to  repair  a  cable,  break  or  cause 
an  injury  to  another  cable,  he  should 
not  be  punished  with  imprisonment  as 
for  unlawfully  or  wilfully  breaking  it, 
but  should  be  liable  to  make  good  the 
damage  done. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  wished 
to  ask  a  Question  with  regard  to  a  mat- 
ter of  some  importance.  This  Bill  was 
brought  in  for  the  purpose  of  making 
regulations  to  enable  the  English  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out  the  terms  of  the 
Convention;  but  it  appeared  only  to 
carry  out  the  terms  of  that  Convention 
to  a  limited  extent,  and  to  make,  in 
fact,  a  new  Convention.  Was  it  within 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  of  that  character  ? 

The  PEESIDENT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
all  the  Government  had  undertaken  to 
do  was  to  submit  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
to  Parliament.  That  Bill  would  be  dealt 
with  according  to  the  wisdom  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Government  could  not  un- 
dertake to  require  Parliament  to  carry 
out  the  Convention  in  its  entirety. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  said, 
the  amendment  of  the  clause  was  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Duke. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  the  Government 
undertook  to  carry  out  the  Convention. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that  it  was  open  for  the  Convention  to 
be  modified  by  future  negotiations,  or 
a  Bill  might  be  brought  in  covering 
those  parts  of  the  Convention  not  now 
covered. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  ob- 
served,  that  in  consequence  of  our  not 
carrying  out  our  obligations  under  the 
Convention  other  Governments  might 
refuse  to  carry  out  theirs. 

Amendments  reported;  Bill  to  be  read 
3»  on  Monday  next. 
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LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Thf  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.) 

(NOS.  204-205.)      THIRD  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*.'' 
— {Th^  Lord  Chancellor  of  Irehnd.) 

Thb  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
some  Conservative  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  were  very  anxious  to  know 
who  were  to  be  the  Commissioners  under 
this  Bill.  Perhaps  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  who  the  Members  of  the 
Commission  were  to  be  ?  With  regard 
to  the  Bill  itself,  he  believed  that  it  fol- 
lowed naturally  from  the  evil  precedent 
already  set  by  the  Irish  Land  Act,  and 
would  affect  not  only  Lreland,  but  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  both 
I/inds  in  the  country  and  property  in 
towns. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbourne)  said,  that  the 
names  of  the  new  Commis8ioners  would 
be  given  when  the  House  of  Commons 
had  settled  the  term  of  office  and  the 
salaries  which  it  was  proposed  they 
should  have ;  and  the  Government  would 
have  greater  knowledge  when  the  Bill 
was  in  a  more  forward  state.  At  pre- 
sent he  was  quite  unable  to  answer  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Earl.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  there  were  hundreds  —  he 
might  say  thousands— of  persons  wan- 
dering about  Ireland  each  and  all  of  the 
opioion  that  they  were  the  men  best 
suited  for  the  post. 

The  Earl  of  P0WI8  said,  that  the 
powers  given  to  a  public  body  to  pur- 
chase properties  with  a  view  to  their 
sub-division  would  prejudice  the  position 
of  the  holders  of  head  rents,  who  would 
have  to  recover  those  head  rents  in  small 
driblets,  instead,  as  at  present,  from  one 
person.  The  mortgagee  could  call  up 
his  money  when  threatened  by  sub- di- 
vision ;  not  so  the  owner  of  a  head  rent. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND said,  that  the  Bill  did  not  change 
the  existing  law  as  to  security,  and  it 
left  the  question  of  rent-charge  where 
it  now  was.  No  man  was  bound  to 
do  anything  under  the  Bill  unless  he 
pleased,  and  it  was  to  his  interest  so  to 
do.  He  could  not  insert  a  clause  giving 
compulsory  power  for  the  redemption  of 
rent-charges,  because  it  would  introduce 


a  new  principle,  and  other  classes  be- 
sides their  Lordships  would  have  thought 
that  their  interests  had  been  sacrificed. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  made  a  very  con- 
siderable change  in  the  law,  and  that 
great  difficulty  would  be  experienced  in 
the  future  in  collecting  head  rents.  The 
Judges  and  the  general  public  in  Ireland 
had  set  t^eir  faces  against  the  exercise 
of  the  power  of  Distress,  which  for  all 
practical  purposes  had  ceased  to  exist ; 
and  the  only  remedy  an  unfortunate 
head-rent  landlord  now  had  was  to  pro- 
ceed against  each  of  his  under  tenants 
by  the  slow  process  of  the  law,  instead 
of  being  paid,  as  at  present,  by  the 
lessee  of  the  property,  the  one  respon- 
sible person,  and  by  whom  the  rent  was 
regularly  paid. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  be  wished, 
before  the  Bill  left  the  House,  to  warn 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  proposed  appropriation 
of  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill  was  objectionable 
in  principle  and  dangerous  in  its  pro- 
bable consequence^  —  in  fact,  it  might 
endanger  the  whole  Bill  in  '*  another 
place."  The  Bill  departed  from  the  prin- 
ciple which  had  hitherto  been  adopted 
of  applying  the  Surplus,  which  now 
amounted  to  £750,000,  to  the  purposes 
of  distress  and  education  in  Ireland. 
He  questioned  whether  the  departure 
was  a  wise  one.  He  made  these  obser-. 
vations  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  the 
Bill,  and  simply  with  a  desire  to  direct 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend's  atten- 
tion to  the  points  he  had  raised. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND said,  he  had  to  thank  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  who  had  taken  such 
an  interest  in  the  Bill  for  his  friendly 
attitude  towards  it  in  all  its  stages.  The 
observations  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  now  made  in  reference  to 
the  Church  Surplus  would,  of  course,  re- 
ceive his  close  and  anxious  attention. 
He  was  glad  he  was  relieved  from  deal- 
ing with  the  financial  aspect  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  he  was  able  to  hand  over 
to  his  noble  Friend  who  represented  the 
Treasury  the  pleasure  of  considering  that 
question  in  detail.  The  Irish  Church 
Surplus  was  utilized,  of  course,  in  the 
Bill,  but  not  extravagantly.  He  thought 
there  were  sufficient  safeguards.  In  his 
judgment,  there  would  be  no  substantial 
loss  to  the  fund  under  the  operations  of 


uigiiizea  by 


Google 


1777 


Mereantile 


{July  24,  1885} 


Marine  Fund. 


1778 


the  Bill;  but  further  consideration  would 
be  given  to  this  question  by  the  eminent 
authorities  who  were  concerned  with  the 
finances  of  the  country. 

The  Queen's  Consent  signified;  Bill 
read  3* ;  Amendments  made ;  Bill  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

HonM  adjourned  at  Seven  o*olook, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o^olook. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Friday,  24th  July,  188^. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committee  —  Jteport  — 
Forestry  [No.  387];  Industries  (Ireland) 
[No.  288]. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates— Class  III. — Law  and  Jus- 
tice; Votes  28,  30,  and  32;  Class  VL— 
Non-Effectivb  and  Charitable  Services  ; 
Votes  6,  6,  and  9;  Class  VII. — ^Miscel- 
laneous. 
Resolutions  [July  22]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Ordered  —  First  Reading — Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuance  •  [247]. 

First  Reading  —  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  (England)*  [248];  Land  Purchase 
(Ireland;  *  [249] ;  Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland) 
Amendment  •  [250]. 

Second  Reading— ^QCTQitivy  for  Scotland  [242]; 
Patent  Law  Amendment  [240] ;  Prevention 
of  Crimes  Amendment  *  [93] ;  Oaths  [62], 
debate  further  ac^'oumed;  Police  Enfranchise- 
ment Extension  [269]. 

Select  Committee — Crown  Lands*  [511,  nominated. 

Committee— Report^VooT  Law  TJnions*  Officers 
(Ireland)  [214] ;  Pluralities  (re-comm.)  [241]. 

Third  Reading — Medical  Relief  Disqualification 
Removal  [232] :  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Money;  *  [224],  and  passed. 


QUESTIONS, 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPIRE -COALING 
STATIONS. 

Mr.  salt  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  steps  are  being 
actively  taken  to  provide  a  sufficient 
armament,  in  accordance  with  the  ne- 
cessities of  modem  warfare,  at  the  dis- 
tant coaling  stations  and  other  positions 
of  strategical  importance  in  the  posses- 
sion of  Great  Britain  ? 

The  SUEVEYOR  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay),  who 
replied,  said-:  Steps  are  being  actively 
taken  to  provide  the  necessary  arma- 


ments for  our  coaling  stations,  such  pro* 
vision,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware, 
being  limited  by  the  amount  of  tbe  an- 
nual sum  granted  by  Parliament  during 
a  certain  term  of  years  for  this  specific 
purpose.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  proposes,  when  the  Army  Estimates 
are  taken  on  Monday  next,  to  give 
fuller  details  as  to  what  has  been  done 
in  this  direction  than  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  give  in  answer  to  a  Question. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE  FUND. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  asked  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
When  the  annual  account  of  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund  up  to  the  Slst  of 
March  last  will  be  printed ;  and,  if  he 
will  try  to  arrange  to  get  it  out  in  less 
than  five  months  in  future  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
(Baron  Henby  De  Worms)  :  The  final 
account  cannot  be  presented  until  the 
completion  of  the  audit,  which  cannot 
be  for  some  months,  as  some  of  the  ac' 
counts  from  Consuls  and  Colonial  Offi- 
cers are  only  now  being  received.  An 
approximately  estimated  account,  suffi- 
cient for  all  purposes,  will  in  future  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  Perhaps  the  House 
will  permit  me  to  add  a  few  additional 
words,  by  way  of  explanation,  for  the 
past  two  years  —  that  is,  for  1882-3 
and  1883-4 — with  a  view  to  giving  the 
House  the  earliest  information  with 
regard  to  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund. 
The  late  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  presented  an  unaudited  account 
to  Parliament  in  the  month  of  August. 
The  Committee  on  Public  Accounts — 
No.  267  (1885),  p.  S—recommend  that 
the  adcount  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  before 
being  laid  before  Parliament.  This 
recommendation  will  have  the  effect  of 
delaying  still  further  the  presentation 
of  the  account,  if  agreed  to,  until  the 
date  when  the  Appropriation  Accounts 
generally  are  presented— say,  February 
following.  As  a  means  of  meeting  the 
reasonable  desires  of  the  shipowners,  I 
think  it  will  be  well  to  revert  to  the 
exceptional  course  adopted  by  Lord 
Sandon,  and  lay  an  approximate  Return 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  annually. 
This  Return  cannot,  I  fear,  be  made  up 
with  any  degree  of  accuracy  until  the 
latter  end  of  July  or  the  beginning  of 
August,  because  (a)  the  Boanl  of  Trade 
are    dependent   on    three    Lighthouse 
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Boards  for  tlie  accounts  as  to  light- 
houses. The  accounts  take  nearly  three 
months  to  collect  and  compile ;  {h)  the 
accounts  of  Consuls  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tressed seamen,  now  included  in  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  Account,  have 
also  to  he  collected  and  analyzed.  Those 
for  the  month  of  March  last  have  only 
just  been  all  received.  I  have  to-day 
laid  the  Return  for  1884-5  on  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

CUSTOM  HOUSE  RECORDS. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Under 
what  conditions  and  on  payment  of  what 
fees  the  publie  are  permitted  to  have 
access  to  the  Custom  House  Hecords  at 
the  various  seaports,  in  order  to  obtain 
information  as  to  movements  of  ves- 
sels in  which  shipowners,  merchants, 
and  underwriters  may  be  interested  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland),  who  re- 
plied, said :  As  a  general  rule,  access 
to  the  Custom  House  Records  of  the 
arrivals  and  sailings  of  vessels  is  un- 
reservedly permitted  during  the  official 
hours  of  business,  under  circumstances 
which  do  not  inconveniently  affect  the 
work  of  the  Department.  Applicants, 
however,  often  pay  for  accounts  con- 
taining this  information  instead  of 
inspecting  the  books  for  themselves ; 
and  in  such  cases  the  fees  charged  are 
based  upon  the  calculated  cost  of  pre- 
paring the  accounts.  A  small  fee  is 
occasionally  charged  in  cases  where  the 
work  of  the  Department  would  be  hin- 
dered by  personal  access  to  the  records. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1842-OB- 
STRUCTION  OF  FISHERIES. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  few  days  since,  while  certain 
fishermen  were  engaged  in  lawfully 
fishing  for  mackerel  off  Teelin  Point, 
county  Donegal,  a  water  bailiff  employed 
by  a  Mr.  Musgrave  pulled  his  boat  into 
the  middle  of  the  net  and  cast  anchor, 
thereby  preventing  the  fishermen  from 
drawing  the  net;  whether  the  coast- 
guards made  any  report  of  this  proceed- 
ing to  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries,  and 
what  action  they  have  taken ;  and,  whe- 
ther, as  the  fishermen  were  not  in  a  con- 
dition to  provide  the  cost  of  legal  pro- 
ceedings, the  Government  will  cause  the 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries  to  take  such  pro- 
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ceedings  as  may  be  necessary  to  recover 
in  this  case  the  penalty  prescribed  by 
6  and  6  Vic.  c.  106,  sec.  28,  as  being  in- 
curred by  any  one  who  is  guilty  of  ob- 
structing persons  lawfully  engaged  in 
fishing? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Habt  Dyke)  :  This  case  has  been 
reported  by  the  Coastguards  to  the  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries,  who  have  pointed 
out  that  under  the  28th  section  of  the 
Act  5  &  6  Fiot.  c.  106,  any  person  ob- 
structing others  lawfully  engaged  in 
fishing  is  liable  on  conviction  to  a  penalty 
of  £5.  I  am  advised  that  the  case  is  not 
one  in  which  the  Oovemment  should 
institute  .proceedings,  the  cost  of  which 
would  be  trivial. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — 
DUKE  OF  ABERCORN'S  ESTATE- 
BRYAN  MOLLOY. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Irish  Government  are 
aware  that  a  notice  to  quit  having  been 
served  some  time  ago  on  Bryan  MoUoy, 
a  tenant  of  the  Duke  of  Abercom, 
MoUoy  served  an  originating  notice 
under  the  Land  Act  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed,  whereupon  Mr.  Dixon,  one  of  the 
Duke*s  employes,  read  to  the  farm 
labourers  on  the  estate  on  the  27th  of 
May  last,  being  pay-day,  a  paper,  which 
he  described  as  an  order  from  the  Duke's 
agent,  Mr.  M*Parland,  J.P.  directing 
them  not  to  deal  in  Molloy^s  shop,  on 
pain  of  discharge  from  their  employ- 
ment and  eviction  from  their  homes  in 
case  of  disobedience;  whether,  on  the 
following  morning,  a  sheet  of  paper, 
bearing  a  drawing  of  a  coffin,  was  found 
outside  MoUoy's  door,  and  the  fact  was 
immediately  reported  to  District  In- 
spector Dower,  of  Newtownstewart ; 
whether  the  facts  were  reported  to  the 
Government,  and,  if  so,  why  no  action 
has  been  taken ;  whetiier  Molloy  has 
since  been  obliged  to  close  his  shop; 
and,  what  course  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Irish  Executive  will  adopt  in 
view  of  the  facts  recited  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hakt  Dyke):  I  understtmd  that 
Bryan  Molloy;  although  residing  in  a 
house  on  the  Duke  of  Abercom's  pro- 
perty, has  never  been  accepted  as  tenant 
of  it,  and  steps  are  being  taken  to  evict 
him.  It  is  not  a  fact  that  the  statement 
referred  to  as  read  by  Mr.  Dixoa  con- 
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tained  any  threat  of  eviction.  Mr. 
M^Farland,  on  reconsideration, withdrew 
the  paper  altogether.  MoUoj's  shop  is 
not  closed,  and  the  Duke's  workmen 
continue  to  deal  with  him.  Molloj 
brought  to  the  District  Inspector  a  paper 
with  a  coffin  drawn  on  it,  which,  he 
stated,  he  had  found  outside  his  door; 
but  this  officer  satisfied  himself  on  in- 
quiry that  it  was  not  necessary  to  report 
&e  matter  as  an  outrage.  The  case 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  call  for  any 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)— PIERS  AT  BALDERRIG,  KIL- 
LERDUFF,  AND  PUL-NA-MUCK,  CO. 
MAYO. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
petitions  from  the  fishermen  of  Bal- 
derrig,  KillerduflP,  and  Pul-na-Muck 
(county  Mayo),  having  been  presented 
to  the  Board  of  Works,  about  December 
1883,  praying  for  the  construction  of 
piers  at  these  places,  inquiries  were 
held,  in  the  October  following,  by  the 
Piers  and  Harbours  Commissioners, 
and  upon  their  recommendation  that 
plans  and  estimates  be  prepared,  an  en- 
gineer of  the  Board  of  Works  visited 
the  districts  in  February  last  and  pre- 
pared the  plans  and  estimates;  why, 
nothing  has  since  been  done ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  great  difficulties 
and  dangers  under  which  the  fishermen 
pursue  their  avocation,  the  Government 
will  t€ike  steps  to  secure  that  there  is  no 
further  delay  in  proceeding  with  those 
necessary  works,  on  a  part  of  the  coast 
where  no  public  funds  have  hitherto 
been  expended  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Sir  Heney  Holland):  This 
Question  should  more  properly  have 
been  addressed  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  county  of  Gralway 
(Colonel  Nolan),  as  Chairman  of  the 
Fishery,  Piers,  and  Harbour  Commis- 
sion. He  has,  however,  been  good 
enough  to  inform  me  that  his  Commis- 
sion wished  to  make  a  harbour  at  Bal- 
derrig,  but  found  that  the  expense  and 
risk  woidd  be  too  great.  They  recom- 
mended yesterday  grants  for  Killerduff 
and  Pul-na-Muck ;  and  in  these  oases 
the  Board  of  Works  will  put  the  contract 
plans  at  once  in  hand,  and  will  call  for 
tenders  as    soon    as    they  are  ready. 


There  has  been,  therefore,  no  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Works. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  SANDFORD  WILLS. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  CTiief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  attempt  of  Mr.  Sandford 
Wills  to  deprive  his  tenant,  Mr.  Patrick 
Walder,  of  a  reclaimed  bog  which  had 
been  in  his  possession  for  twenty  years ; 
and,  whether  he  will  be  prepared  to  in- 
troduce an  Amendment  to  the  Land  Act 
to  secure  to  tenants  the  possession  of 
lands  which  they  have  reclaimed  and 
made  valuable  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
WiLLioi  Hart  Dyke)  :  The  matter  re- 
ferred to  in  this  Question  has  not  come 
under  the  notice  of  Government.  The 
Government  can  give  no  promise  of 
legislation  in  the  direction  suggested. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— KILL- 
ING OF  THOMAS  M'GRATH'S  GEESE 
AT  OAHIR,  CO.  ROSCOMMON. 
Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  attention  of  Captain 
Gage,  E.M.,  has  been  called  to  the 
killing  of  a  number  of  geese  belonging 
to  a  poor  farmer  namedThomasM*Grath, 
on  the  lands  of  a  local  landlord  named 
Bernard  Sweeny,  of  Cahir,  near  Thomas- 
town,  county  Eoscommon ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  police  have  made  auy  investi- 
gation under  the  Crimes  Act  into  the  kill- 
ing of  M'Grath's  geese;  and,  if  not,  why 
have  they  failed  to  carry  out  the  Law  ? 
The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke)  :  Captain  Gage's 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  case. 
No  investigation  has  been  held  under 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act ;  but  the 
police  have  made,  and  will  continue  to 
make,  all  necessary  inquiry  respecting 
it.  I  am  informed  that  Bernard  Sweeny 
is  not  a  landlord,  but  a  tenant  farmer. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPIRE— WORKS 
AT  SINGAPORE. 
Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance,  If  he  can  state 
whether  the  g^ns  for  arming  the  works 
at  Singapore  are  nearly  complete,  and 
whether  the  guns  and  other  ordnance 
stores  for  that  Island  will  be  sent  out 
this  year  ? 
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The  SUEVEYOR  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  :  A 
portion  of  the  new  rifled  armament  is 
already  on  the  spot,  and  a  further  por- 
tion is  on  its  way  at  the  present  moment 
to  Singapore.  The  chief  part  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  armaments  is  under  orders 
for  manufcu)ture,  but  cannot  be  delivered 
till  early  next  year. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES— 
"  COOPERING." 

Mr.  BIRKBECK  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  now  that  the  case  of  the  Ger- 
man vessel  Ditdrich  has  been  disposed 
of  by  the  conviction  of  the  English 
fishermen,  the  invitations  for  the  Inter- 
national Conference  at  the  Hague,  rela- 
tive to  the  floating  drink  shops  in  the 
North  Sea,  have  been  issued  by  the 
Netherlands  Government;  and,  if  not, 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  further  delay 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bourke)  :  After  the  result 
of  the  trials  in  the  cases  of  the  Died- 
rich  and  Anna  were  known,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  the  Hague  inquired 
of  the  Netherlands  Minister  whether  the 
Netherlands  Government  would  take 
steps  to  bring  about  an  early  meeting 
of  the  Conference  relative  to  the  liquor 
traffic  in  the  North  Sea.  His  Excel- 
lency replied  that  he  had  already  taken 
action  in  the  matter,  and  that  he  hoped 
that  he  would  be  enabled  to  convoke 
the  Conference  at  an  early  date.  Mr. 
Stuart  will  be  instructed  to  bring  the 
matter  to  the  notice  of  the  Netherlands 
Government,  and  as  soon  as  a  definite 
reply  is  received  I  shall  have  much  plea- 
sure in  communicating  again  with  my 
hon.  Friend. 

MEDICAL  RELIEF  DISQUALIFICATION 
REMOVAL  BILL. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
still  adheres  to  his  statement  that  it  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  Medi- 
cal Relief  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with 
without  delay;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment still  intend  to  use  every  effort 
in  order  that  it  may  become  Law  during 
the  present  month  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Of  course,  the  statement  which 
the  hon.  Member  quotes  referred  to  the 


Bill  as  it  was.  But  I  am  quite  aware 
of  the  importance  of  time  in  this  mat- 
ter, and  it  is  not  at  all  the  intention  or 
the  wish  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  do  anything  that  would  defeat  this 
Bill  by  delay.  What  I  said  last  night 
was  that  we  could  not  assume  the  respon- 
sibiiity  in  regard  to  this  Bill  which  we 
had  hitherto  assumed ;  and  I  adhere  to 
that  position.  But  if  the  third  reading 
is  moved  to-night,  as  I  apprehend  it 
will  be,  I  do  not  think  that  our  disap- 
proval of  the  change  which  has  been 
made  in  the  measure  would  justify  ds  in 
opposing  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  What  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  whe- 
ther he  wiU  still  consider  it  a  Ck>vem- 
ment  measure  after  it  has  left  this 
House? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  already  answered  that 
Question. 

ALLOTMENTS  EXTENSION  ACT,  1882— 

CHARITY  LANDS   IN   THE   ISLE  OF 

ELY. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  If  he  is  aware  that  the  trustees 
of  the  Charity  Lands  in  Elm,  March, 
and  W^imhlington,  Isle  of  Ely,  have  ad- 
vertised to  let  the  lands  by  auction  on 
Wednesday  29th  July  for  a  term  of 
seven  years  instead  of  offering  them  to 
the  labourers  of  the  parish,  as  directed 
by  *'The  Allotments  Extension  Act, 
1882 ; "  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  dis- 
tinct assurance  was  given  by  the  clerk 
of  the  trustees  that  the  lands  should  be 
offered  to  the  labourers  on  the  expiration 
of  the  present  leases ;  and,  whether  the 
Charity  Commissioners  will  take  imme- 
diate steps  to  prevent  the  letting  of  the 
lands  by  auction,  and  will  compel  the 
trustees  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1882? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  :  The  Governors  of  the  March 
Consolidated  Charities  have  offered  for 
letting  by  auction  on  the  29th  instant, 
for  a  term  of  seven  years,  about  96 
acres  of  the  charity  lands  situated  in  the 
parishes  of  March,  Wimblington,  and 
Elm,  which  comprise  in  all  about  286 
acres.  Whether  or  not  the  assurance 
mentioned  was  given  by  the  derk  of  the 
Governors,  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  as  yet  had  no  opportunity  of  ascer- 
taining.   It  appears  that  part  only  of 
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the  lands  of  the  Charities,  amountiDg  to 
less  than  one- fourth  of  the  whole,  is 
Buhject  to  the  Allotments  Extension  Act, 
1S82.  The  case  was  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for 
the  first  time  on  the  2l8t  instant,  and 
they  have  advised  the  Governors  that, 
before  proceeding  to  let  any  of  the 
Charity  lands  on  lease,  they  should,  in 
the  first  instance,  take  steps  for  ascer- 
taining, under  Section  8  of  the  Allot- 
ments Extension  Act,  1882,  what  part 
of  the  Charity  lands  is  subject  to  its  pro- 
visions. 

NAVY— RANGE  FOR  TORPEDO 
PRACTICE. 

Mb.  WARTON  asked  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  What  provision,  if 
any,  has  been  made  by  the  Admiralty 
for  a  torpedo  range  and  for  torpedo 
practice  ? 

The  lord  of  the  ADMIRALTY 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Babtlett)  :  A  torpedo 
range  500  yards  long  was  provided  last 
year  at  Madta.  One  at  Portsmouth,  800 
yards  long,  is  about  to  be  provided  on 
Horsea  Island,  which  has  just  been  pur- 
chased for  the  purpose  at  a  cost  of 
£15,500.  As  regards  money  for  the 
iPortsmouth  range,  £25,000  has  been 
provided  in  the  Annual  Estimates  for 
1885-6  and  £45,000  from  the  Vote  of 
Credit.  Torpedo  practice  of  all  kinds  is 
carried  out  oy  the  torpedo  schools — 
namely,  Vernon,  in  Portsmouth,  and  De- 
fimnee^  at  Devonport,  and  also  in  all 
ships  and  fleets. 

NAVY—HAULBOTVLINB  WORKS, 
QUEENSTOWN. 

Mb.  DEA8Y  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
an  order  has  been  posted  at  the  Haul- 
bowline  Works,  Queenstown,  to  the 
effect  that  the  service  of  any  man  who 
has  reached  the  age  of  sixty  years  will 
be  no  longer  required ;  and,  whether,  if 
such  an  order  does  exist,  it  is  intended 
for  the  employes  of  dockyards  proper ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  Haulbowline  Works 
will  not  be  complete  for  three  years,  and 
cannot  therefore  in  the  meantime  be 
termed  dockyard,  the  men  coming  within 
the  prescribed  ago  will  be  permitted  to 
remain  in  their  employment  until  the 
completion  of  the  works  ? 

The  lord  of  the  ADMIRALTY 
(Mr.  Ashhead-Babtlett),  who  replied, 


said :  The  order  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  was  issued  by  the  late  Board. 
With  regard  to  the  first  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  I  would  answer 
*'Yes,"  unless  special  reasons  exist, 
which  should  be  reported.  The  regu- 
lation for  discharge  of  workmen  on  at- 
taining 60  years  of  age  forms  part  of 
the  Dockyard  instructions,  and  is  in 
force  at  other  works  for  the  construction 
of  dockyards. 

Mb.  DEASY  asked,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  works  would 
be  completed  in  three  years,  the  order 
would  not  be  cancelled,  so  as  to  allow 
the  men  to  continue  at  the  works  until 
their  completion  ? 

The  LORD  of  the  ADMIRALTY  : 
The  order  referred  to  was  issued  by  the 
late  Board ;  but  I  will  take  the  matter 
into  consideration,  and  see  if  anything 
can  be  done  in  the  direction  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Sib  WILL  AM  H  ARCOURT :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What  is 
to  be  the  course  of  Business  next  week  ? 
And  I  should  like,  in  conjunction  with 
that  Question,  to  press  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Q-ovemment  the  desirability 
of  placing  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill  on  the  Paper  on  a  very  early 
day.  The  House  is  very  much  ad- 
vanced now  in  Supply  for  this  time  of 
the  year,  and,  therefore,  I  should  hope  it 
will  be  possible  to  £x  an  early  day  for  a 
Bill  in  which  the  House  takes  so  great 
an  interest. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
We  should  certainly  desire  to  fix  as 
early  a  day  as  possible  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Bill;  but  it  is  extremely  difficult  for 
us,  looking  at  the  exigencies  of  Sup- 
ply, to  fix  any  particular  day  with  the 
certainty  of  being  able  to  keep  the  pro- 
mise. We  have  not  been  so  fortunate 
in  making  progress  in  Supply  during 
the  last  few  days  as  we  had  expected ; 
and  looking  to  the  state  of  the  Notice 
Paper  I  am  afraid  it  is  somewhat  doubt- 
ful whether  we  shall  make  any  progress 
in  that  direction  this  evening.  There 
are  still  many  Votes  of  a  contentious 
character  to  be  taken,  and  we  do  think 
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it  essential  to  the  conyenience  of  the 
House  that  Supply  should  be  pushed 
forward  as  rapidly  as  possible  before  we 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill.  What  I  ventured  to 
state  to  the  House  the  other  day  was 
that  we  should  endeavour  to  conclude 
Supply  by  Tuesday  or  Wednesday  next 
at  the  latest ;  that  then  a  debate  of  a 
few  hours  might  be  taken  on  the  Tele- 
graph Laws  Amendment  Bill ;  and  that 
then  we  should  commence  to  deal  with 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill,  and 
proceed  with  it  until  it  was  completed. 
With  respect  to  the  Business  for  next 
week,  Monday  has  been  promised  for  the 
Army  Estimates,  and  we  shall  hope  to  be 
able  to  take  the  Queen's  Colleges  Vote  as 
the  first  Vote  on  Tuesday ;  but  if  I  might 
venture  to  ask  for  some  concession  in 
return  from  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  I  notice  have  several  Motions  on 
the  Paper,  I  would  hope  that  they  woidd 
be  merciful  to  us  to-night. 


D  EPRESSION  OF  TRADE  AND  AGRI- 

CULTURE-THE  ROYAL 

COMMISSION. 

Mr.  STOEEE  asked  Mr.  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Com- 
mission about  to  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  depression  of  trade  would  em- 
brace the  question  of  how  far  it  might 
be  connected  with  the  lamentable  de- 
pression in  agriculture;  and,  whether 
the  inquiry  would  be  directed  with  a 
view  of  providing  a  remedy  for  both 
should  that  appear  possible  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOEjoF  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  must  not  lead  my  hon.  Friend 
to  suppose  that  this  inquiry  on  the  de- 
pression of  trade  and  industry  can  be 
an  inquiry  into  the  depression  of  agri- 
culture ;  but  in  so  far  as  the  depression 
of  trade  and  industry  is  affected  by  or 
re-acts  upon  agriculture— and  it  is  a  fact 
that  it  does  so  to  a  great  extent — no 
doubt  that  must  be  a  matter  which  would 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry. 
In  the  Motion  of  which  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  has  given  notice  for  this'  evening 
he  refers  to  the  **  inability  of  those  de- 
pending on  the  land  to]  purchase  as 
formerly,"  and  "  the  increasing  volume 
of  manufactured  imports  from  foreign 
countries,  which  refuse  to  reciprocate 
our  practice  of  Free  Trade,"  both  of 
which  matters  must  necessarily  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


and  Agriculture,  1788 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAY. 

0 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

DEPRESSION   OF  TRADE  AND  AGRI- 
CULTURE—THE ROYAL  COMMIS- 
SION.—OBSERVATIONS. 
Mr.  STORER  said,  that   in   conse- 
quence  of   the  satisfactory  answer  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he 
would  not  persevere  in  the  Motion  which 
stood  upon  the  Paper  in  his  name,  and 
the  terms  of  which  were  as  follows : — 

"  That,  in  view  of  the  oontinued,  yearly-in- 
creasing, and  ruinous  depression  of  Agricultuze, 
mainly  owing  to  cheap  imports  of  Foreign 
produce,  considering  also  the  stagnation  of 
numerous  other  importan  industries,  caused 
partly  hy  the  inability  of  those  depending  on 
the  land  to  purchase  as  formerly,  and  partly  hy 
the  increasing  volume  of  manufactured  imports 
from  Foreign  Countries  which  refuse  to  red- 
procate  our  practice  of  Free  IVade,  this  House 
IS  of  opinion  that  the  time  has  arrived  when 
Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  should  be  prayed 
to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  subject,  in  order  to  provide  a  speedy 
remedy  for  this  disastrous  state  of  things." 

He  only  now  desired  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  Commission  would  not  consist 
of  men  of  one  way  of  thinking  only, 
but  of  men  of  business  as  well  as  doc- 
trinaires, who  were  pledged  to  particular 
views,  and  that  its  composition  would  be 
such  as  to  command  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  the  country  at  large. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  what 
was  generally  desired  was  that  due 
care  should  be  taken  that  all  sections 
of  opinion  were  represented  on  the 
Commission.  They  had  seen,  from 
time  to  time,  perhaps  without  any  de- 
gree of  authority,  various  names  put 
forward  as  likely  to  compose  the  Com- 
mission, and,  among  others,  a  name 
which  certainly  he  thotight  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  carried  very  great 
weight  upon  any  question — he  meant 
the  name  of  the  late  esteemed  Leader 
of  the  Conservative  Party  in  the  House 
of  Commons  —  Lord  Iddesleigh.  Of 
course,  in  that  name  they  had  a  gua- 
rantee for  thorough  impartiality  in  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  President  of 
a  Royal  Commission ;  and  while  it  was 
well  known  that  Lord  Iddesleigh  enter- 
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tained  strong  opinions  on  these  subjects, 
he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  had  every  con- 
fidence that  Lord  Iddesleigh  would  per- 
form the  duties  of  President  of  the  Com- 
mission with  that  strict  impartiality 
which  was  indispensable.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  it  was  of  extreme  importance 
that  gentlemen  should  be  placed  on  the 
Commission  who  were  versed  in  commer- 
cial pursuits,  though  not  necessarily 
deeply  involved  in  politics.  They  should 
have  men  who  would  carry  with  them  not 
only  the  confidence  of  the  commercial 
but  of  the  agricultural  world.  It  was 
undoubtedly  true  that  this  inquiry  would 
not  embrace  a  distinct  inquiry  into  the 
cause  of  the  depression  in  agriculture 
itself ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  de- 
pression existing  in  the  greatest  and  the 
oldest  industry  in  the  land  must  of  ne- 
cessity become  an  essential  feature  in 
any  question  as  to  the  depression  of 
trade  generally.  He  should  regret  the 
presence  of  too  many  persons  with  pre- 
conceived opinions  hostile  to  the  holding 
of  any  inquiry  whatever,  or  who  had 
prematurely  committed  themselves  to 
the  idea  that  nothing  substantial  could 
be  done  for  the  agricultural  interest.  He 
was  sorry  to  have  seen  that  such  utter- 
ances had  been  made  by  some  of  whom 
he  had  expected  better  things ;  and  he 
could  only  hope  that  the  inquiry  would 
be  full  and  comprehensive,  and  that  a 
satisfactory  result  would  be  obtained  by 
the  country  at  large. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,   1881— ME. 

SUB-COMMISSIONER  WALPOLE. 

KESOLTJTIOX. 

Mr.  0*BEIEN,  in  whose  name  the 
following  Motion  stood  on  the  Paper : — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  op- 
presaive  character  of  Mr.  Sub-Commissioner 
Walpole's  relations  with  his  own  tenantry,  and 
the  general  public  distrust  justly  inspired  by 
his  decisions,  render  it  undesirable  that  he  should 
continue  to  be  intrusted  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act," 

said,  that  though  under  the  oircum' 
stances  he  was  disposed  to  be  meroiful 
to  the  Government  in  the  length  of  his 
observations,  still  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  not  be  merciful  to  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  if  he  were  to  forego  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  matter, 
and,  after  all,  these  were  the  first  per- 
sons in  his  consideration.  No  doubt,  it 
seemed  scarcely  worth  while  for  him  to 
call  attention  to  the  work  of  any  particu- 


lar Sub-Commissioner  in  Ireland,  for 
just  at  present  it  was  pretty  generally 
admitted  that  the  whole  system  of  fixing 
judicial  rents  in  Ireland  by  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  and  his  Colleagues  was  a  disas- 
trous and  ridiculous  failure  and  it  was 
confessed  that  the  whole  thing  should  be 
immediately  overhauled,  and  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Land  Question  set  about  in 
a  totally  diflFerent  direction.  However, 
this  gentleman,  Mr.  Walpole,  was  spe- 
cially distinguished  by  his  endeavour  to 
frustrate  the  operations  of  the  Land  Act, 
and,  perhaps,  he  had  done  more  than 
any  other  man  to  bring  the  Land  Act 
into  disrepute.  The  Commission,  of 
whom  Mr.  Walpole  was  the  most  in- 
fluential member,  was  spread  over  the 
greater  portions  of  the  counties  of  Cork, 
Limerick,  and  Waterford,  and  in  -these 
districts  Mr.  Walpole  had  been  apply- 
ing to  the  unfortunate  farmers  whose 
oases  came  before  him  the  same  sharp 
practice  that  he  exercised  with  his  own 
unfortunate  tenantry.  Specific  charges 
were  made  against  him,  and  the  Chief 
Commissioners  were  besought  to  inves- 
tigate them ;  but  they  refused  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind,  adopting  the  usual 
Dublin  Castle  method  of  backing  up  an 
official  whether  he  was  right  or  wrong. 
Mr.  Walpole  was  himself  a  landlord  of 
the  very  worst  type  which  had  made 
landlordism  so  detested  in  Ireland.  He 
was  a  retired  grocer,  who  had  purchased 
a  small  estate  in  the  Landed  Estates 
Court,  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
commercial  profit  out  of  it  by  traffick- 
ing in  and  confiscating  the  improve- 
ments of  his  own  unfortunate  tenants. 
He  would  give  a  specimen  of  Mr.  Wal- 
pole's dealings  with  his  own  tenants,  so 
that  the  House  might  judge  of  the  sort 
of  man  who  was  administering  the  Land 
Act.  When  he  purchased  his  property 
Mr.  Walpole  increased  the  rents  on  it 
until  they  amounted  to  twice  Griffith's 
valuation  ;  and  this  model  Sub-Com- 
missioner, who  was  set  up  to  teach  other 
landlords  to  be  just  to  their  tenantry, 
actually  tried,  according  to  a  case  that 
came  before  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan,  to  im- 
pose on  one  of  his  tenants,  named  Hig- 
gins,  a  lease  containing  two  covenants, 
the  grossest,  most  penal,  and  confisca- 
tory that  could  possibly  be  framed.  By 
one  of  the  clauses  of  that  lease  he  at- 
tempted to  bind  the  tenants  to  renounce 
all  claims  for  compensation  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  and  by  another  this 
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provident  Sub-Commissioner  sought  to 
make  him  renounce  all  benefits  in  the 
future  under  any  subsequent  Land  Act 
that  might  ever  be  passed.  In  other 
words,  this  gentleman  sought  to  deprive 
his  own  tenant  of  all  benefit  from  an 
Act  to  administer  which  he  was  himself 
now  receiving  £700  a  year.  How  could 
it  be  expected  that  such  a  manoould  ad- 
minister the  Land  Act  fairly  or  honestly. 
The  tenant  had  refused  to  sign  the  lease, 
but  having  continued  the  negotiations 
his  claim  for  a  fair  rent  had  been  re- 
fused by  Judge  0*  liagan .  Unfortunately 
Mr.  Walpole  had  shown  consistency  in 
80  far  that  he  had  acted  in  a  precisely 
similar  manner  in  his  Land  Court,  as  in 
the  case  of  his  own  tenants.  Mr.  James 
Byrne,  J.P.,  of  Wallstown  Castle,  gave 
in  27ie  Farmert*  Gazette  a  list  of  cases 
in  which  the  landlords  themselves  had 
actually  given  substantial  reductions 
on  Mr.  WaLpole's  judicial  rack  rents.  On 
one  estate,  that  of  Mr.  Purcell,  with 
which  he  was  acquainted  himself,  the 
agent  accepted  a  rent  of  £130  for  a  farm 
the  rent  of  which  was  fixed  by  Mr. 
Walpole  at  £150.  In  another  case  at 
Dungarvan  the  landlord's  valuator 
valued  the  land  at  £27,  and  Mr.  Wal- 
pole fixed  the  rent  at  £42.  Looking 
over  the  Hetum  of  the  judicial  rents  of 
this  Commissioner  for  the  month  of 
April,  he  found  that  no  abatement  was 
made,  and  that  upon  the  whole  the  rents 
were  left  at  33  per  cent  above  the  Go- 
vernment valuation,  and  that  in  the  one 
case  in  which  the  rent  was  fixed  by  con- 
sent a  reduction  was  made  from  £270 
a-year  to  £160.  The  consequence  was 
that  tenants  would  not  face  the  Land 
Court,  but  were  driven  to  other  means 
of  getting  their  rents  reduced.  As  to  the 
case  of  the  Earl  of  Egmont,  the  agent 
on  this  estate  was  Mr.  French.  He  was 
a  brother  landlord  and  near  neighbour 
of  Mr.  Walpole  in  Queen's  County. 
They  were  frequently  together,  and  he 
should  not  be  surprised  if  the  tenants 
drew  their  own  conclusions  from  seeing 
the  grinding  landlord  and  the  Land  Com- 
missioner driving  together.  In  addition 
there  was  Mr.  Bolster,  who  was  a  valuer 
under  the  Act,  and  he  was  cousin  to  Mr. 
Walpole.  He  thought,  at  any  rate, 
seeing  that  £80,000  was  paid  to  carry 
out  this  Act  every  year,  the  law  should 
be  so  carried  out  as  to  be  above  re- 
proach. Thirty  tenants  on  the  Egmont 
estate  had  presented  a  Memorial  to  the 

Mr.  O'Brien 


Chief  Commissioners  making  spedfio 
charges  against  Mr.  Walpole,  and  yet 
they  had  refused  to  investigate  them. 
As  long  as  things  were  as  they  were — 
as  long  as  these  reports  were  flying 
about  against  Mr.  Walpole  without  any 
attempt  being  made  to  investigate  them, 
so  long  should  he  express  his  indignation 
and  so  long  should  he  declare  that  the 
appointment  was  a  positive  cause  of 
disturbance.  The  bou.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Besolution. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  se- 
conded the  Motion.  As  long  as  they 
continued  to  maintain  a  rack-renter  as 
Sub-Commissioner  so  long  would  they 
find  that  the  administration  of  the  Act 
was  a  farce.  There  never  was  a  set  of 
thieves  who  clung  together  more  closely 
than  the  landlords  of  Ireland;  and,  as 
to  Mr.  Walpole,  he  had  fixed  rents  so 
totally  wrong  that  even  the  landlords  had 
voluntarily  reduced  them.  He  hoped 
the  new  Government  would  deal  fairly 
with  this  matter.  A  great  many  bad 
characters  in  Ireland,  from  Lord  Spencer 
downwards,  had  lost  their  positions  by 
the  fall  of  the  late  Government. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  that  is  not  a  re- 
spectful way  to  speak  of  any  Member 
of  the  other  House.  I  must  ask  him 
to  withdraw  the  expression  ? 

AIb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  Which 
expression  ? 

Ma.  speaker  :  The  expression  jusl 
used  with  regard  to  Lord  Spencer. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  Which 
expression  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
knows  perfectly  well  what  expression. 

Mb.  O'KELLY:  How  can  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  if  he  does  not  know 
what  expression  you  object  to  ?  What 
is. it? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  the  expression  he 
used? 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said, 
he  would,  of  course,  withdraw  immedi- 
ately anything  Mr.  Speaker  liked.  If 
he  had  spoken  in  a  disrespectful  way  of 
a  Member  of  the  Upper  House,  it  was 
not  at  all  his  intention  to  transgress  the 
Rules  of  the  House  or  anything  of  that 
kind.  Of  course,  he  knew  that  there 
were  a  great  many  things  which  a  Mem- 
ber was  allowed  to  say  outside  the 
House  which  he  could  not  say  inside ; 
and  so  he  should  withdraw  and 
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what  he  had  to  say  as  to  Lord  Spencer 
and  others  until  he  went  back  to  Ire- 
land. A  great  many  persons  had  been 
removed  from  their  offices  in  conse- 
quence of  the  change  of  Government, 
and  if  Mr.  Walpole  should  be  removed 
a  great  deal  would  be  done  to  allay  the 
suspicion  with  which  the  administration 
of  the  Land  Act  was  regarded  in  Ire- 
land. Mr.  Walpole  was  a  man  who, 
above  all  others  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Act,  had  made  him- 
self obnoxious. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  oppressive 
character  of  Mr.  Sub-OommiBsioner  Walpole* s 
relations  with  his  own  tenantry,  and  the  gene- 
ral public  distrust  justly  inspired  by  his  de- 
cisions, render  it  undesirable  that  he  should 
continue  to  be  intrusted  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,** — {Mr, 
(/Bnen,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  lewis  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  spoken  had  made  an 
observation  which  very  much  surprised 
him  and  which  ought  to  receive  some 
notice.  The  hon.  Member  said  it  was 
fortunate  that  observations  could  be 
made  outside  the  House  which  would 
not  be  allowed  in  it.  But  perhaps 
some  hon.  Members  found  it  more  for- 
tunate that  observations  could  be  made 
within  the  House  which  would  not  be 
made  outside  it.  They  had  been  told 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  Mr. 
Walpole  defrauded  his  tenants,  and 
was  a  landlord  of  the  very  worst  cha- 
racter, and  that  it  was  a  notorious  fact 
that  a  set  of  thieves  never  stick  together 
more  than  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  His 
(Mr.  Lewis's)  belief  was,  from  all  the 
testimony  they  had  heard  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  this  gen- 
tleman was  a  highly  respectable  man. 
He  was  sure  that  Mr.  Walpole  would 
not  have  been  so  vindictively  attacked 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House  if  he 
had  not  been  deserving  of  the  respect  of 
all  honourable  men.  It  was  somewhat 
surprising  they  should  be  told  that 
a  landlord  was  not  fit  to  be  a  Sub-Com- 
missioner, because  he  was  an  interested 
party.  Well,  if  that  was  so,  a  tenant, 
for  the  same  reason,  ought  not  to  be  ap- 

VOL.   CCXCIX.      [XHIBD  SBEIB8.] 


pointed.  Everyone  who  knew  anything 
of  Courts  was  aware  that  the  discontent  of 
litigants  knew  no  bounds,  and  that  each 
man  believed  his  own  case  to  be  better 
than  his  opponent's.  He  was  not,  how- 
ever, aware  of  any  attacks  similar  to 
this  having  been  made  in  that  House, 
either  on  a  Land  Commissioner  or  Sub- 
Commissioner  with  reference  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland.  But, 
if  that  House  was  to  be  made  a  Court 
of  Appeal,  not  against  any  particular 
decision,  but  against  the  men  who  gave 
those  decisions,  all  he  could  say  was 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  suppose 
there  could  be  any  respect  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland.  It 
was  said  by  the  hon.  Member  who  in- 
troduced this  Motion  that  nine-tenths  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  believed  that  Mr. 
Walpole  was  a  perfectly  abandoned 
character.  He  (Mr.  Lewis)  trusted  they 
would  hear  from  the  Government  during 
the  night  something  of  the  position  and 
character  of  this  gentleman.  On  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  it  was 
believed  that  the  majority  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  were  more  in  sympathy 
with  the  tenants  than  with  the  land- 
lord. Their  decisions,  although  always 
favourable  to  the  tenants,  were,  never- 
theless, always  submitted  to.  He  trusted 
the  Treasury  Bench  would  not  counte- 
nance these  charges  against  the  Irish 
officials.  If  this  was  the  way  in  which 
all  persons  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland  were  to 
be  attacked  from  time  to  time  in  the 
various  departments  and  stages  of 
their  duty,  there  would  be  very  little 
prospect  of  any  law  being  obeyed  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  MAEIJM  said,  with  a  full  sense 
of  the  responsibility  imposed  on  him  in 
speaking  of  an  absent  man,  he  believed 
this  gentleman — and  he  knew  the  lo- 
cality— was  very  severe  in  the  exaction 
of  his  rents — a  quality  which  ought  not 
to  have  recommended  him  to  a  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  appointment ;  that  great  dis- 
satisfaction was  caused  by  his  decisions ; 
and  that  he  was  not  competent  for  the 
office  either  from  his  knowledge  of  the 
value  of  the  land  or  the  working  of  the 
Land  Commission. 

The  chief  SECRETAET  foe 
IRELAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  : 
said,  that  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Motion  had  made  a  violent  attack 
on  the  Sub-Commissioners  in   general 
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and  on  Mr.  Walpole  in  particular,  as 
ifreli  as  on  the  mode  in  which  the  Land 
Act  was  carried  out.  But  he  was  not 
responsible  in  any  sense  for  the  passing 
of  that  Act  or  the  appointment  of  the 
Commissioners  or  Sub-Commissioners. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  pronounce  any  judgment 
on  the  character  of  Mr.  Walpole  as  a 
landlord ;  but,  so  far  as  he  could  gather, 
there  was  no  foundation  whatever  for 
the  vague  charges — [Mr.  William  Red- 
mond: Not  vague  charges  at  all.] — 
levelled  against  Mr.  Walpole  for  his 
conduct  as  a  Sub-Commissioner.  A 
Memorial  containing  various  charges 
against  Mr.  Walpole  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Commissioners ;  they 
took  the  greatest  possible  pains  to  in- 
vestigate the  matter  ;  and  not  only  from 
the  evidence  in  their  own  office,  but 
from  every  kind  of  evidence  that  could 
be  brought  before  them,  they  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  charges  were 
absolutely  groundless.  It  had  been  said 
that  there  was  some  complicity  between 
him  and  Lord  Egmont's  agent,  Captain 
French.  It  was  said  that  he  had  driven 
about  with  him  upon  an  outside  car.  It 
was  said  that  upon  one  occasion  he  had 
stopped  for  one  night  at  the  same  hotel 
as  that  gentleman,  and  also  that  he  had 
given  Mr.  Walpole  a  "lift"  upon  his 
oar.  [Mr.  William  Redmond  :  He  gave 
him  several  '*  lifts."]  But  he  was  in- 
formed that  this  gentleman  was  an  abso- 
lute stranger  to  Mr.  Walpole.  Mr. 
Walpole  was  not  solely  responsible  for 
these  decisions;  he  was  one  of  three 
Commissioners,  and  these  three  Com- 
missioners were  responsible  in  all  cases 
for  these  decisions.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow  had  stated  that  Mr.  Wal- 
pole's  conduct  had  been  of  such  a  cha- 
racter as  to  drive  tenants  out  of  the 
Court;  but  he  had  made  inquiry  into 
the  matter,  and  it  appeared  that  at  the 
time  Mr.  Walpole  assumed  office  there 
had  been  only  five  applications  by 
tenants.  He  did  not  think  that  he 
should  detain  the  House  further.  He 
had  done  all  that  he  could  to  find  out 
about  these  allegations.  But  he  was 
convinced,  both  from  his  researches  and 
the  inquiries  of  the  Land  Commissioners, 
that  there  were  no  grounds  whatever 
for  them  ;  and  he  thought  that  if  there 
was  any  ground  for  objection  to  Mr. 
Walpole' s  decisions,  the  Court  of  Appeal 
would   be  a  more    fitting   tribunal   in 
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which  to  try  them  than  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr.  BARRY  said  that,  accustomed 
as  the  Irish  were  in  that  House  to  hear 
lame  defences  by  the  Chief  Secretary, 
he  did  not  believe  that  in  all  his  ex- 
perience he  had  ever  heard  a  more  help- 
less attempt  at  a  defence  than  that 
which  had  just  been  presented  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  as  to  the  serious  charges 
made  against  this  official  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow.  He  had  insinuated 
that  the  charges  made  were  vague ;  but 
he  believed  that  he  had  never  heard 
anything  more  clear  or  specific  than  the 
case  which  had  been  presented  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  remembered  the  great 
shock  which  the  appointment  to  the 
Land  Commission  of  Mr.  Walpole  had 
given  the  country.  He  was  a  man 
whose  evil  reputation  was  widely  known. 
He  was  a  rack-renting  landlonl  of  the 
very  worst  type — a  man  who,  having 
been  successful  in  some  pettifogging 
trade,  bought  land,  and  at  once  became 
an  odious  tyrant  and  rack-renter.  He 
had  a  character  which  had  received  full 
confirmation  since  his  appointment  as  a 
Land  Commissioner.  He  asked  what 
kind  of  proof  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
wanted?  Every  public  board — ^Boards 
of  Guardians  and  Town  Commissioners 
— and  public  body  whose  representative 
character  enabled  it  to  express  a  reliable 
opinion  on  behalf  of  the  people  had 
passed  resolutions  denouncing  his  one- 
sided and  partizan  conduct.  Surely  no 
better  proof  than  that  was  required  in 
support  of  his  hon.  Friend's  statement 
In  many  cases  even  the  landlords  them- 
selves, instead  of  accepting  Mr.  Wal- 
pole's  decisions,  had  actucdly  given  re- 
ductions, and  oases  could  be  shown  in 
which  the  judicial  rent  fixed  by  Mr. 
Walpole  amounted  to  40  per  cent  in  ex- 
cess of  the  landlord's  own  valuings.  In 
the  counties  of  Cork,  Waterfoi^,  and 
Limerick  there  existed  suoh  a  strong 
and  widespread  feeling  of  discontent 
that  it  was  positively  dangerous  to  the 
administration  of  the  Act.  It  was  most 
unfair  to  the  tenants  to  have  such  a 
man  to  decide  their  oases,  and  many  of 
them  refused  to  go  near  the  Court  at  all 
where  he  acted  as  Sub-Commissioner, 
feeling  convinced  that  they  thereby 
would  only  incur  useless  expenditure  in 
costs,  in  addition  to  their  loss  of  time. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  it  was  with  veij 
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coDsiderable  pain  that  hon.  Members 
Bitting  in  that  quarter  of  the  House  had 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attempt- 
ing such  a  forlorn  and  hopeless  task  as 
the  defence  of  this  official.  He  was 
sorry  to  see  the  present  Government 
falling  into  the  errors  of  its  Predeces- 
sors in  attempting  to  defend  everybody. 
There  had  been  no  stronger  case  ever 
brought  before  the  House.  The  block 
in  the  Appeal  Court  was  something  both 
disgraceful  and  hopeless.  He  had  a  letter 
in  his  hand  from  a  tenant  who  had 
served  an  originating  notice  so  far  back 
as  four  years  ago  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed  by  the  Sub-Commission.  He  went 
into  the  Appeal  Court ;  but  up  to  the 
present  there  was  not  the  least  sign  of 
the  case  being  heard.  The  whole  coun- 
try was  waiting  for  relief  against  the 
appeals  which  blocked  the  Land  Court. 
He  believed  that  an  official  of  the  stamp 
of  Mr.  Walpole,  who  fixed  rents  in  some 
cases  so  much  above  the  valuation  even 
of  the  landlord's  valuers  that  the  land- 
lords themselves  refused  to  abide  by  his 
decisions,  and  reduced  the  rents  fixed 
by  him  themselves,  was  a  man  who 
really  did  even  the  landlords  more  in- 
jury than  good. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  speak- 
ing as  a  landlord  himself  in  Ireland,  he 
believed  that  conduct  of  the  kind  which 
had  been  described  was  really  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  the  landlords.  He 
believed,  however,  that  the  question 
whether  Mr.  Walpole's  conduct  was  of 
the  nature  described  should  be  investi- 
gated by  some  independent  tribunal. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  this  was  really  a  case  which 
the  Government  should  consider  seriously. 
There  was,  no  doubt,  very  widespread 
dissatisfaction  at  the  decisions  of  Mr. 
Walpole.  The  fact  was  that  that  gen- 
tleman had  only  had  experience  of  very 
good  land,  and  was  really  not  competent 
to  decide  in  cases  where  the  value  of 
poor  land  was  called  in  question.  With- 
out wishing  to  make  any  invidious  or 
hard  attack  upon  Mr.  Walpole,  he  would 
Buggest  that  he  might  be  transferred  to 
some  other  part  of  Ireland.  Some  efiPort 
should  also  be  made  to  expedite  the 
hearing  of  appeals. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWEE  said,  he  knew 
nothing  personally  about  Mr.  Walpole  ; 
but  he  was  able  to  state  that  his  action 
as  a  Land  Commissioner  had  given  rise 
Xq  the  utoiost  disoouteatr    Eesolations 


had  been  passed  by  numerous  Boards  of 
Guardians  expressing  want  of  confidence 
in  him. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Government  would  do  well  to 
be  influenced  by  the  advice  given  them 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst),  who,  not  being 
a  Gentleman  who  usually  acted  with  the 
Irish  Party,  had  spoken  from  a  diflPerent 
point  of  view.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  be- 
lieved that  it  was  the  interest  of  the 
landlords  to  prevent  such  grievances  as 
gave  rise  to  agitation.  The  time  had 
come  when  the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners should  be  reduced.  At  any  rate, 
the  Government  could  not  expect  to  get 
rid  of  agitation  in  respect  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Land  Act  while  they  re- 
tained the  services  of  Sub-Commissioners 
like  Mr.  Walpole,  who  failed  in  inspire 
general  confidence  in  his  decisions. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  thought  it 
was  clear  from  that  discussion  that  the 
administration  of  the  Land  Act  by  that 
gentleman  was  not  likely  to  give  satis- 
faction to  the  Irish  people ;  and  he  would 
suggest  that  the  Government  should 
consider  whether  they  could  not  see 
their  way  to  having  some  inquiry  made 
into  that  matter.  The  evidence  in  favour 
of  inquiry  was  certainly  as  strong  as  it 
was  in  the  Maamtrasna  case. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  he 
thought  that  the  observation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  been  misunderstood. 
The  only  charges,  as  far  as  he  was 
aware,  which  were  brought  forward 
against  Mr.  Sub-Commissioner  Walpole 
were  contained  in  a  Memorial  that 
was  presented  in  October,  1 884,  to  the 
Irish  Land  Commission.  That  document 
contained  some  general  observations  in 
reference  to  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Wal- 
pole had  acted  as  a  Sub-Commissioner ; 
and  then  it  set  forth  certain  specific 
charges.  It  then  became  the  duty  of 
the  Land  Commissioners,  as  the  Body 
nominated  by  the  Legislature  for  the 
purpose,  to  inquire  into  that  matter; 
and,  after  having  obtained  all  such  in- 
formation as  would  enable  them  to  form 
a  judgment  upon  it,  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  both  the  general  and  the 
specific  charges  against  Mr.  Walpole 
were  without  foundation. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  :  Did  they  take  the 
evidence  of  a  single  memorialist  ? 
["Order!"] 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  said,  that  the  charges  were 
dealt  with  by  the  Body  which  the  Legis- 
lature had  appointed,  and  which  made  the 
investigation  in  the  ordinary  way.  That 
investigation  having  been  so  made,  the 
result  was  the  acquittal  of  Mr.  Walpole 
not  only  of  the  general,  but  also  of  the 
specific  charges  preferred  against  him ; 
and  if  the  Government  were  now  to  say 
that  the  matter  would  be  re-opened,  it 
would  not  be  a  censure  upon  Mr.  Wal- 
pole, but  a  censure  upon  the  Land  Com- 
mission, because  it  would  be  conveying 
to  the  Commission  that  they  had  not 
done  their  duty  on  a  matter  that  had 
been  brought  before  them.  On  the 
result  of  the  investigation  which  had 
taken  place  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  stand. 

Mb.  PICTON  said,  he  considered 
there  were  grounds  for  inquiry,  and  he 
should  support  the  appeal  made  to  the 
Government  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son). 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
happened  to  know  the  county  in  which 
the  property  of  Mr.  Walpole  was  situ- 
ated. He  had  a  number  of  tenants 
bound  down  by  papers,  which  he  called 
leases,  prepared  in  a  dexterous  manner, 
which  deprived  the  tenants  of  the 
benefit  of  the  Land  Act.  The  whole 
population  of  Queen's  County  had  been 
aghast  when  they  had  heard  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Walpole,  knowing,  as 
they  did,  his  relations  towards  his  own 
tenants;  and  their  forebodings  had 
been  fully  justified.  The  people  in  Mr. 
Walpole's  sub-division  would  not  regard 
the  proceedings  in  his  Court  as  judicial 
in  any  sense.  They  looked  upon  him 
as  having  been  placed  in  his  present 
position  by  landlord  influence,  in  order 
to  maintain  the  level  of  judicial  rents  as 
high  as  possible.  It  should  also  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  inquiry  that  had 
taken  place  was  confined  to  those  who 
were  interested  in  whitewashing  Mr. 
Walp  ole. 

Me.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land was  one  which  would  hardly  be 
seriously  regarded.  The  inquiry  which 
had  been  made  into  the  matter  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 
had  been  utterly  insufficient,  and  no 
real  evidence  had  been  taken.  He 
could  assure  the  Government  that  this 


was  a  very  grave  matter.  The  judicial 
character  of  Mr.  Walpole  was  seriously 
attacked,  and  a  large  amount  of  colla- 
teral evidence  was  brought  forward  in 
support  of  the  charge  brought  against 
him.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  look  into  this  matter  in  the 
interests  of  everyone  who  desired  a 
settlement  of  the  Irish  question  on  a 
permanent  basis.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  retention  of  Mr.  Walpole 
on  the  Bench  would  prove  a  great  im- 
pediment to  the  agrarian  policy  which 
the  present  Government  had  entered 
upon  with  regard  to  Ireland. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTO  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  general 
public  distrust  inspired  by  the  decisions  of  Mr. 
Sub-Commissioner  Walpole  renders  it  desirable 
that  further  inquiry  should  be  made  into  hii 
administration  of  the  Land  Law  (L-eland)  Act,'* 
—{Mr,  O'Brien,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  1 23  ; 
Noes   32:    Majority   91.  —  (D'vr.    List, 

No.  247.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  ''  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

LAW   AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— 

PROCURATORS  FISCAL. 

OBSEEVATIONS. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
maladministration  of  justice  in  Scotland. 
His  Motion,  as  it  stood  upon  the  Paper, 
was — 

"  That  it  is  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice in  Scotland  that  Procurators  Fiscal  should 
be  allowed  to  engage  in  private  business  and  to 
act  as  land  agents.*" 

Perhaps  he  might  state,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House,  and  especially  of  the 
Irish  Members,  that  the  system  of  ad- 
ministering justice  and  conduoting 
criminal  inquiries  was,  in  the  first  place, 
intrusted  to  the  Procurator  Fiscal.  He 
was  the  Public  Prosecutor.  Down  to 
1877  these  Procurators  Fiscal  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  Sheriffs,  and  remorable 
by  them ;  but  in  that  year  a  Bill  was 
brought  in  by  the  Tory  G-ovemment 
confirming    the    appointment    in     the 
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Sheriff,  but  making  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  irremovable  when  he  was  ap- 
pointed. An  Amendment  was  attempted 
at  the  time  to  restrict  Procurators  Fiscal 
to  the  discharge  of  their  official  duties  ; 
but  it  was  negatived.  It  was  evident 
that  there  was  great  risk  of  abuse  of 
justice  in  consequence  of  his  being  en- 
gaged in  private  business,  particularly 
the  business  of  a  land  agent.  He  had 
in  his  possession  complaints  that  in  a 
recent  case  a  Procurator  Fiscal  appeared 
to  prosecute,  and  was  also  engaged  in 
the  case  in  three  other  capacities.  It 
was  easy  to  conceiye  how  hard  it  would 
be  for  a  Procurator  Fiscal,  in  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  confine  himself  strictly  to 
his  proper  business,  and  not  to  allow  him- 
self to  be  influenced  by  other  motives. 
He  wished  to  allude  particularly  to  oases 
in  the  Western  Highlands.  There  was 
the  case  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal  in 
Stomoway,  which  belonged  to  a  single 
proprietor,  and  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
was  the  representative  of  the  Crown, 
and  was  also  the  agent  of  the  landlord. 
He  had  occasion,  previously,  to  call  at- 
tention to  an  instance  where  it  was 
alleged  that  the  Procurator  Fiscal  had 
called  in  the  law  to  support  certain 
estate  regulations  ;  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  tenants  believed  that 
they  had  not  any  prospect  of  impartial 
administration  of  justice.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  say  definitely  as  to  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  charges  made  against  the 
Procurators  Fiscal ;  but  there  were  very 
numerous  complaints  as  to  their  action, 
and  one  could  understand  how  difficult 
it  would  be  for  the  Procurator  Fiscal  to 
administer  even-handed  justice  when  he 
was  acting  in  a  private  capacity  for  one 
of  the  parties.  The  position  occupied 
by  these  men  was  altogether  indefen- 
sible ;  and  he  called  attention  to  it,  now 
that  a  new  Government  was  in  power, 
in  order  that  the  Government  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  stating  their 
views  and  the  course  they  proposed  to 
take  in  the  matter.  He  made  no  charge 
against  the  late  Lord  Advocate.  The 
only  defence  of  the  present  system  was 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  the 
whole  of  the  service  of  the  Procurators 
Fiscal  in  those  distant  places.  He  ad- 
vocated to  meet  this  difficulty  that  they 
should  have  some  system  of  promotion 
under  which  the  Procurators  Fiscal 
could  be  removed  from  district  to  dis- 
trict.   If  some  system  of  that  kind  were 


adopted,  he  was  sure  it  would  have  a 
very  beneficial  effect  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  He  was  informed 
that  measures  had  been  in  progress 
under  the  late  Government  for  remedy- 
ing the  evil  so  far  as  the  Western  High- 
lands were  concerned  ;  but  the  complaint 
he  had  to  make  against  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  was,  that  when  he  found  he 
was  not  able,  in  a  particular  case.,  to  do 
what  was  required,  he  did  not  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  remedy  the  law, 
and  so  have  been  able  to  take  upon  him- 
self the  responsibility  for  the  due  and 
impartial  administration  of  justice. 
Peace  in  the  Western  Highlands  de- 
pended very  much  more  upon  the  re- 
moval of  those  abuses  than  many  sup- 
posed ;  but  the  people  despaired  re- 
ceiving impartial  justice  when  everyone 
engaged  in  the  administration  of  the 
law,  except  the  Sheriff,  was  an  official 
of  the  proprietor.  That  being  the  feel- 
ing, it  was  not  at  all  surprising  that  the 
Highlanders  attempted  to  take  the  law 
into  their  own  hands,  and  thus  endea- 
vour to  redress  their  grievances. 

Dr.  FARQUHAESON  said,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  done  well  to  bring 
this  subject  before  the  House.  It  was 
surely  wrong,  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
that  anyone  holding  judicial  office 
should  be  allowed  to  engage  in  private 
practice.  Persons  holding  these  ap- 
pointments should,  like  Csesar's  wife, 
be  above  suspicion.  The  difficulty  of 
getting  men  to  take  the  office  on  small 
salaries  might  be  met  by  a  system  of 
promotion  such  as  had  been  suggested 
by  his  hon.  Friend— namely,  to  hold  out 
the  prospect  of  rising,  through  good 
work  and  merit,  to  higher  appoint- 
ments. He,  therefore,  thought  that  as 
appointments  fell  in  the  Gt)vernment 
should  insist  that  persons  accepting  such 
appointments  should  be  debarred  from 
private  practice.  That  could  easily  be 
done  in  the  large  towns,  where  from 
£600  to  £800  and  up  to  £1,200  a-year 
was  paid.  For  such  appointments  there 
could  be  no  difficulty  in  getting  the  best 
legal  men,  and  already  a  good  begin- 
ning had  been  made  in  Aberdeen,  where 
the  Sheriff  Clerk,  who  formerly  had 
private  practice,  had  been  entirely  re- 
stricted to  his  public  duties. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  enter  upon  the  general  ques- 
tion, which  had  been  a  good  deal  dis- 
cussed within  the  past  year.     The  view 
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taken  by  the  late  Government  was  that 
wherever  they  could  get  the  sole  ser- 
vices of  a  gentleman  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  Procurator  Fiscal  on  reason- 
able terms  it  was  desirable  to  do  so ;  but 
that  necessarily  involved  conditions — 
conditions  regarding  the  amount  of 
work,  the  available  salary,  or  the  salary 
that  could  reasonably  be  asked,  and 
other  conditions  which  he  had  more 
fully  explained  on  a  former  occasion. 
He  adhered  to  the  view  that  wherever 
they  could  obtain  the  services  of  a  gen- 
tleman to  fill  those  duties  exclusively  it 
was  desirable  to  do  so ;  and  accordingly, 
although  the  appointment  did  not  rest 
with  the  Crown,  but  with  the  SheriflF, 
subject  only  to  confirmation  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  it  was  quite  possible  for 
persons  holding  the  position  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  do  under  the  late 
Government,  by  communicating  with  the 
Sheriff,  to  try  and  establish  the  rule  of 
restricting  persons  holding  the  office  to 
the  duties  of  that  office.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay)  complained  that  they 
did  not  propose  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  agreed  that  all  appointments 
of  Procurators  Fiscal  should  emanate 
from  the  Crown ;  but  in  the  press  of 
other  duties  he  did  not  know  whether 
the  subject  had  been  embodied  in  a  sepa- 
rate Bill,  though  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  matter  would  be  kept  in  view.  As 
to  the  alleged  conflict  between  public 
and  private  duty,  having  bad  an  expe- 
rience of  some  years,  he  could  only  now 
repeat  the  tribute  which  he  had  before 
paid  to  the  probity,  integrity,  and  ability 
with  which  the  Procurators  Fiscal  had 
discharged  their  duties  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  admitted  that  it  was  better  that 
they  should  be  restricted  to  the  duties 
of  their  office.  Eeference  had  been 
made  to  appointments  in  the  West 
Highlands;  and  he  quite  agreed  that 
where,  from  whatever  causes,  an  un- 
happy state  of  feeling  had  arisen,  which 
he  trusted  and  believed  would  be  tem- 
porary, it  was  specially  desirable  that 
there  should  be  no  ground  for  the  sug- 
gestion of  a  suspicion  of  any  conflict  of 
duty  and  private  matters  on  the  part  of 
a  public  official.  Accordingly,  before 
the  late  Government  went  out  of  Office, 
they  were  negotiating  with  a  view  to 
get  the  Procurators  Fiscal  of  Stomoway, 
Portree,  and  Lochmaddy  placed  on 
salary  and   confined    purely    to   their 

Mr,  J.  B,  Balfour 


official  duties.  Of  course,  their  appoint- 
ment being  under  the  previous  law,  that 
arrangement  could  only  be  carried  out 
by  negotiation,  and  with  their  consent ; 
and,  although  the  arrangement  was  not 
concluded,  he  dared  say  this  was  a 
matter  which  those  who  had  succeeded 
the  late  Government  would  look  into, 
and  if  they  found  that  reasonable  terms 
could  be  arranged  with  those  Fiscals 
they  would  make  arrangements  by  which 
these  officials  would  be  confined  to  their 
public  duties.  If  it  were  found  impos- 
sible to  make  such  an  arrangement  it 
might  then  become  necessary  to  consider 
whether  legislative  powers  to  effect  such 
an  arrangement  could  not  be  obtained, 
although  that  would  be  a  somewhat  ex- 
treme measure. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  said,  he  would  like  to 
bear  his  testimony,  as  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  had  done,  to  the  way  in  which 
the  Procurators  Fiscal  in  Scotland 
had  hitherto  performed  their  duties. 
He  had  had  an  opportunity  some  years 
ago  of  seeing  how  they  performed  their 
duties,  and  he  thought  they  deserved 
the  credit  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  given  them.  As 
to  whether  the  Procurators  Fiscal  should 
be  confined,  to  their  public  duties  alone 
he  had  very  little  to  add  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  It  would  be  better, 
as  a  general  rule,  that  those  gen- 
tlemen should  not  have  anything  to  do 
except  the  actual  duties  of  their  office; 
but  there  were  cases  in  which  that 
general  rule  would  hardly  apply,  be- 
cause it  might  be  that  they  might  have 
to  give  a  much  larger  salary  for  a  person 
in  an  out-of-the-way  part  of  the  world 
who  would  practically  have  little  to  do, 
and  whose  only  inducement  to  go  to  such 
a  place  would  be  to  receive  the  large 
salary  for  doing  very  little.  Nor  should 
they  forget  that  where  there  was  little 
to  do,  and  a  man  devoted  his  whole  time 
to  doing  it,  it  had  not  a  very  good  effect 
on  the  man  himself,  for  it  was  not  likely 
to  improve  his  mind  or  increase  his  store 
of  legal  learning  or  his  habits  of  in- 
dustry. His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  stated  that  in  certain  cases  ar- 
rangements were  attempted  for  con- 
fining certain  Fisoals  to  their  official 
duties;  but,   unfortunately,  up  to  the 

oogle 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


1305 


Trade  and 


{July  24,  1885) 


Commerce, 


1806 


time  tlie  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman left  OfiQ.ce  the  attempt  had  not 
been  euccessfui.  It  was  a  matter, 
howeyer,  which  would  certainly  not  be 
lost  sight  of.  More  than  that  he  could 
not  say. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— DEPRESSION 

OF  TRADE-THB  APPRECIATION  OF 

GOLD.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  I  would  ask 
leave  to  call  attention  to  a  subject  of 
which  I  gave  Notice  some  time  ago  in 
connection  with  the  Boyal  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  depression  of  trade. 
The  Notice  is  as  follows : — 

"That,  in  view  of  the  great  depression  in 
trade,  caused  in  large  measure  by  the  extraor- 
dinary decline  in  prices,  this  House  is  of  opi- 
nion  that  the  time  nas  arrived  when  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty  be  prayed  to  appoint  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  relative  position  of 
gold  and  silver  in  their  use  as  moneys  through- 
out the  world —  [Mr.  Warton:  Oh,  oh!l  — 
whether  the  depression  of  trade  and  low  prices 
are  in  any  way  connected  with,  or  caused  by, 
the  appreciation  of  our  gold  standard  ;  how  far 
such  appreciation — shomd  it  be  shown  to  exist 
— results  from  the  displacement  of  silver  money 
over  large  areas,  and  whether,  or  how  far,  these 
evils  admit  of  remedy.'* 

Notwithstanding  the  deprecatory  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton),  this  is  a 
subject  which  is  attracting  a  great  deal 
of  attention ;  and  there  will  be  a  great 
feeling  of  disappointment  throughout 
commercial  circles  unless  the  Commit- 
tee which  the  Government  intend  to  ap- 
point is  authorized  specially  to  inquire 
into  it.  A  special  reason  exists  for  this 
in  a  Parliamentary  Paper  recently  issued 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which  has  brought  out  very 
clearly  that  the  main  feature  of  the 
commercial  depression  is  the  prodigious 
fall  of  prices  as  compared  with  1873. 
According  to  a  calculation  which  I  have 
made  myself  the  average  fall  of  prices  to 
1885  is  about  37  per  cent.  The  exports  of 
our  country  this  year  will  attain  to  about 
£220,000,000;  but  had  they  been  mea- 
sured by  the  standard  of  prices  that  pre- 
vailed in  1873  they  would  have  reached 
about  £350,000,000.  We  have  had  a  col- 
lapse in  prices  and  a  change  in  the  stan- 
dard of  value,  such  as  has  been  altogether 
unknown  since  the  resumption  of  specie 
payments  in  1819,  and  this  has  unsettled 
all  the  relations  of  trade.  I  would  point 
out  how  very  seriously  this  change  in 
the  scale  of  prices  and  standard  of  value 


affects  the  various  classes  in  the  country. 
The  commercial  classes,  who  borrow 
capital  very  largely  for  reproductive 
use,  find  themselves  compelled  to  pay 
interest  in  a  standard  which  is  very 
much  appreciated.  When  the  debts 
have  to  be  repaid  they  are  obliged  to 
pay  a  very  much  larger  value  than  they 
contracted  for.  The  total  amount  of 
capital  borrowed  in  this  country  repre- 
sents thousands  of  millions  sterling, 
and  the  interest  probably  amoimts  to 
more  than  £100,000,000  sterling  an- 
nually. It  is  a  very  serious  thing  that 
this  vast  amount  of  borrowed  capital 
should  be  made  so  very  much  heavier 
in  consequence  of  the  extraordinary  fall 
of  prices.  We  have  had  a  discussion  this 
evening  as  to  the  Irish  Land  Act.  We 
know  there  are  great  complaints  in  Ire- 
land that  the  rents  fixed  by  the  Judicial 
Commission  have  already  become  too  high 
owing  to  the  continuous  fall  of  the  value 
of  produce ;  and  it  is  thought  by  our 
best  authorities  that  this  fall  will  con- 
tinue for  several  years  to  come.  It  is 
hardly  necessary  to  point  out  how  this 
will  neutralize  all  the  good  effects  that 
they  expect  from  judicial  rents  in  Ire- 
land. Then  our  difficulties  in  Egypt 
have  very  largely  arisen  from  the  fact 
that  the  heavy  fall  of  prices  makes  the 
interest  of  the  debt  much  heavier 
than  it  was  some  10  or  15  years  ago. 
The  Debt  of  Egypt  has  virtually  in- 
creased one -fourth  owing  to  the  pro- 
digious fall  of  prices.  I  may  be  asked 
what  proof  I  have  for  the  assertion  that 
the  standard  of  value  has  risen  very 
seriously.  I  would  refer  to  those  Papers 
drawn  up  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  which 
prove  that  since  1873  general  prices 
have  fallen  37  per  cent,  and  I  assert 
that  no  such  fall  could  be  adequately 
explained  on  any  other  ground  except 
that  gold  has  considerably  risen.  I 
have  no  doubt  there  is  something  in  the 
nature  of  over-production ;  and  no  doubt 
foreign  competition — especially  in  food 
— has  forced  down  prices  considerably. 
But  there  is  a  distinct  ground  for  be- 
lieving that  gold  itself  has  considerably 
risen  in  purchasing  power.  My  asser- 
tion is  that  at  least  one-half  of  the  won- 
derful change  in  the  last  10  or  15  years 
is  owing  to  the  appreciation  of  our  gold 
standard.  The  supply  of  gold  has 
fallen  off  immensely  in  the  last  10  or  20 
years.  During  the  Australian  and  Cali- 
fomian  discoveries,  and  for  some  years 
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afterwards,  the  annual  production  of 
gold  was  upwards  of  £30,000,000  ;  but 
it  is  now  less  than  £19,000,000,  and  it 
is  tending  to  become  still  smaller.  On  the 
other  hand,  gold  is  being  called  upon  to 
do  very  much  more  than  it  did  20  years 
ago.  Twenty  years  ago  gold  did  only 
one- half  of  the  monetary  work  of  the 
world.  The  trade  of  the  world  went  on 
smoothly  under  the  bi- metallic  system. 
Gold  and  silver  countries  could  exchange 
with  each  other  at  a  ratio  which  was  re- 
liable; but  now  the  two  metals  have 
been  divorced.  In  place  of  silver  being 
at  the  ratio  of  I5J^  to  1  of  gold,  it  is 
now  at  the  rate  of  19  to  1  of  gold.  This 
is  a  very  serious  thing  to  a  country  like 
England.  The  time  is  coming  when,  if 
this  state  of  things  is  not  resisted,  we 
shall  see  a  fall  in  wages  corresponding 
to  the  fall  in  general  prices.  What  I 
hope  the  House  will  accept  when  we 
have  discussed  the  question,  and  what  I 
trust  the  Royal  Commission  will  turn  its 
attention  to,  is  this — that  they  should 
aim  at  restoring  that  old  bi-metallic  ar- 
rangement which  existed  more  or  less 
for  two  centuries  prior  to  1872.  If  they 
could  return  to  that  system  they  would 
confer  great  advantage  upon  the  coun- 
try ;  they  would  escape  great  social 
troubles,  and  would  give  a  great  de- 
velopment to  trade.  When  our  trade  is 
languishing,  as  it  is  now,  there  must  be 
something  wrong ;  and  the  only  remedy 
which  I  think  we  have  in  our  power 
is  to  join  with  the  United  States,  France, 
and  Germany  to  re-establish  that  old 
system  of  currency  which  answered  so 
remarkably  well  in  the  past.  I  trust 
that  in  appointing  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion which  is  in  contemplation  the  Go- 
vernment will  see  their  way  to  place 
upon  it  some  experts  upon  monetary 
questions  who  have  studied  the  question 
of  bi-metallism,  and  who  will  have 
power  to  make  it  a  vital  branch  of  the 
investigation.  I  believe  that  such  a 
course  would  give  satisfaction  to  the 
commercial  classes  of  the  country. 

LUNATIC  ASYLL'MS  (IRELAND)-CORK 

LUNATIC  ASYLUSI. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  he  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  repeated  refusals  of  the 
late  Viceroy  of  Ireland  to  appoint  Mr. 
John  O'Brien,  of  Cork,  a  Governor  of 
the  Cork  Lunatic  Asylum.     He  did  not 

Jfr.  Samuel  Smith 


propose  to  dwell  long  on  this  subject, 
as  it  was  discussed  at  considerable 
length  in  the  House  on  i^veral  occa- 
sions, and  the  late  Chief  Secretary  left 
them  under  the  impression  that,  in  the 
long  run,  Mr.  O'Brien  would  be  ap- 
pointed. Well,  the  Government  had 
a  very  short  run  themselves  after  that, 
and  he  was  not  sorry  for  it,  even  if  Mr. 
O'Brien  were  never  appointed.  The 
Cork  Corporation  had  requested  the 
present  Viceroy  to  appoint  Mr.  O'Brien. 
He  trusted  his  views  on  the  subject 
would  be  immediately  made  known.  It 
was  most  important  that  a  man  like  Mr. 
O'Brien  should  be  placed  on  the  Board, 
as  he  was  not  only  energetic  and  ca- 
pable, but  he  was  expert  in  one  depart- 
ment, the  woollen  contracts,  in  which  a 
great  many  irregularities  had  occurred 
of  late.  The  Governors  of  the  Institu- 
tion, also,  had  been  extremely  lax  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties.  He  main- 
tained that  the  representation  of  the 
Cork  Municipal  Council  on  the  Managing 
Board  of  the  District  Asylum  should 
be  better  proportioned  to  its  contribu- 
tion towards  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  asylum.  He  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  promise  to  consider  this 
matter,  otherwise  he  would  be  obliged 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House  at 
considerable  length  during  the  present 
Session. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— CUS- 
TODY  OF  PRISONERS  IN  IRELAND. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  death  of  Peter  O'Gara, 
in  Sligo  Police  Barracks.  This  man 
had  been  arrested  a  few  weeks  ago 
on  a  charge  of  drunkenness  in  Sligo, 
although  he  was  walking  with  two 
friends,  whom  the  police  admitted  to 
havo  been  sober.  He  was  put  into  the 
cell  at  the  police  barracks  with  another 
drunken  man.  At  10  p.m.  his  wife  and 
son  had  called  and  asked  for  his  release, 
when,  on  entering  the  cell,  O'Gara  was 
found  dead  with  marks  of  violence  on 
his  face  and  head,  while  the  other  man 
was  found  sitting  on  the  floor  with  his 
coat  and  waistcoat  off.  It  was  evident 
that  the  orderly  constable  could  not 
have  been  anywhere  close  at  hand,  or 
he  would  have  heard  the  struggle  which 
must  have  taken  place.  Such  an  occur- 
rence ought  not  to  have  been  possible, 
and    he  hoped    that    the  Government 
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would  take  care  to  prevent  anything  of 
tlie  kind  happening  again.  He  wished 
also  to  call  attention  to  the  necessity  for 
better  arrangements  being  made  for  the 
custody  of  prisoners  inOoostabulary  sta- 
tions in  Ireland.  More  cells  should  be 
provided,  and  the  lighting  of  the  cells 
improved.  In  Gal  way,  for  instance, 
there  was  only  one  cell,  and  if  there 
were  a  female  and  male  prisoner  ar- 
rested at  the  same  time,  the  female 
was  obliged  to  stay  in  the  kitchen 
with  the  orderly.  Such  a  system  was 
disgraceful.  When  the  Government 
oouid  spend  large  sums  on  palatial 
police  barracks  'and  bath-rooms  for 
policemen,  they  ought,  at  least,  to  make 
decent  and  safe  provisions  for  prisoners. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  condition  of  the  Magis- 
terial Bench  in  King's  County.  There 
were  92  Justices  of  Peace  in  the  county, 
and,  although  only  15  per  cent  of  the 
people  were  other  than  Catholics,  there 
were  only  10  or  11  Catholic  magistrates, 
whereas  the  number  ought  to  be  73. 
He  had  already  complained  of  this  dis- 
proportion, but  the  new  appointments 
were  on  the  old  lines.  There  was  a  vast 
number  of  Catholics  in  the  county  quali- 
fied to  hold  the  position  which  was 
denied  them.  The  appointment  of  ma- 
gistrates in  King's  County  was  confined 
to  certain  family  rings.  It  was  said 
that  there  was  a  strong  alliance  between 
the  present  Government  and  the  Home 
Eule  Irish  Members ;  but  they  were  not 
aware  of  it.  Although  nothing  of  the 
sort  existed,  still  the  Government  might, 
from  a  sense  of  justice,  look  into  this 
question ;  and  if  they  would  do  so  im- 
partially, they  would  do  something  to 
give  the  Government  a  claim  on  the 
consideration  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  MAEUM  said,  that  the  questions 
of  local  taxation  and  of  the  treatment 
of  prisoners  under  remand  were  bound 
up  with  the  appointment  of  magistrates. 
In  tho  Queen's  County  there  were  not 
more  than  14  Catholic  magistrates,  and 
several  of  these  were  absentees,  or  did 
not  attend  to  business.  The  adminis- 
tration of  local  rates'  was  vested  in 
bodies  composed  largely  of  magistrates, 
and  it  was  not  to  be  tolerated  that  the 
composition  of  these  bodies  should  be 
unduly  coloured  by  a  political  nominee 
of  the  Government  of  the  day.  One 
eflfect  of  the  carrying  on  of  county  go- 
vernment by  magistrates,  nominated  as 


at  present,  was  that  female  prisoners 
under  remand  had  to  be  sent  distances 
of  30  or  40  miles ;  and  it  was  highly 
improper  that  a  female  prisoner  should 
be  sent  that  distance  in  charge  of  a 
policeman.  It  was  enough  to  destroy 
the  character  of  any  woman,  and  the 
knowledge  of  the  fact  that  this  had  to 
be  done  interfered  with  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  for  a  considerate  magis- 
trate naturally  hesitated  to  expose  any 
woman  to  such  an  ordeal  and  the  hard- 
ships of  the  journey  if  he  could  possibly 
avoid  it. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  desired  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  stigma 
which  was  cast  upon  the  Catholic  gen- 
tlemen in  Ireland  owing  to  the  persis- 
tent refusal  of  the  late  Gt)vernment  to 
place  them  upon  the  Bench  of  Magis- 
strates.  He  hoped  that  the  present 
Government  would  follow  the  example 
of  the  last  Conservative  Government, 
and  would  treat  the  Catholics  in  Ireland 
fairly.  The  late  Lord  O'Hagan,  from 
whom  great  things  had  been  expected 
as  the  first  Catholic  Lord  Chancellor, 
had  actually  increased  the  disproportion 
between  the  number  of  Catholic  and 
Protestant  magistrates.  A  principle 
had  been  laid  down  upon  which  he 
thought  the  Government  should  act,  and 
that  was  to  have  at  least  one  Catholic 
magistrate  upon  each  Bench,  if  a  suit- 
able one  could  be  found  in  the  district. 
In  the  County  Louth  there  were  10 
Benches,  and  on  four  of  these  there  was 
not  a  single  Catholic  magistrate.  He 
had  great  respectforthe  present  holder  of 
the  Office  of  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
who  was  distinguished  for  his  impartial, 
honourable,  and  kindly  treatment  of  the 
Irish  Catholics.  He  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  continue  in  Office  after 
the  next  General  Election,  and  would 
retain  his  post  for  many  years.  He 
looked  to  him  for  the  removal  of  the 
inequality  at  present  existing. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  that 
the  difi'erent  matters  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  did  not  demand 
any  lengthened  remarks  from  him. 
With  regard  to  the  case  of  Mr.  John 
O'Brien,  he  might  say  that  the  grounds 
upon  which  Lord  Spencer  had  declined 
to  appoint  Mr.  John  O'Brien  as  Go- 
vernor of  Cork  Lunatic  Asylum  were 
not  at  all  personal  ones.     He  (the  At- 
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tomey  General  for  Ireland)  had  no 
doubt  that  Mr.  O'Brien  was  very  well 
qualified  to  discharge  the  duties,  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  his  claims  would  be 
considered  by  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. When  the  last  Governor  of  the 
Cork  Lunatic  Asylum  was  appointed, 
there  was  on  the  Board  a  preponderance 
of  city  representatives.  It  appeared  that 
the  county,  which  contributed  some 
£8,000  per  annum  towards  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  asylum,  had  only  15  Go- 
vernors on  the  Board ;  while  the  city, 
which  contributed  only  some  £2,700, 
had  22,  and  it  being  felt  that  the  county 
was  entitled  to  have  its  representation 
on  the  Board  strengthened,  the  new  Go- 
vernor was  selected  from  the  county 
instead  of  from  the  city  which  Mr. 
O'Brien  represented. 

Mb.  DEASY  remarked  that  of  the 
22  Governors  only  three  were  represen- 
tatives of  the  ratepayers. 
^  The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  said,  that  there  was  no  per- 
sonal objection  whatever  to  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  doubtless  he  would  be  selected  as 
the  next  city  Governor— assuming,  of 
course,  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Deasy)  regarding  him 
to  be  correct.  No  one  could  help  feel- 
ing pain  at  the  sad  circumstances  of  the 
death  of  the  man  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  He  at 
once  admitted  that  if  drunken  persons 
were  to  be  confined  in  police  barracks, 
adequate  cell  accommodation  was  not 
merely  desirable,  but  necessary.  In 
many  police  barracks  there  was  great 
want  of  accommodation,  and  that  was 
owing  to  the  fact  that  houses  not  built 
for  the  purpose  had  been  adapted  to  the 
use  of  police  barracks.  It  was  much 
more  desirable  that  buildings  should  be 
expressly  erected  for  police  barracks, 
and  that  had  now  been  extensively  done. 
With  regard  to  the  observations  which 
had  been  made  as  to  prisoners  being 
placed  in  the  same  cells,  he  thought  he 
might  promise  that  for  the  future  this 
would  be  done  as  little  as  possible. 
There  was  a  rule  in  the  Constabulary 
Force  at  the  present  time  which  made  it 
obligatory  on  constables  not  to  place 
more  than  one  person  in  the  same 
cell  when  it  could  be  avoided,  and 
the  only  thing  that  led  to  its  being 
done  was  the  want  of  proper  cell  ac- 
commodation. If  it  became  necessary 
to  place  two  persons  in  one  cell,  they 

The  Attorney  General  fw  Ireland 


should  be  so  placed  as  to  be  within 
sight,  or  at  all  events  within  hearing,  of 
the  warder.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  take  steps  that 
this  should  always  be  done  where  the 
want  of  proper  cell  accommodation  made 
it  necessary  to  put  two  prisoners  into 
one  cell.  The  other  points  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  referred  in  connection 
with  cell  accommodation  should  have 
his  attention.  The  hon.  Members  for 
Cork  and  Sligo  had  spoken  of  the  ap- 
pointments to  the  magistracy.  Hefer- 
ence  had  also  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  County  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  that  county.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  King's  County  did  not 
share  the  political  views  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  he  was  a  personal  friend  of  his  own, 
and  he  was  probably  the  last  person  in 
the  world  to  recommend  or  refuse  to 
recommend  gentlemen  for  appointments 
on  the  ground  of  their  religion.  He 
believed  the  rule  to  be  laid  down  with 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  gentle- 
men to  the  commission  of  the  peace  was 
that  they  should  be  appointed  upon  con- 
siderations entirely  distinct  from  their 
political  and  religious  views,  and  having 
regard  only  to  their  fitness  to  discharge 
the  magisterial  duties  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  perform.  No  doubt  in 
some  parts  of  the  country,  where  there 
was  a  predominance  of  people  professing 
a  certain  religion,  it  was  desirable  that 
a  certain  number  of  magistrates  of  that 
religion  should  be  appointed  in  order 
that  the  people  might  have  confidence  in 
the  administration  of  justice ;  but,  never- 
theless, regard  must  be  had  to  their  fit- 
ness for  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
He  hoped  that  the  time  might  not  be  far 
distant  in  Ireland,  when  religion,  which 
was  now  almost  identical  with  politics, 
might  be  placed  in  the  background  in 
all  questions  connected  with  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  The  selection  of 
the  magistrates  of  Ireland  was  now  in 
the  hands  of  his  noble  Friend  Lord 
Ashbourne,  who,  although  a  politician, 
was  not  a  bigoted  politician,  and,  al- 
though a  religious  man,  was  not  a  bigot, 
and  he  felt  sure  that  such  a  man  as  liord 
Ashbourne  might  be  trusted  to  appoint 
the  magistracy  of  the  country  with  im- 
partiality and  without  favour  to  politi- 
cal or  religious  views,  but  solely  in 
regard  to  the  fitness  for  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  of  the  office. 
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Mr.  BIGGAR  contended  that  it  was 
a  great  scandal  to  appoint  persons  as 
magistrates  in  Ireland  who  were  not 
resident  in  the  counties  in  which  they 
acted,  and  sometimes  had  hardly  any 
connection  with  them.  He  hoped  that 
the  new  Lord  Chancellor  would  use  his 
influence  for  the  purpose  of  remedying 
this  state  of  things.  He  should  go 
through  the  lists  of  magistrates,  both 
Protestant  and  Catholic,  and  strike  out 
without  mercy  all  who  did  not  discharge 
their  duties  and  who  were  not  resident 
in  the  counties.  He  thought  the  Lord 
Chancellor  should  ignore  almost  entirely 
the  Lord  Lieutenants  of  counties  in  this 
matter,  and  should  depend  upon  his  own 
judgment.  It  was  most  desirable  that 
the  people  of  the  country  should  have 
confidenoe  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice. That  they  could  not  have,  if  they 
saw  the  appointments  to  the  Magisterial 
Bench  entirely  taken  from  one  class  of 
the  community.  Until  some  reform  was 
made  in  that  respect,  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible that  the  people  could  believe  in 
the  impartiality  of  justice.  He  was  also 
of  opinion  that  the  policeman  who  had 
been  so  neglectful  of  duty  in  the  case 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
should  be  punished. 

Mr.  T.  p.  G'CONNGR  complained 
that  the  late  Government  had  not  ade- 
quately fulfilled  their  promise  to  appoint 
a  fair  proportion  of  Catholic  magistrates. 
He  was  aware  that  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not  respon- 
sible for  what  his  Predecessor  did.  He 
regretted  to  say  that  the  promises  of  the 
late  Government  had  been  kept  to  the 
ear,  but  broken  in  reality.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Irish  Members  never  desired 
to  have  a  lot  of  Whig  **  shoneens  and 
Oawtholics "  appointed  as  magistrates 
throughout  the  country. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNGE  said,  he 
merely  wished  to  say  that  he  hoped  that 
Lord  Ashbourne,  in  whose  sense  of  jus- 
tice the  Irish  Members  had  considerable 
confidence,  would  take  this  matter  in 
hand,  and  deal  with  it  in  a  candid  and 
proper  spirit. 

Main  Question,  **That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE   ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. — ^Law  and  Justice. 

(1.)  £69,316  (including  a  Supplemen- 
tary sum  of  £3,000),  to  complete  the 
sum  for  County  Court  OflScers,  Ireland. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  House  had 
repeatedly  heard,  of  late,  that  there  was 
a  great  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  Ireland.     It  had  formed  a  matter  of 
congratulation  at  the  commencement  of 
the  present  Session.     The  late  Govern- 
ment   took    credit    to    themselves    for 
abandoning  the  main  part  of  the  Pre- 
vention   of   Crime    Act,   and    limiting 
themselves  to  the  retention  only  of  cer- 
tain   portions    which    they    considered 
valuable.      Fortunately,    circumstances 
had  put  an  end  to  the  late  Government 
and  their  intentions.     The  present  Go- 
vernment had  gone  further,  and   had 
wisely  and  intelligently  dispensed  with 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act.      He  had    been  curious  to 
ascertain,  therefore,  whether  the  com- 
bined opinions  of  the  late  Government 
and  the  present  found    a  reflection  in 
this  Estimate.     He  should    have  been 
glad  to  find  that  that  was  the  case,  and 
he  had    hoped,  for   instance,  that  the 
staff  of  magistrates,  which  had  been  in- 
flated for   the  purpose  of  meeting  an 
exceptional  state  of  things  in  the  last 
few  years,  would  have    been  brought 
back  to  its  normal  level.     They  all  knew 
that  even  before  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act  came  into  operation  in  1882   Earl 
Spencer,  and  his  Predecessor,  Earl  Cow- 
per,  had  added  to  the  magistracy  gene- 
rally, and  had  increased  the  number  of 
stipendiary  magistrates.      The  day  the 
present    Parliament   ended,   which    he 
supposed  was  about  a  fortnight  distant, 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  would  cease. 
It  was  enacted  in  1882  for  three  years 
succeeding,  and    it  would  pats  out  of 
existence  on   the  day  that   Parliament 
was  prorogued.     Therefore,  the  period 
of  its  cessation  was  quite  close  enough 
to  justify  an  inquiry  as  to  what  steps 
the  Government   intended    to  take   to 
reduce  the  establishment  of  paid  magis- 
trates in  Ireland  to  its  normal  level.   In 
1884-5,  according  to  the  present  Esti- 
mates, there  were  79  paid  magistrates, 
and  for  the  present  year  he  observed 
that  the  number  was  precisely  the  same. 
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He  knew  that  the  present  Government 
was  not  responsible  for  this  Estimate, 
which  was  drawn  and  presented  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
William  Hart  Djke)  could  have  ima- 
gined that  the  luxury  of  being  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  reserved  for 
him.  But  when  it  was  drawn  up,  in  the 
present  year,  it  ought  to  have  been  quite 
apparent,  from  the  state  of  the  calendars 
and  the  reports  in  the  newspapers,  that 
there  was  nothing  exceptional  in  the 
state  of  crime  in  Ireland.  Nevertheless, 
not  only  in  the  number  of  magistrates 
that  were  proposed  to  be  maintained, 
but  in  every  other  item,  the  Estimates, 
on  the  face  of  them,  denoted  an  excep- 
tional state  of  things.  The  seven  tem- 
porary appointments  of  magistrates  were 
to  be  continued  at  a  cost  to  the  country 
of  something  like  £3,000.  If  seven 
temporary  magibtrates  were  necessary 
in  a  time  of  great  emergency,  when 
Boycotting  prevailed  and  conspiracy 
meetings  were  rife,  why  should  they  be 
necessary  now  ?  What  was  the  mean- 
ing of  this  ?  Had  those  seven  gentle- 
men really  any  functions  to  discharge  ? 
He  could  understand  that  at  a  time 
when  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  required 
to  gallop  through  the  streets  of  Dublin 
surrounded  by  a  small  army,  the  cir- 
cumstances were  very  different  from 
those  which  now  existed,  when  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  could  drive  about  in  an  open 
phaeton  like  any  other  gentleman.  He 
saw  in  the  Estimate  that  there  were 
travelling  allowances  for  those  seven 
temporary  magistrates  in  addition  to 
other  expenses.  He  failed  to  see,  on 
the  face  of  the  Estimate,  any  sign  what- 
ever that  the  Government  conceded  the 
necessity  of  reducing  the  expenditure, 
although  they  acknowledged,  by  their 
policy  of  allowing  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  to  cease,  that  the  country  had 
passed  from  an  exceptional  into  an  ordi- 
nary condition.  Nevertheless,  when  it 
came  to  a  question  of  the  expenditure 
of  money  they  made  no  reduction  in  the 
establishment,  and  no  diminution  in  its 
cost.  He  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friends 
would  support  him  in  obtaining  some 
explanation  from  the  Government.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  of  evil  effect  to 
continue  an  inflated  magisterial  estab- 
lishment which  the  necessities  of  the 
case  did  not  justify.  When  there  was 
an  exceptional  state  of  crime  in  Ireland 
there    might    have    been    reason    for 

Mr,  Sexton 


creating  an  exceptional  establishment  of 
officials  to  deal  with  it.  But  he  did  not 
see  why  they  should  make  a  divisional 
magistrate  a  present  of  £1,000  a-year, 
instead  of  going  back  to  the  original 
payment  of  £500  a-year  for  persons  who 
held  the  rank  of  ordinary  magistrate. 
He  would  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
t.hose  exceptional  magistrates  would 
feel  inclined  to  provoke  an  exceptional 
state  of  crime;  but  undoubtedly  they 
would  not  be  sorry  for  the  continuance 
of  such  a  state  of  things  as  would  enable 
them  to  claim  this  exceptional  remune- 
ration. So  long  as  the  Government  paid 
heavy  salaries  for  the  performance  of 
so-called  exceptional  duties,  those  men 
would  continue  to  represent  up  to  the 
latest  moment  the  necessity  for  high 
salaries  and  an  exceptional  staff.  He 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  say  that  there 
was  no  longer  any  need  for  special  ma- 
gistrates, or  a  temporary  staff.  The  or- 
dinary officers  of  the  law  in  ordinary 
numbers  were  amply  sufficient  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  normal  times,  so 
far  as  the  preservation  of  the  peace  of 
Ireland  was  concerned.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  was  not 
responsible  for  these  Estimates ;  but  he 
was  responsible  for  the  change  of  policy 
which  had  been  announced  since  the 
Estimates  were  drawn,  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be 
able  to  assure  the  Committee  that  no 
officials  would  be  much  longer  continued 
in  public  employment  in  Ireland  for  the 
repression  of  crime,  or  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  except  those  who  were 
employed  before  the  cry  was  raised  that 
Ireland  was  in  an  exceptional  condition. 
He  thought  he  was  entitled  to  claim  in 
a  country  like  Ireland  that  the  unpaid 
magistrates,  drawn  as  they  were  ex- 
clusively from  one  class  of  persons — 
namely,  the  landlord  class,  and  persons 
of  one  creed — Protestants — saturated  as 
they  were  with  social  prejudices — that 
it  was,  therefore,  all  the  more  essential 
that  the  paid  and  Besident  Magistrates 
who  wore  appointed  should  be  men  of 
high  mind  and  independent  judgment, 
who  would  go  upon  the  Magisterial 
Bench  among  the  unpaid  magistrates 
in  order  to  keep  the  inferior  members 
of  the  Bench  in  a  right  path,  and  use 
their  influence  with  them  in  favour  of 
impartiality  and  even-handedness  in  the 
administration  of  justice.  The  Hesident 
Magistrates  ought  to  show  their  activity 
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in  deprecating  all  prejudices ;  they 
should  endeavour  to  urge  upon  the  un- 
paid magistracy  the  necessity  of  equally 
administering  the  law  among  different 
classes  of  men,  and  should  provide  this 
limited  security,  at  all  events— that 
whenever  an  unpaid  magistrate  was  in- 
clined to  obey  the  bigotry  of  creed,  or 
unduly  to  favour  prejudice,  a  paid  offi- 
cial should  be  there  to  point  out  how 
he  ought  to  administer  the  law,  and,  at 
any  rate,  to  dissent  from  their  action 
when  they  refused  to  take  his  counsel. 
The  country  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
men  who  were  so  highly  paid  by  the 
State  would  use  their  influence  on  the 
side  of  impartiality  and  justice.  Un- 
fortunately it  was  not  often  that  the 
paid  magistracy  of  Ireland  answered 
that  description ;  its  members  were  too 
frequently  old  soldiers  or  old  sailors 
who  had  lived  all  their  lives  among  per- 
sons of  this  particular  class,  and  who 
made  their  appearance  on  the  Bench  of 
Ireland  saturated  with  old  prejudices. 
A  paid  magistrate  was  probably  the 
younger  son  of  a  landlord  who  could 
get  nothing  else  to  do,  and  the  paid 
magistracy  had  come  to  be  regarded 
very  much  as  the  Church  of  England 
was  once — ^namely,  as  a  place  where  a 
comfortable  living  could  be  found  for 
those  who  were  fitted  for  nothing  else. 
If  the  Government  really  desired  to  im- 
press the  people  of  Ireland  with  a  sin- 
cere desire  to  inaugurate  a  new  era  and 
to  make  the  law  respected,  one  of  their 
first  steps  ought  to  be  to  consider  se- 
riously the  class  of  men  whom  they  se- 
lected as  Besident  Magistrates.  He  was 
not  speaking  of  one  class  more  than  an- 
other. There  were  good  men  of  all 
classes,  just  as  there  were  bad  men,  and 
it  would  be  very  easy  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  obtain  the  services  of  men  who, 
if  they  were  not  trained  in  the  law, 
would  at  least  have  some  knowledge  oif 
the  law,  and  be  actuated  by  good  inten- 
tions without  being  identified  with  either 
one  side  or  the  other  in  Ireland.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  era  foretold  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
a  short  time  ago  was  not  yet  quite  at 
hand.  It  was  all  very  well  to  talk  of 
getting  rid  of  religious  prejudices  in 
connection  with  Irish  affairs;  but  the 
best  way  to  hasten  that  time  would  be 
to  take  care  to  have,  on  every  Magis- 
terial Bench  in  Ireland,  a  man  who,  by 
his  character  and  training,  would  not 


be  inclined  to  lean  to  one  side  or  the 
other,  but  who,  in  the  name  of  the  Go- 
vernment, would  stand  out  firmly  for  a 
fair  and  equal  administration  of  justice. 
The  unpaid  magistracy  were  very  much 
like  a  flock  of  sheep— if  they  w'ere  led 
by  one  of  themselves  they  would  mostly 
go  the  wrong  way ;  but  if  a  paid  ma- 
gistrate were  in  every  district  among 
them  he  would  take  a  firm  and  inde- 
pendent stand,  and  it  would  be  found 
that  very  few  Benches  of  local  Justices 
would  feel  inclined  to  go  against  him. 
He  might  illustrate  that  by  a  fact  which 
had  occurred  in  the  county  of  Sligo. 
Some  time  ago  a  well  known  game- 
keeper— George  Garton— went  into  a 
public- house  to  drink,  and  in  the  course 
of  a  squabble  which  ensued  he  knocked 
down  a  man,  made  an  assault  on  the 
police,  resisted  arrest,  defied  any  Papist 
to  interfere  in  the  matter,  fired  off  his 
revolver,  and  when  taken  to  the  station 
took  out  a  jack-knife  to  defend  himself. 
He  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  that  that  par- 
ticular gamekeeper  had  for  a  long  time 
kept  this  part  of  the  country  in  a  state 
of  terror  and  commotion.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  had  occasion,  more  than 
once,  to  call  attention  to  his  conduct. 
Garton  went  about  firing  off  his  gun  in 
the  yards  of  peaceable  inhabitants,  and 
he  had  excited  so  much  hostility  and  re- 
sentment by  his  unprovoked  acts  of  ag- 
gression that  he  had  to  go  about  escorted 
by  the  Emergency  Police.  A  temporary 
barrack  had  been  planted  for  his  ac- 
commodation, and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
now  told  that  it  would  become  a  per- 
manent charge  upon  the  locality.  All 
that  expense  had  been  incurred  solely 
for  the  sake  of  one  ill-conditioned  per- 
son who  was  a  pest  to  the  whole  dis- 
trict. Attempts  had  been  made  to  get 
his  licence  to  carry  arms  taken  away, 
but  they  had  failed.  It  was  then  re- 
quested that  some  other  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrate should  adjudicate  upon  the 
case  ;  but  the  authorities  replied 
that  the  Resident  Magistrates  were 
engaged  elsewhere,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  send  one  there.  In  the  par- 
ticular instance  to  which  he  had  referred 
the  case  was  proved  up  to  the  hilt ;  se- 
veral witnesses  spoke  of  seeing  the  man 
quarrelling  in  the  road ;  they  saw  him 
strike  a  man  without  provocation,  and 
then  fire  his  revolver.  The  plea  put  for- 
ward in  his  behalf  was  that  the  revolver 
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went  off  of  itself.  But  it  was  an  old 
Colt  revolver  which  could  not  go  off  of 
itself,  and  very  deliberate  action  was  re- 
quired to  fire  it  off.  Three  charges  were 
brought  against  him.  The  first  was  that 
he  was  drunk,  and  had  unlawfully  fired 
off  firearms ;  the  second  was  that  he  had 
unlawfully  made  use  of  firearms  on  the 
Queen's  highway ;  and  the  third  that 
he  had  assaulted  the  police  in  the  execu- 
tion of  their  duty.  Could  any  man  sup- 
pose that  if  a  member  of  the  popular 
Party  in  Ireland  had  been  brought  be- 
fore a  ^Resident  Magistrate  upon  such  a 
charge  he  would  not  have  been  sent  to 
prison  with  all  the  hard  labour  that 
could  be  imposed  upon  him?  In  this 
case  the  punishment  for  the  first  offence 
was  a  fine,  for  the  second  also  a  fine, 
but  for  the  third  charge  a  man,  on  con- 
viction, was  liable  to  suffer  six  months' 
hard  labour.  But  what  happened  to 
this  man,  George  Garton,  this  riotous 
gamekeeper,  who  had  been  the  principal 
cause  of  the  proclamation  of  the  district, 
and  of  the  employment  of  an  extra 
police  force  ?  Simply  because  he  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  employment  of  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley,  the  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Wight,  although  the  evidence  was 
quite  clear  upon  all  the  three  charges^ 
when  a  paid  magistrate  came  to  hear 
the  case  he  found  himself  surrounded 
by  friends  of  the  man's  employer. 
Having  heard  the  evidence  they  retired 
and  deliberated  for  an  hour.  He  would 
do  the  Besident  Magistrate  the  justice 
to  suppose  that  he  was  engaged  during 
the  whole  of  that  time  in  remonstrating 
with  the  other  members  of  the  Bench. 
He  did  not  know  how  he  could  have 
been  otherwise  engaged  for  an  entire 
hour.  It  could  only  be  supposed  that 
Mr.  Henry  Turner,  the  paid  magistrate, 
was  trying  to  bring  his  unpaid  colleagues 
to  reason.  But  when  they  returned  into 
Court  they  held  that  of  the  three  charges 
the  drunkenness  was  not  proved, although 
the  man  was  staggering  and  falling 
about  the  road.  They  held  further  that 
the  revolver  went  off  accidentally ;  but 
they  found  him  guilty  of  an  assault  upon 
the  police,  and  for  that  offence  they  fined 
him  £2.  That  was  the  way  in  which 
justice  was  administered  in  Ireland.  He 
could  only  regard  it  as  an  exasperating 
farce,  and  the  whole  case  terminated 
with  a  simple  fine  upon  a  blackguard 
for  whose  protection  a  police  force  had 
been  saddled  upon  the  district  and  made 
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permanent.  The  inhabitants  had  re- 
peatedly expressed  their  indignation. 
Why  was  an  ill-conditioned  man  of  this 
sort  allowed  to  carry  firearms?  If  he 
had  not  had  this  revolver  in  his  pocket 
it  was  possible  that  he  would  have  been 
much  less  aggressive  and  impudent,  and 
he  would  have  made  himself  far  less 
offensive  if  he  had  known  that  in  all 
probability  he  would  have  had  to  defend 
himself  with  his  fists.  So  long  as  cases 
of  this  kind  were  tolerated  in  Ireland 
the  administration  of  justice  in  that 
country  would  be  looked  upon  with  con- 
tempt. The  people  saw  that  a  chartered 
bully,  because  he  happened  to  be  in  the 
employment  of  a  popular  Member  of 
Parliament,  could  do  what  he  pleased; 
that  he  could  get  drunk,  fire  off  his  re- 
volver in  the  high  road,  and  have  a 
police  barrack  erected  for  his  protection. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Attorney  General,  in  appointing  magis- 
trates, always  endeavoured  to  get  the 
best  men  ;  but  the  best  men  were  those 
who  administered  the  law,  and  if  this 
state  of  things  were  to  be  continued  no 
respect  whatever  could  be  felt  in  Ireland 
for  the  administration  of  the  law.  Be- 
fore he  sat  down  he  would  like  to  know 
how  it  was  that  the  Earl  of  Belfast  had 
been  so  long  retained  in  an  important 
office  in  connection  with  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  in  the  county  of  Antrim  ? 
At  one  time  the  noble  Earl  was  in 
the  6th  Eeg^ment  of  Foot,  and  was  re- 
gularly employed  with  his  regiment, 
nevertheless  he  had  been  for  35  years 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  county  of 
Antrim.  He  had  drawn  from  that  office 
in  salary  and  fees  about  £1,600  a-year, 
and,  therefore,  he  had  pocketed  from 
the  public  purse  not  far  short  of  £60,000. 
But  in  the  course  of  the  35  years  during 
which  he  had  been  Clerk  of  the  Peace  he 
had  never  once  been  seen  in  the  county  of 
Antrim.  He  had  never  lived  in  that 
county  at  all,  nor  had  he  lived  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  if  all  the  records  were  searched 
for  the  name  of  the  Earl  of  Belfast  it 
would  be  foimd  that  he  had  no  address 
to  which  a  letter  could  be  sent  except 
London.  He  employed  a  deputy  at 
£200  a-year  out  of  the  £1.600  he  re- 
ceived to  do  all  the  work.  Yet  the  law 
declared  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Pea(» 
should  sign  certain  documents — ^for  in- 
stance, the  Clerks  of  Unions  sent  in  the 
list  of  voters  and  a  list  of  claimants  in 
order  that  they  might  be  placed  beforo 
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the  Revising  Barrister.  But  the  Earl  of 
Belfast  had  signed  none  of  those  lists. 
The  duty  had  heen  discharged  hy  his 
deputy,  and  strong  doubts  had  been  ex- 
pressed whether  the  law  had  not  been 
violated,  and  whether  the  last  election 
for  the  county  of  Antrim,  which  took 
place  not  very  long  ago,  was  not  invalid 
because  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  had  not 
done  any  of  those  acts  which  the  law  de- 
clared he  ought  to  do.  The  Earl  of  Bel- 
fast was  the  son  of  the  Marquess  of 
Donegal,  and  in  the  course  of  nature  he 
would  become  a  Peer.  Was  it  legal 
that  he  should  be  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
and  a  Peer  of  the  Eealm  at  the  same 
time  ?  He  thought  the  case  was  unpre- 
cedented. The  noble  Earl's  father  was 
more  than  80  years  of  age,  and  not 
likely  to  live  very  long.  How  did  the  Earl 
of  Belfast  acquire  those  fees?  What  was 
the  tenure  of  it  ?  Was  there  any  pos- 
sibility of  his  getting  rid  of  it  ?  It  was 
a  gross  scandal  that  a  man  who  had 
never  done  a  stroke  of  work,  and  who 
lived  regularly  in  London,  should  draw 
£1,600  a-year  for  35  years  as  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  for  the  county  of  Antrim; 
a  man  who  had  not  even  an  address  in 
Ireland.  In  these  days,  and  in  the 
present  position  of  public  afiPairs,  he 
thought  they  had  arrived  at  a  time 
when  persons  of  this  kind  would  not  be 
tolerated  in  preying  as  sineourists  upon 
the  public  purse.  He  asked  the  go- 
vernment to  inform  him  whether  there 
were  no  means  of  relegating  the  Earl  of 
Belfast  to  that  private  life  he  was  so 
fitted  to  adorn,  and  to  replace  him  in 
the  ofiice  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in 
the  county  of  Antrim  by  some  person 
legally  competent  to  perform  the  duties 
of  the  office? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  case  which  had  been  men- 
tioned by  his  hon.  Friend  of  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley's  gamekeeper  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  looked  into.  It  was  simply 
scandalous  that,  because  a  man  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  employment  of  the 
hon.  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  and  that 
Gentleman  happening  to  be  an  official 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  a  local 
landlord  of  high  station,  that  this  fel- 
low should  be  able  to  disturb  the  peace 
of  an  entire  locality,  and  bring  upon 
it  the  stigma  of  having  an  additional 
police  force  quartered  upon  it,  the  in- 
habitants being  compelled  to  pay  the 
extra  taxation  that  was  rendered  neces- 


sary. He,  therefore,  trusted  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  be  able  to  say 
that  a  case  of  this  kind  would  be  care- 
fully looked  into.  Of  course,  the  Chief 
Secretary  could  in  no  way  interfere  with 
the  action  of  the  magistrates  in  regard 
to  it — that  WEis  all  done  and  gone  ;  but 
he  could  consider  whether  the  licence  to 
carry  arms  ought  not  to  be  taken  away. 
Certainly,  a  man  who  went  about  the 
country  drunk,  and  threatening  the 
lives  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  was 
really  not  a  fit  person  to  be  entrusted 
with  a  licence  to  carry  arms,  especially 
when  he  had  been  convicted  of  firing  off 
a  revolver  upon  the  highway.  The  case 
W£i8  a  notorious  one,  and  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  several  times 
by  his  hon.  Friend ;  but  hitherto  his 
hon.  Friend  had  found  it  impossible 
to  obtain  any  satisfaction.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  real  reason  was  that  this  man 
had  very  powerful  protectors ;  but  he 
thought  that  even  the  high  position  of 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  ought  not  to  be  suf- 
ficient to  protect  the  man  from  the  ordi- 
nary process  of  the  law.  As  to  the 
second  case  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
brought  before  the  Committee — namely, 
the  extraordinary  anomaly  of  allowing 
the  Earl  of  Belfast  to  hold  the  position 
of  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in  the  couoty  of 
Antrim — he  trusted  that  that  also  would 
receive  attention  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government. 

The  chairman  said,  he  thought 
it  was  necessary  that  he  should  stop  the 
hon.  Gentleman  at  once  ;  and  he  re- 
gretted that  he  had  not  stopped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  from 
entering  into  a  discussion  of  this  case. 
There  was  no  item  in  the  present  Vote 
which  afiPected  either  the  gamekeeper, 
who  had  already  occupied  so  much  of 
the  time  of  the  Committee,  nor  did  he 
find  any  reference  in  the  Estimate  to 
the  Earl  of  Belfast.  Indeed,  he  saw  no 
mention  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for 
the  county  of  Antrim;  and,  therefore,  the 
two  matters  which  had  been  referred  to 
at  such  great  length  ought  not  to  occupy 
the  further  attention  of  the  Committee. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  was  only  npw  repeating 
the  remarks  which  had  already  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton). 

Mr.  SEXTON  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Vote  included  an  item  for  tho 
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payment  of  Eesident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  and  one  of  those  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrates was  Mr.  Turner,  who,  as  he 
thought,  had  adjudicated  wrongly  and 
scandalously  in  the  case  of  this  game- 
keeper. He  was  questioning  the  acts  of 
the  Eesident  Magistrate  in  the  particu- 
lar case  to  which  he  had  called  atten- 
tion. So  far  as  the  Earl  of  Belfast  was 
concerned,  he  had  referred  to  that  case 
in  connection  with  the  Vote  for  the 
office  of  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  and  his 
object  was  to  call  attention  to  a  cir- 
cumstance which  was  regarded  in  the 
county  of  Antrim  as  a  serious  grievance. 
The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  must  ad- 
here to  his  ruling  that  it  would  be  irre- 
gular to  enter  into  those  oases.  So  far 
as  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  county 
of  Antrim  was  concerned,  although  there 
was  no  mention  of  that  officer  in  the 
Vote,  he  was  far  from  saying  that  such 
matters  should  not  be  alluded  to  inci- 
dentally ;  but  it  would  not  be  in  Order 
to  discuss  at  length  the  position  of  the 
Earl  of  Belfast  in  this  particular  county 
or  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
should  not  have  risen  to  address  the 
Committee  at  all  if  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  given  any  sign  that  he  intended  to 
reply  to  his  hon.  Friend.  He  would 
only  add  that  it  was  a  scandalous 
thing  that  any  man  should  receive  a 
salary  for  so  many  years  without  per- 
forming any  service  for  it  whatever. 
The  case  put  forward  by  his  hon.  Friend 
in  regard  to  this  nobleman  might  have 
an  important  effect  in  regard  to  future 
legislation  for  Ireland.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  King's  County  (Mr. 
MoUoy)  had  already  expressed  an  opi- 
nion that  the  recent  election  for  the 
county  of  Antrim  was  rendered  illegal 
bv  the  non-performance  of  his  duties  by 
the  Earl  of  Belfast. 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  for 
lEELAND  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke) 
said,  he  should  like  to  say  one  word  as 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  in  the  earlier 
part  of  his  remarks.  In  regard  to  the 
question  of  Eesident  Magistrates,  there 
was  a  reduction  in  the  Vote,  although 
not  a  large  one.  amounting  to  £521.  In 
regard  to  the  question  of  extra  magis- 
trates, it  seemed  to  him  that  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  was  entirely 
a  question  for  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland.     The  hon.  Member  re- 
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joiced  that  it  was  not  proposed  to  re- 
enact  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act ;  but 
he  must  remind  hon.  Members  that  if 
the  Government  allowed  that  Act  to 
lapse,  they  were,  at  the  same  time,  re- 
sponsible for  the  preservation  of  life  and 
property,  and  for  the  proper  administra- 
tion of  the  law  in  Ireland.  If  any  fur- 
ther reduction  could  bo  made  in  the  Vote, 
it  would  be  a  good  omen  for  the  future 
of  the  country ;  but  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  been  but  a  very  short  period 
in  Office,  and  there  were  questions  which 
should  only  be  dealt  with  on  mature  con- 
sideration. The  hon.  Member  had  al- 
luded to  the  case  of  a  gamekeeper  in 
Sligo.  It  was  the  first  he  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  had  heard  of  the  case,  and 
he  could  only  reply  in  regard  to  it  as  he 
would  reply  in  any  other  case ;  that  if 
full  information  were  placed  before  him 
he  would  consider  it  his  bounden  duty  to 
deal  with  it  according  to  its  merits.  The 
hon.  Member  had  also  alluded  to  the 
case  of  the  Earl  of  Belfast.  He  thought 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  had  more  information 
upon  that  case  than  he  had,  and  he 
would  ask  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  explain  the  state  of  the  matter 
with  regard  to  the  position  held  by  the 
Earl  of. Belfast.  He  did  not  think  he 
had  any  further  remarks  to  make,  and 
he  trusted  that  after  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  heard  the  obser- 
vations of  the  Attorney  General  he  would 
be  satisfied,  and  would  allow  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  the  Vote. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  any  reference  was  about 
to  be  made  to  the  case  of  the  Earl  of 
Belfast  as  occupying  the  position  of 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  county  of 
Antrim.  He  was  unable  to  do  more  than 
give  an  explanation  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Earl  of  Belfast  occupied 
that  position.  He  was  quite  willing  to 
admit  that  the  appointment  of  Clerks  of 
the  Peace  had  once  been  in  a  very  unsa- 
tisfactory position.  The  position  in  which 
the  Earl  of  Belfast  stood  was  practically 
this — he  occupied  the  position  of  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  for  life,  and  had  virtually  a 
freehold  property  in  the  office.  He  could 
not  be  dispossessed  of  his  rights,  and  he 
had  the  right  to  appoint  a  deputy,  and 
as  long  as  that  deputy  discharged  his 
duties  faithfully  there  were  no  means  by 
which  the  Earl  of  Belfast  could  be  forced 
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to  attend  personally  to  the  business  of 
the  office,  or  could  be  held  responsible 
for  any  neglect  of  his  duties.  In  1877, 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  was  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  a  Bill  was  passed,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  bring  into  a  position  more  in 
accordance  with  modern  ideas  the  status 
of  the  Clerks  of  the  Crown  and  Clerks 
of  the  Peace.  The  effect  of  the  Act 
was  to  amalgamate  the  two  offices,  and 
to  render  it  obligatory  on  the  gentlemen 
who  were  appointed  to  perform  the  duties 
in  person,  for  it  was  expected  that  when 
a  new  appointment  was  made  the  officer 
appointed  would  discharge  the  duties  not 
only  nominally  but  personally.  That  Act 
contained  certain  provisions  which  were 
intended  to  induce  Clerks  of  the  Crown 
and  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  who  were  not 
performing  the  duties  personally,  to  re- 
tire on  equitable  terms,  and  the  scale 
offered  to  them  was  a  pension  amounting 
to  two-thirds  of  their  salary.  He  was 
liappy  to  say  that  in  a  great  many  in- 
stances the  object  of  that  Statute  had 
been  carried  out ;  and  in  many  counties, 
where  in  the  year  1 877  there  was  a  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  or  a  Clerk  of  the  Peace  who 
for  many  years  had  had  no  connection 
with  the  county  at  all,  those  gentlemen 
were  induced  to  retire  on  the  terms 
offered  to  them,  and  the  gentlemen  who 
had  been  appointed  since  were  bound  to 
give  personal  attention  to  their  duties. 
But  the  Statute  to  which  he  referred  did 
not  provide,  nor  could  it  do  so,  that  a 
person  who  was  entitled  to  a  freehold 
office,  and  who  was  permitted  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  by  deputy,  should  be 
deprived  of  his  office.  It  was  left  to  the 
gentlemen  who  held  those  appointments 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Statute,  and  in  some  instances  they 
had  done  so,  while  in  others  they  refused 
to  do  so. 

Me.  sexton  asked  how  many  of 
those  freehold  offices  were  still  exist- 
ing? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  said,  he  did  not  believe  that 
there  were  more  than  two  or  three,  and 
the  Earl  of  Belfast  held  one  of  them. 
The  position  of  the  Earl  of  Belfast  was 
this— he  was  appointed  at  a  time  when 
be  had  a  right  to  nominate  a  deputy. 
As  one  of  the  terms  of  his  appointment 
he  had  that  right  of  appointing  a  deputy, 
and  so  long  as  the  deputy  discharged 
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his  duty  so  long  would  the  Earl  of  Bel- 
fast have  a  right  to  be  continued  in  the 
office.  That  arrangement  could  only  be 
of  a  temporary  character,  because  the 
Statute  removed  the  anomaly  in  regard 
to  fresh  appointments.  No  doubt,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years,  all  the  officers  ap- 
pointed as  Clerks  of  the  Peace  under  the 
old  system  would  cease ;  and  he,  for  one, 
would  not  be  sorry  for  it.  It  was  the 
Government  of  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield 
which  first  directed  the  attention  of  the 
Irish  Executive  to  the  matter ;  and  al- 
though it  was  impossible  to  go  further  at 
present,  unless  those  officers  retired  of 
their  own  free  will,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years  the  legislation  of  1877  would  be 
carried  out  to  the  full  extent,  and  there 
would  be  in  Ireland,  and  in  every  county, 
a  real  Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  actively  engaged  in  perform- 
ing the  duties  of  the  office  personally, 
and  not  by  deputy.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  was  an  arrangement  which  was  already 
almost  completely  carried  out  in  every 
county  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  had  referred  to  an  opinion  he 
had  expressed  in  regard  to  the  recent 
election  for  the  county  of  Antrim.  He 
was  under  the  impression  that  the  duties 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in  reference  to 
Parliamentary  elections  were  bound  to 
be  carried  out  by  that  officer  in  person. 
He  might  be  mistaken,  but  he  had  a 
strong  impression  to  that  effect,  and  that 
the  personal  attendance  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  was  made  compulsory.  In 
this  particular  case  the  Earl  of  Belfast 
had  never  put  his  hand  to  an  hour's 
work ;  he  had  never  done  anything  for 
the  county  whatever,  and  yet  he  had 
drawn  from  it  an  annual  salary  which 
amounted,  during  the  years  he  had  held 
the  office,  to  nearly  £60.000.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  that  that  was  purely  an 
imposition  upon  the  taxpayers. 

Me.  SEXTON  asked  from  whom,  and 
in  what  form,  this  gentleman  acquired 
the  office,  and  were  they  to  understand 
that  Parliament  had  no  power  to  pass  an 
Act  obliging  him  to  retire  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  said,  that  Parliament,  of 
course,  had  power  to  pass  any  Act  it 
pleased ;  but  the  rule,  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  was  that  a  person  should  not  be 
interfered  with  as  long  as  he  conducted 
the  business  of  the  o&ce  properly.     In 
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this  case  the  Earl  of  Belfast  had  the 
right  to  appoint  a  deputy,  and  so  long 
as  the  deputy  faithfully  performed  the 
duties  the  rule  was  that  he  should  not 
be  interfered  with.  The  only  thing  the 
Statute  of  1877  did  was  to  hold  out  in* 
ducements  to  those  gentlemen  to  retire, 
and  to  make  a  different  arrangement 
when  the  office  became  vacant.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  not,  for  the  sake  of  the  two  or 
three  gentlemen  who  were  holding  ap- 
pointments Tested  in  them  before  the 
Act  was  passed,  and  who  were  acting, 
unquestionably,  under  powers  given 
them  by  Statute,  interfere  with  a  prin- 
ciple which  was  founded  on  what  was 
generally  considered  to  be  just  in  such 
matters. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  'whether  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  the  power  of 
making  the  appointment,  or,  if  not,  who 
had? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  thought  that  at  the  time 
the  appointment  of  the  Earl  of  Belfast 
vras  made  it  was  in  the  gift  of  the  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county,  and  the  person  ap- 
pointed had  the  right  to  hold  the  office 
during  his  life,  and  could  not  be  deprived 
of  it  or  the  emoluments  attached  to  it, 
except  some  malfeisance  was  shown  in 
connection  with  the  performance  of  the 
duties.  The  Clerk  of  the  Peace  himself 
had  the  right  to  appoint  a  deputy,  and 
as  long  as  he  performed  his  duties  pro- 
perly no  change  could  be  made. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  stated 
that  it  was  the  great  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  carry*  out  the  law.  But 
this  Vote  was  itself  a  violation  of  the 
law.  There  was  a  violation  of  the  law 
last  year,  and  a  violation  of  the  law  the 
year  before.  The  Resident  Magistrates 
were  allowed  certain  salaries  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  which  were  fixed  and 
limitedf  to  a  certain  sum  ;  but  some  of 
those  Resident  Magistrates  were  receiv- 
ing a  salary  in  excess  of  the  sum 
allowed  by  Act  of  Parliament.  That 
fact  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General,  and  it  was 
not  the  first  time  that  attention  had 
been  called  to  a  similar  circumstance. 
No  doubt  the  late  Government  were  re- 
sponsible for  these  Estimates,  and  on 
those  occasions  when  a  flaw  was  pointed 
out  they  brought  in  a  Bill  to  cover  the 
illegality;   but  that  Bill  did  not  pass 
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into  law,  and  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
satisfactory  explanation  had  yet  been 
given.  Therefore,  those  payments  in 
excess  were  still  illegal,  and  were  alto- 
gether contrary  to  the  law.  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  so  anxious  to  see 
administered.  The  observation  which 
was  made  by  the  financial  officer  of 
the  Government  in  regard  to  the  mat- 
ter was  that  the  Vote  for  the  Resident 
Magistrates  included  payments  to  them 
in  excess  of  those  which  were  authorized. 
That  expenditure  was  provided  for  in  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  and  the  pay- 
ment was  not  made  until  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  was  passed.  In  order, 
however,  to  put  the  matter  ri^^ht,  the 
late  Government  introduced  a  Bill ;  but 
it  did  not  become  law.  The  payments 
in  question  were  illegal,  and  had  re- 
mained illegal ;  and  yet  it  was  proposed 
now  to  continue  the  illegality.  If  hon. 
Members  would  look  at  the  Estimates, 
they  would  find  that  a  sum  of  £43,000 
was  voted  last  year,  and  that  there  was 
also  a  Supplementary  Vote  amounting 
to  £1,000,  making  a  total  of  £44,000. 
The  Estimate  this  year  was  still  £44,000 
odd,  so  that  those  payments,  which  were 
admittedly  illegal,  were  to  be  continued 
in  the  present  year.  If  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  continued  in  Office,  they 
would  certainly  have  had  this  matter 
brought  before  them.  The  last  three 
Chief  Secretaries  were  perfectly  well 
aware  that  the  Vote  hsid  been  chal- 
lenged. The  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land was  also  aware  of  it,  and  yet  not 
a  single  one  of  those  officials  was  pre- 
sent to  defend  their  own  Estimates.  It 
really  seemed  as  if  the  Liberal  Party 
cared  for  Office,  and  nothing  but  Office. 
When  the  occasion  arrived  when  they 
certainly  would  be  expected  to  defend 
the  Vote  they  had  themselves  drawn  up, 
and  which  they  knew  would  be  chal- 
lenged, not  a  single  Member  of  the  late 
Government  put  in  an  appearance.  Of 
course,  the  present  Government  could 
not  be  expected  to  account  for  these  £s* 
timates.  The  present  Government  could 
do  no  more  than  take  the  Estimates  of 
their  Predecessors ;  but  he  did  not  see 
how  they  could  defend  and  recognixe  a 
clear  infringement  of  the  law.  No  at- 
tempt had  been  made  to  account  for  the 
omission  to  secure  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  late  Government, 
which  was  intended  to  rectify  the  error 
they  had  committed,  or  to  account  for 
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the  non-revision  of  the  Vote  in  the  Es- 
timates now  placed  upon  the  Paper. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  did  not 
see  how  the  Government  could  resist  the 
proposal  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  the  sum 
of  £1,000,  which  it  would  be  illegal  to 
disburse.  He  was  interested  to  know 
what  answer  to  that  challenge  the  in- 

fenuitj  of  the  present  Oabinet  could 
evise.  He  had  drawn  their  attention 
to  the  fact,  and  he  knew,  of  his  own 
personal  knowledge,  that  the  circum- 
stances he  had  stated  were  correct. 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hajeit  Dyke)  said,  that  he  had 
intended  to  refer  to  that  point,  and 
he  was  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  having  called  his  attention  to  the 
omission.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
four  divisional  magistrates  had  been 
paid  a  sum  in  excess  of  what  they  were 
entitled  to,  and  it  was  true  that  it  had 
been  provided  for  in  a  Supplementary 
Vote.  The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney),  who  at  the  time  filled 
the  Office  of  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
did  bring  in  a  Bill  last  year  to  try  and 
remedy  the  difficulty;  but  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  succeed,  and,  of 
course,  during  the  short  time  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  been  in  Office,  they 
had  not  been  able  to  prepare  a  Bill  to 
deal  with  the  matter  in  the  remainder  of 
the  present  Session.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  quite  true  that  he  had  had  his 
attention  called  to  the  point,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  a  warning  would  be  taken 
in  order  to  prevent  a  similar  irregularity 
in  the  future.  But  the  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that  it  had  been  impos- 
sible to  devote  to  the  matter  the  atten- 
tion which  it  deserved ;  and  it  would  not 
be  expected  that,  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  could  be  prepared  to  say 
exactly  how  the  irregularity  ought  to 
be  dealt  with.  He  would  only  say  that 
the  matter  ought  to  be  dealt  with  as 
soon  as  practicable. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £880,091,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Constabulary,  Ireland. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND  said,  that  a 
Notice  stood  upon  the  Paper  in  his 
name  in  reference  to  this  Vote,  and  it 
had  been  placed  there  by  him  as  an 
alternative  to  raising  the  question  again 
of  District  Inspector  Murphy.  As  the 
Committee  would  remember,  he  had  al- 
ready had  an  opportunity  of  ^oing  into 


the  merits  of  that  case,  and  be  did  not 
propose  to  go  again  into  the  quefction. 
He  had  only  risen  now  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  if  he  had  yet  had  tiijie 
to  fulfil  the  pledge  which  he  had  given 
on  that  occasion  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  County  (Mr.  Molloy)  ?  It  would 
be  recollected  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  occasion  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, said  that  he  had  only  had  lime 
to  inform  himself  cursorily  of  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  that  he  did  not  see  his 
way  to  granting  the  inquiry  which  was 
asked  for ;  but  he  expressed  his  willing- 
ness to  consider  any  new  facts  or  new 
evidence  which  might  be  brought  to  his 
knowledge  in  reference  to  the  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  gave  a 
distinct  pledge  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  County  on  one  particular  point. 
That  point  was  this.  The  acts  of  in- 
subordination alleged  against  District 
Inspector  Murphy  were  dealt  with  at 
the  time  they  took  place.  District  In- 
spector Murphy  was  punished  for  them ; 
and  the  contention,  therefore,  was  that 
the  ofi'ence  had  not  only  been  purged  by 
the  punishment  then  inflicted,  but  also 
condoned  by  subsequent  commendations 
from  District  Inspector  Murphy's  supe- 
rior officer.  That  point  did  not  seem 
to  be  within  the  knowledge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  previous  occa- 
sion, and  he  promised  to  inquire  into 
the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Bedmond)  had, 
therefore,  risen  now  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  had  yet  had  time  to 
fulQl  thai  pledge,  and  if  he  would  be 
prepared  to  consider  any  statement  of 
new  facts  and  new  evidence  which  mij?ht 
be  placed  before  him  on  behalf  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Murphy?  Upon  the 
answer  he  received  would  depend  whe- 
ther he  pressed  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  correctly  stated  the 
nature  of  the  pledge  he  had  given,  and 
he  was  sorry  that  he  had  not  been  able 
to  carry  it  out  as  fully  as  he  desired. 
He  had,  however,  made  an  inquiry  to  a 
certain  extent,  and,  as  far  as  he  could 
gather,  the  acts  of  insubordination  on 
the  part  of  District  Inspector  Murphy 
went  on  up  to  February,  1884.  He  had 
not,  however,  got  all  the  information  he 
would  like  to  have,  and  it  was  probable 
that  when  he  went  over  to  Ireland  he 
would  be  able  to  obtain  more.    As  far 

oogle 


3  N  3 


uigiiizea  oy  '" 


isdi 


Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS) 


Service  Eetimatei. 


1832 


as  he  bad  been  able  to  aecertain,  the 
acts  of  insubordinatioii  did  go  on  until 
February,  1884. 

Mr.  John  REDMOND  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  quite  met 
the  point  he  had  raised.  The  question 
he  had  asked  was  whether  the  acts  of 
insubordination  had  not  been  punished 
at  the  time  they  were  committed,  and 
whether  the  offence  was  not  purged  in 
consequence;  fui*ther,  whether,  in  any 
case,  the  insubordination  of  District  In- 
spector Murphy  was  not  condoned  by 
the  subsequent  commendations  which  he 
received  from  his  superior  officer  ?  The 
information  he  had  obtained  went  to 
show  that,  up  to  a  very  recent  period 
antecedent  to  his  dismissal,  District  In- 
spector Murphy  received  favourable  re- 
cords from  his  superior  officer,  so  that 
any  acts  of  insubordination  must  have 
been  condoned.  He  (Mr.  Eedmond) 
fully  appreciated  the  difficulties  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  coming,  as  he 
did,  new  to  the  Office;  and  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  censure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man after  his  statement  that  he  had  not 
yet  had  time  to  go  as  fully  into  the 
details  of  a  somewhat  complicated  case 
as  he  would  like.  He  would,  therefore, 
be  content  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  promise  to  inquire  further  into 
the  matter,  and  to  consider  any  new 
facts  connected  with  the  case  which 
might  be  brought  before  him.  He  was 
only  anxious  to  discharge  his  duty  to 
District  Inspector  Murphy,  and  to  sub- 
mit all  the  facts  of  the  case  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  he  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  looking  at  the 
Papers  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
asked  for,  and  he  found  that  the  first 
occasion  on  which  District  Inspector 
Murphy  was  reprimanded  was  in  1881. 
It  was  undoubtedly  the  fact  that  in 
1882  he  was  favourably  commended; 
but  it  would  appear  that  there  had 
been  other  acts  of  insubordination  in 
the  interim.  The  information  he  had  re- 
ceived was  to  this  effect.  Colonel  Bruce 
said  that  although  it  was  quite  true  a  fa- 
vourable record  was  given  in  1 882,  the  in- 
subordination was  subsequently  repeated 
80  late  as  the  month  of  February,  1884, 
and  even  down  to  the  months  of  June 
and  July  in  the  same  year.  The  Go- 
vernment had  received  that  information ; 
but  neither  his  right  hon.  Friend  nor 
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himself  had  had  an  opportunity  of  in- 
quiring into  the  nature  or  character  of 
the  alleged  acts  of  insubordination  which 
were  committed  in  1884.  They  would 
be  fully  investigated,  both  by  himself 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  any  further  informa- 
tion to  lay  before  the  Government  it 
would  be  received  and  duly  considered. 

Mr.  MARUM  asked  for  some  infor- 
mation in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  redistribution  of  the  Constabulary 
had  been  carried  out  in  Ireland,  and 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
were  in  regard  to  it,  especially  as  the 
redistribution  aflfected  his  own  county  of 
Kilkenny.  He  found,  in  reference  to 
the  redistribution  of  the  Constabulary 
which  the  Government  had  made  in 
obedience  to  an  Act  of  Parliament,  that 
the  total  force  for  the  county  of  Kil- 
kenny was  put  down  at  350.  He  now 
found,  from  the  official  documents  re- 
ceived from  the  County  Inspector,  that 
the  entire  number  for  the  county  of  Kil- 
kenny was  placed  at  365 ;  and  he  wanted 
to  know  what  the  explanation  was  of 
this  increase  of  15  additional  constables? 
There  had  been  a  meeting  of  the  magis- 
trates to  consider  what  force  was  re- 
quired in  the  month  of  November  at 
Kilkenny,  and  a  resolution  was  passed 
asking  for  a  reduction  of  lu  men.  A 
Petition  had  been  presented  on  behalf 
of  the  Grand  Jury,  and  unanimously 
adopted  at  the  last  Lent  Assizes,  object- 
ing to  the  excessive  number  and  the 
extra  charge  for  the  force.  No  objection 
would  be  made  to  the  extra  force  if  it 
were  not  charged  upon  the  rates  of  the 
county.  The  officials  were  called  into 
the  wand  Jury  room,  and  gave  infor- 
mation that  40  or  50  additional  consta- 
bles were  necessary  for  the  ordinary 
protection  of  the  cOunty  without  regard 
to  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  and, 
therefore,  they  ought  to  be  pla'^ed  there 
as  a  regular  and  not  as  a  special  force. 
At  the  present  moment  a  sum  of  £  1,700 
a>year  was  charged  upon  the  rates  of 
the  county  for  the  extra  force,  and  the 
popular  idea  was  that  the  extra  force 
was  not  required,  and  that  the  regular 
force  was  amply  sufficient  to  do  the 
ordinary  work  of  the  county.  The  im- 
position of  this  charge  was  regarded  by 
the  taxpayers  as  a  grievous  evil,  and  the 
notion  was  that  the  county  were  called 
upon  to  pay  permanently  for  an  extra 
force,  although  in  regard  to  the  protec* 
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tioD  of  life  and  the  preservation  ofpeaoe 
and  order  the  county  had  returned  to 
its  normal  position. 

Colonel  NOLAN  wished  to  revert 
back  again  to  the  case  of  District  In- 
spector Murphy.  He  thought  it  was 
somewhat  extraordinary  that  the  In- 
spector General  of  Constabulary  should 
have  power  to  dismiss  an  officer  sum- 
marily for  insubordination.  He  wtis  of 
opinion  that  if  any  gentleman  in  the 
Army  had  such  a  power  conferred  upon 
him  it  would  be  certain  to  be  abused. 
His  temper  would  often  get  the  better 
ot*  him,  and  in  such  a  case  as  not  look- 
ing after  the  care  of  the  pickles,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  he  would  pro- 
bably do  some  extraordinary  act  arising 
simply  from  ill-temper  or  haste.  Under 
such  circumstances,  to  give  to  any  officer 
the  power  of  arbitrary  dismissal  woiiid 
be  to  run  the  riak  of  having  the  power 
grossly  abused.  He  certainly  failed  to 
see  why  the  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary should  be  in  a  dififerent  posi- 
tion from  a  General  of  Brigade.  This 
power  did  not,  at  the  present  moment, 
rest  even  with  the  Commander-in-Chief 
so  far  as  the  Eegular  Army  was  con- 
cerned ;  and  whenever  a  charge  was 
made  against  even  the  lowest  soldier  in 
the  ranks  he  could  not  be  summarily 
dealt  with  until  after  he  had  undergone 
the  ordeal  of  a  court  martial.  He  did 
not  see  why  a  similar  course  should  not 
be  pursued  with  regard  .to  the  Consta- 
bulary. Thero  ought  to  be  the  protec- 
tion which  a  court  martial  afforded  in 
the  Army,  and  the  court  should  be  open 
to  the  public,  so  that  the  whole  country 
should  be  made  acquainted  with  the 
grounds  of  complaint,  and  should  be 
able  to  see  whether  the  person  who  was 
accused  was  properly  treated  or  not. 
Every  officer  dismissed  arbitrarily  with- 
out inquiry  would  naturally  smart  under 
a  sense  of  wrong.  District  Inspector 
Murphy  was  dismissed  for  acts  of  in- 
subordination in  writing  letters  to  his 
superior  officer.  He  (Colonel  Nloan) 
had  been  told  by  an  officer  in  the  Army 
that  he  had  only  written  two  clever  letters 
in  his  life,  and  that  he  had  got  into  so 
much  trouble  about  one  of  them  that 
he  never  intended  to  write  another.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  letters 
written  by  District  Inspector  Murphy 
only  came  before  his  superior  officer ; 
but,  as  they  had  not  been  produced,  the 
House  did  not  know  whether  they  were 


subordinate  or  insubordinate.  But,  no 
matter  what  their  character  was,  at  any 
rate  they  had  had  the  effect  of  taking 
away  the  value  of  20  years'  previous 
service.  That  was  a  very  extraordinary 
and  severe  punishment,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  power  of  inflicting  it 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  any  one 
man.  No  matter  how  good  a  General 
they  might  have  in  the  Army,  if 
they  conferred  upon  him  such  a  power 
it  would  be  resented  by  every  officer  in 
the  Service;  and  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  put  the  Constabulary  officers  in 
Ireland  on  a  different  footing  from  the 
soldiers  in  the  Begular  Army.  He  was 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  bad  intimated  that  he 
would  inquire  further  into  the  matter. 
He  hoped  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
would  go  fully  into  all  the  Papers,  and 
see  if  the  acts  of  insubordination  alleged 
to  have  been  committed  by  District  In- 
spector Murphy  were  of  such  a  cha- 
racter that  so  severe  a  punishment  was 
rendered  necessary.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  District  Inspector  Murphy  had 
written  improper  letters  which  ought 
not  to  have  been  written ;  but  the  In- 
spector General  ought  to  have  given 
him  an  opportunity  of  withdrawing 
them.  The  punishment  which  had  been 
inflicted  seemed  to  him  to  have  been 
an  unnecessarily  severe  punishment,  and 
one  that  was  contrary  to  all  military 
discipline,  and  would  not  be  tolerated  in 
any  Military  Service  in  the  world,  not 
even  in  that  of  Eussia.  The  Emperor 
of  Bussia  dared  not  give  such  a  power 
to  any  of  his  officers,  and  certainly  the 
exercise  of  such  a  power  would  not  for 
one  moment  be  tolerated  in  the  Civil 
Service  of  this  country.  It  was  a  power 
utterly  uncalled  for  and  altogether  un- 
necessary, and  he  thought  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ought  to  inquire 
into  the  matter  most  carefully,  and  be 
prepared  to  take  full  responsibility  for 
contirming  the  action  of  the  Inspector 
General.  He  now  proposed  to  enter 
into  a  different  matter,  which  was  a 
pure  matter  of  business  raised  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Mr.  Marum).  He  objected  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Estimates  had  been 
drawn  up,  and  he  thought  it  was  im- 
portant to  know  how  much  was  credited 
to  each  county.  That  fact  did  not  ap- 
pear on  the  face  of  the  Estimates.  He 
had  often  found  fault  with  the  manner 
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in  which  the  Estimates  wore  drawn  up 
in  that  respect,  not  only  in  regard  to 
Ireland,  but  in  reference  to  the  Army. 
The  Government  brought  forward  pro- 
minently something  apparently  smaU  and 
insignificant,  and  included  it  as  a  per- 
manent item.  General  attention  was 
accordingly  drawn  to  it,  while  more  im- 
portant points  were  hidden  away,  and 
no  attention  directed  to  them  in  the 
Estimates.  He  complained  that  the  Esti- 
mates had  been  eo  drawn  up  that  the 
really  important  information  they  ought 
to  contain  did  not  appear  on  the  face  of 
them.  For  instance,  the  Estimates  should 
show  the  number  of  Constabulary  cre- 
dited to  each  county,  and  the  amount 
charged  to  each  county  for  their  cost. 
As  regarded  his  own  county  (Galway), 
by  a  system  of  jugglery,  and  by  not 
publishing  the  full  details  in  the  Esti- 
mates, it  would  appear  that  the  county 
was  paying  for  610  men,  whereas  they 
were  in  reality  paying  for  670.  He 
found,  among  other  things,  that,  al- 
though the  actual  force  employed  in 
any  county  might  be  only  500,  yet  it 
appeared  in  the  Estimates  as  in  reality 
20  per  cent  more,  owing  to  deductions 
that  were  made  for  sickness  and  other 
causes.  He  thought  that  so  large  a 
percentage  was  altogether  extravagant, 
and  he  had  always  attributed  it  to  the 
natural  inclination  of  the  heads  of  the 
depot  at  Dublin  to  have  everything 
smart  there  at  the  expense  of  other 
localities.  The  authorities  at  the  depot, 
therefore,  drew  a  large  number  of  men 
from  the  counties  and  kept  them  at  the 
depot ;  but  they  were  charged  upon  the 
counties,  althoupfh  they  were  never  em- 
ployed there.  For  instance,  there  was 
a  band  maintained  at  Dublin  which  was 
contributed  to  by  the  force  at  large. 
He  did  not  object  to  that  band  ;  it  was 
a  very  good  band  indeed,  and  he  had 
heard  it  at  the  Exhibition  the  other 
day ;  but  he  did  object  to  the  cost  of  that 
band  being  charged  upon  the  counties. 
It  ought  to  be  charged  upon  the  Na- 
tional Exchequer,  and  there  ought  to  be 
someone  to  see  that  the  counties  were  not 
cheated  by  being  required  to  pay  for  the 
services  of  men  who  were  never  em- 
ployed by  them,  but  were  simply  main- 
tained in  order  to  keep  things  smart  in 
a  different  locality.  In  the  Army  there 
was  a  regular  committee  of  officers  to 
deal  with  the  band  question,  and  to  see 
that  no  undue  charge  fell  upon  the  Na- 
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tional  Exchequer.  But  that  was  not  the 
case  in  regard  to  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary ;  and  until  they  had  some  re- 
gular official  appointed  in  Dublin,  or 
had  a  Chief  Secretary  who  was  an  Irish 
Member,  they  would  never  be  able  to 
deal  with  those  matters.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  look  into  the  question,  he  would 
find  that  a  very  large  expenditure  was 
unnecessarily  incurred  for  work  that  in 
the  Army  was  simply  done  by  the  Adju- 
tant of  a  regiment,  or  by.  a  Brigade 
Major  in  camp,  or  the  Adjutant  Gene- 
ral in  the  case  of  a  large  Army.  TheM 
were  matters  of  very  great  importance, 
especially  when  it  was  borne  in  mind 
that  they  were  dragging  the  county 
rates  out  of  men  with  very  small  means, 
forming  very  attenuated  holdings,  and 
that  they  never  succeeded  in  getting 
back  from  the  landlords  one- half  of  the 
amount  they  paid.  He  suggested  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  central  depot  from 
which  proper  men  could  be  sent  down 
as  supervisors  to  the  counties,  and  more 
attention  would  then  be  devoted  to  this 
question.  He  thought  that  the  amount 
which  the  counties  had  to  pay  for  extra 
police  should  appear  clearly  on  the  Es- 
timates. If  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
look  into  this  practice,  which  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  contended  ought  to  be  entirely 
abolished,  he  thought  he  would  be  doing 
good  service. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
subject  to  which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  referred  was  brought  before 
the  House  four  years  ago,  and  it  had  also 
been  brought  prominently  forward  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  during  last  Ses- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  expressed  his  opinion  that 
the  system  should  be  inquired  into  ;  and 
perhaps  they  might,  under  the  new  Go- 
vernment, be  able  to  get  some  kind  of 
redress.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
whole  system  in  regard  to  this  Vote  was 
unusual,  and  there  was  one  clear  viola- 
tion of  recognized  principle  of  Govern- 
ment finance  which  would  strike  any- 
one who  had  followed  the  Estimates  for 
some  time.  On  page  311  there  was, 
under  the  Sub-head  L,  a  gross  charge 
of  £34,000  for  Rent  of  Barracks  j  but 
the  sum  actuallychargedwasonly  £7,500, 
because  there  was  a  deduction  of  £26,000, 
which  was  obtained  by  stoppages  ^m 
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men  accommodated  in  barracks  (46  &  47 
Viet.  0. 14,  8. 2).  Well,  he  said  that  that 
appropriation  under  a  Civil  Service  Vote 
was  altogether  abnormal;  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  right  whatever  to  take  the 
extra  receipts  in  aid  on  a  Civil  Service 
Vote.  It  required  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament to  allow  extra  receipts,  in  the 
case  of  the  Army,  to  be  taken  in  aid  of 
the  Vote,  and  not  paid  into  the  Exche- 
quer. According  to  the  established 
system,  all  those  receipts  ought  to  be 
j)aid  into  the  Exchequer  ;  but,  instead  of 
that,  the  sum  of  £26,500  had  been 
handed  over  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
by  that  amount  an  item  of  £34,000  on 
the  Estimates.  He  regretted  that  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was 
not  in  his  place,  because  he  would  have 
appreciated  the  force  of  that  argument, 
and  would  at  once  have  recognized  the 
fact  that  those  who  were  responsible  for 
drawing  up  the  Estimate  had  acted 
against  the  whole  policy  of  financial 
administration,  at  any  rate  as  far  as 
these  Estimates  were  concerned.  The 
effect  of  this  departure  from  established 
rule  was  that  the  Department  was  en- 
abled to  play  with  a  large  sum  of  money, 
the  appropriation  of  which  practically 
escaped  the  control  of  Parliament.  For 
his  own  part,  he  thought  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  do  right  in  rejecting  this 
Vote,  and  requiring  another  Vote  to  be 
submitted  in  the  proper  form.  Then, 
again,  with  regard  to  an  item  on  page 
305  for  compensation  for  loss  through 
being  Boycotted,  which  last  year  was  put 
down  at  £60.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury  had  here 
done  a  distinctly  illegal  thing,  and  the 
Committee  had  no  assurance  that  the 
illegality  would  not  be  committed  this 
year.  The  heading,  **  Compensation  for 
Loss  through  beiog  Boycotted,"  was 
printed  in  italics,  showing  that  the 
charge  was  incurred  last  year;  there 
was  no  chMge  for  the  present  year.  But 
if  hon.  Members  would  turn  to  last  year's 
Estimate,  they  would  find  that  there 
was  no  such  heading  at  all.  The  money 
was  not  voted ;  it  had  been  taken  out  of 
the  baronies,  and  had  been  sanctioned 
by  the  Treasury,  but  not  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  objected  to  the  Trea- 
Bury  taking  upon  itself  to  pay  away 
public  money  on  such  a  Vote  as  this. 
No  doubt,  several  persons  had  lost  from 
being  Boycotted;  but  if  they  had  no 
friends  to   assist  them  they  had  their 


remedy  at  law,  and  they  could  proceed 
for  damages  if  they  could  prove  that 
they  had  sustained  special  damages ;  but 
the  Qovernment  had  no  right  to  spend 
money  voted  for  a  special  service  in  Ire- 
land to  make  good  any  losses  sustained 
by  those  who  made  themselves  obnoxious 
to  persons  connected  with  them,  or  be- 
cause, in  other  words,  they  had  been 
Boycotted.  The  whole  proceeding  was 
illegal.  This  particular  sum  of  £60 
was  spent  last  year,  and  his  complaint 
was  that  it  was  never  voted.  The  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  said  that 
the  authority  for  this  seemed  to  be  a 
Treasury  letter  of  the  year  1882.  The 
Treasury  had  taken  upon  themselves  to 
authorize  a  particular  payment  out  of  a 
Vote  which  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  it.  As  the  Committee  had  no  means 
of  knowing  that  the  same  illegality  would 
not  be  repeated  hereafter,  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  give  them  an  assurance  that  there 
should  be  no  such  illegal  payment  as 
this  next  year. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  M'CAETHT 
said,  there  was  a  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
connection  with  this  Estimate,  and  that 
was  the  sending  of  police  reporters  to 
take  down  the  words  of  speakers  at 
public  meetings  in  Ireland.  The  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  Government  in  the  course  of  a  de- 
bate which  took  place  last  year,  and  a 
promise  in  respect  of  it  had  been  ex- 
tracted from  one  of  the  many  Predecessors 
in  Office  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chief  b'eeretary.  On  the  occa- 
sion in  question  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Border 
Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  gave  a  pro- 
mise to  the  effect  that,  as  far  as  possible, 
those  police  reporters  should  not  be  sent 
to  public  meetings  in  Ireland.  For  him- 
self, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  he  should  be  very  glad  if  the  au- 
thorities could  be  induced  to  say  that  at 
public  meetiugs  in  Ireland,  attended 
by  Members  of  Parliament,  shorthand 
writers  should  be  dispensed  with;  and 
he  had  expressed  the  hope  that  that 
state  of  things  would  shortly  pass 
away.  However,  Government  short- 
hand writers  were  still  sent  to  public 
meetings  in  Ireland,  and  no  attempt 
had  been  made  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
mise of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  the  Border  Burghp.  It 
was  that  of  which  hon.  Members  on 
those  Benches  complained — Government 
spies  or  reporters  being  still  sent  to  the 
meetings.  It  was  absurd  to  imagine 
that  any  Nationalist  Member  or  speaker, 
addressing  an  auditory  of  his  country- 
men, was  at  all  likely  to  be  intimidated 
or  to  alter  his  speech  by  the  presence 
of  Government  reporters.  If  he  al- 
tered it  in  any  direction,  he  would 
probably  make  it  more  extreme;  he 
would  be  inclined  to  comment  more 
strongly  on  the  Government  when  he 
saw  that  the  authorities  were  inclined 
to  send  down  reporters.  At  any  rate, 
the  reporters  of  the  police  were  useless ; 
they  were  supposed  to  know  how  to 
write  shorthand;  but,  according  to  the 
received  authorities,  the  art  could  only 
be  properly  exercised  by  men  regu- 
larly  engaged  in  the  work  of  reporting. 
Ciiarles  Dickens  had  said  it  was  as 
difficult  to  learn  shorthand  as  to  learn 
six  modern  languages.  Certainly,  the 
average  police  reporter  was  not  a  man 
likely  to  be  able  to  learn  six  lan- 
guages. On  former  occasions  in  Ire- 
land, when  Daniel  O'Connell  found  that 
he  was  being  followed  by  police  re- 
porters, he  spoke  to  his  audience  in 
the  native  tongue,  and  so  baffled  those 
persons.  He  (Mr.  J.  H.  McCarthy) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  say  that  he  would 
fulfil  the  promise  given  by  his  Pre- 
decessor (Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  see  that 
these  particularly  obnoxious  persons 
should  not  be  allowed  to  attend  the 
meetings.  They  were  of  no  use  what- 
ever, and  only  served  strongly  to  irritate 
the  Irish  people,  and  to  cause  an  amount 
of  ill-feeling  and  disturbance  which 
could  only  be  injurious  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  any  Government  in  Ireland. 
The  amount  of  crime  and  disturbance 
in  Ireland  had  really  diminished,  and 
he  thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
the  Judges  at  the  Assizes  had,  in  many 
cases,  commented  with  emphasis  on  the 
remarkable  absence  of  crime  ;  whilst 
magistrates  at  Quarter  Sessions  had,  in 
very  many  cases,  also  received  the  cus- 
tomary compliments  of  pairs  of  white 
gloves.  Such  conditions  as  those  afforded 
a  strong  argument  for  removing  such 
irritating  exhibitions  as  the  presence 
of  police  reporters  at  public  meetings, 
and  also  a  strong  argument  against  the 
maintenance  of   extra  police.      There 

Mr.  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy 


was  another  point  to  which  he  desired 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretarr.  There 
was  in  Cork  a  Beaident  Magistrate 
called  Captain  Piunkett.  who  had  suc- 
ceeded in  making  himself  obnoxious  by 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  acted  in 
the  ingenious  manipulation  of  the  body 
of  which  he  had  control.  There  was 
one  point  in  particular  to  which  he  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  last  year,  and  in  respect  of 
which  there  had  since  been  no  alteratioa 
whatever.  Captain  Piunkett  had  an  in- 
genious method  quite  his  own,  and.  as 
far  as  he  knew,  not  followed  by  any  of 
his  fellow-magistrates,  of  endeavouring 
to  make  the  body  of  police  under  his 
control  as  obnoxious  as  possible  to  the 
persons  with  whom  they  came  in  con- 
tact. He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  would  do 
well  to  direct  his  attention  to  that 
matter. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  said,  be  had 
to  make  some  remarks  on  the  charge  of 
£36,560  which  appeared  under  Sub- 
head G  for  Clothing.  They,  in  Ireland, 
complained  that  vast  sums  of  money 
were  spent  by  the  official  class  in  Dub- 
lin Castle  every  year,  and  that  the  rate- 
payers derived  little  or  no  benefit  or 
advantage  from  that  expenditure;  and 
that  those  sums  of  money  found  their 
way  into  the  pockets  of  people  in  Scot- 
land and  England.  Now,  the  labourers 
and  artizans  in  Ireland  had  formed  the 
idea  that  they  had  something  to  expect 
from  the  present  Government,  and  cer- 
tainly the  labourers  were  justified  in 
coming  to  that  conclusion,  because  the 
Government  were  actually  dealing  with 
a  measure  which  they  hoped  would 
greatly  improve  their  condition.  Owing 
to  the  presence  in  the  Cabinet  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  the  artizans 
also  had  formed  the  opinion  that  the 
present  Government  was  interested  in 
the  industrial  movement  in  Ireland,  and 
were  very  anxious  to  improve  the  indus- 
trial condition  of  the  country.  Added 
to  that,  there  was  the  interi&st  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  in  Irish  affairs,  and 
from  all  that  they  felt  justified  in  be- 
lieving that  something  would  result 
before  long.  They  had  this  item  of 
£36,660  for  clothing  the  Police  Force  in 
Ireland,  and  certainly  the  traders  and 
manufacturers  of  Ireland  thongbt  that 
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a  portion  of  that  very  large  sum  might 
find  its  way  into  the  pockets  of  the  Irish 
people.  It  was  a  subject  he  knew  on 
which  the  Government  could  not  then 
be  expected  to  give  a  final  answer ;  but 
it  was  one  worthy  of  the  attention  of 
the  Government,  and  if  they  were 
anxious  on  the  matter  he  was  sure  that 
they  could  get  enough  cloth  for  clothing 
their  men  in  Ireland,  although  they 
might  not  perhaps  be  able  to  get  the  exact 
kind  of  cloth  they  were  in  the  habit  of 
usiug.  He  hoped  that  the  subject  would 
engage  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  because 
it  would  show  that  the  expectations 
which  the  artizan  class  had  formed  in 
this  matter  were  not  quite  without  foun- 
dation. At  one  of  the  meetings  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  addressing  lately,  the 
people  were  so  impressed  with  these 
ideas,  that,  to  his  surprise,  he  heard 
cheers  given  for  the  Tories,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  result  would  show  that 
the  good  opinion  formed  of  them  was 
justified.  There  was  another  subject 
connected  with  this  Vote  which  he 
thouglit  demanded  explanation  at  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, having  been  in  o£ce  but  a  short 
time,  might  not,  of  course,  be  able  to 
answer  him  that  evening  fully ;  but  he 
should  be  glad  to  have  such  a  reply  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to 
give.  He  asked  what  had  occurred  in 
the  county  of  Waterford  to  justify  the 
authorities  in  charging  the  people  there 
with  £2,000?  Judging  by  what  had 
been  stated  to  be  the  condition  of  the 
county,  they  were  under  the  impression 
that  there  was  little  or  no  crime  there  ; 
and,  in  fact,  the  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  had  congratulated  the  jurors 
that  there  was  absolutely  no  crime.  The 
only  crime  committed  there  had  been 
done  by  a  soldier.  There  was  an  a£fray 
in  which  an  unfortunate  person  had 
been  killed.  But  in  spite  of  that  state 
of  things  in  all  the  divisions  of  the 
county,  the  Government  still  charged 
this  peaceable  county  £2,000  a-year  for 
extra  police.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  he  had  said,  might  not  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  a  satisfactory  explanation  of 
that  very  heavy  charge  on  this  county ; 
but  he  asked  him  to  communicate  with 
the  authorities  in  Ireland,  and  to  state 
to  the  House  at  a  future  day  what  had 
justified  the  use  of  extra  police  in  the 


county  of  Waterford.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  preferred  it,  he  would  put  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday,  and 
by  that  time  probably  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  state  the 
particulars  of  the  case. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  join 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Athlone(Mr.  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy) 
in  his  comments  upon  the  irritating  and 
useless  custom  of  sending  police  reporters 
to  public  meetings.  The  practice  would 
be  objectionable  under  any  circum- 
stances ;  but  it  became  not  only  objec- 
tionable, but  folly,  when  applied  to 
Members  of  the  National  Party  in  Ire- 
land. The  Orangemen  in  Ireland  might 
do  as  they  pleased;  they  might  defy 
the  law,  they  might  threaten  to  kic)c 
the  Queen's  Crown,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment never  interfered.  They  never  sent 
a  reporter,  still  less  one  of  Gurney's 
staff,  to  take  down  those  flowers  of 
rhetoric.  But  if  a  Nationalist  addressed 
a  meeting  in  the  most  proper  language 
he  would  find  that  there  were  two  re- 
porters at  least  taking  down  his  words. 
He  had  himself  been  often  obliged  to 
provide  those  reporter?  with  chairs  at 
the  meetings  he  had  attended  during 
his  stay  in  Ireland,  and  to  place  them 
in  a  position  of  safety.  He  knew  that 
words  uttered  by  someone  else  at  a 
meeting  had  been  attributed  to  him  by 
official  reporters;  and  if  Gurney's  re- 
porters made  a  mistake,  how  much  more 
likely  were  police  reporters  to  do  so  in 
these  cases  ?  If  a  meeting  were  illegal 
it  could  be  suppressed ;  but  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly mean  to  endeavour  to  entrap 
speakers  at  Provincial  meetings  by  send- 
ing police  reporters  there.  If  the  Go- 
vernment wanted  to  prosecute  a  man 
they  could  bring  him  before  a  packed 
jury,  and  Messrs.  Bolton  and  Anderson 
would  do  it  for  them  in  a  moment. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  see  why  so  much 
care  should  be  taken  to  send  these  re- 
porters to  public  meetings,  because  no- 
thing in  the  nature  of  accurate  evidence 
was  necessary,  unfortunately,  to  get  a 
conviction.  He  hoped  that  no  more 
would  be  heard  of  this  practice.  He 
thought  the  time  had  come  when  they 
might  claim  an  explanation  from  the 
Government  on  the  subject  of  extra 
police ;  and  he  trusted  that  they  would 
henceforward  give  up  these  extra  police 
altogether.  Now  that  life  and  property 
in  Ireland  were  safe,  and  there   was 
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nothing  but  ordinary  crime  to  deal  with, 
he  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
fall  back  on  the  ordinary  ]aw.  He  said 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  should  be 
relieved  of  char^i^es  under  this  head,  and 
not  be  required  to  pay  any  more  than 
for  the  actual  quota  of  police  employed. 
Then,  he  would  ask  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  some  of  the  Irish  police  were 
employed  in  Great  Britain?  He  re- 
membered that  not  long  ago  some  Irish 
policemen  followed  respectable  Irishmen 
in  London.  He  himself  happened  to  be 
once  at  a  restaurant  with  a  friend ;  he 
was  told  that  there  were  detectives  pre- 
sent ;  his  three  friends  took  a  cab,  and 
the  detectives  also  took  a  cab;  they  went 
to  the  Princess's  Theatre,  and  the  three 
detectives  went  there  too.  He  gave  the 
present  Government  credit  for  stopping 
short,  in  some  degree,  of  the  imbecility 
which  the  late  Government  had  displayed 
in  the  manao^ement  of  Irish  affairs.  He 
understood,  however,  that  there  was  still 
a  corps  of  about  50  Irish  detectives  in 
Great  Britain,  and  that  those  men,  dis- 
tributed over  Liverpool,  Leeds.  Glasgow, 
and  other  large  towns,  still  lurked  about 
public  halls  where  meetings  were  held ; 
they  were  always  to  be  found  in  the 
vicinity.  There  were  other  capacities  in 
which  those  men  could  be  employed,  if 
necessary,  that  would  be  of  more  use  to 
the  State.  Then,  again,  the  funds  given 
for  the  preservation  of  rivers  were  not 
effectual,  at  any  rate  they  had  not  the 
effect  of  making  those  who  received  the 
money  carry  out  the  law.  Only  a  short 
time  ago,  at  Gweedore,  where  two  or 
three  English  gentlemen  leased  a  portion 
of  a  salmon  river,  a  boy  of  15  was  found 
in  possession  of  a  spear  or  gaff.  He  was 
instantly  seized  by  a  constable,  and  ac* 
cused  of  endeavouring  to  take  salmon. 
That  incident  occurred  in  the  middle  of 
the  day,  when  the  constable  clearly  had 
no  right  to  interfere ;  however,  he  took 
upon  himself  to  do  so ;  and  when  the 
mother  of  the  boy  came  on  the  scene, 
and  endeavoured  to  protect  her  child, 
the  policeman  drove  the  spear  into  her 
wrist.  The  boy  was  taken  to  the  police 
barrack  and  locked  up.  The  father  went 
there  and  demanded  his  son's  release ; 
but  that  demand,  notwithstanding  that 
the  case  was  one  for  the  issue  of  a  sum- 
mons, and  not  for  summary  arrest,  was 
refused.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  say  whether 
or  not  the  police  were  to  be  allowed  to 
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continue  conduct  of  that  kind  ?  It  was 
not  the  duty  of  the  police,  nor  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  to  allow  the  police 
to  make  themselves  the  agents  of  private 
persons  for  the  protection  of  their  pri- 
vate interests.  The  people  who  had 
fialmon  rivers  ought  to  watch  and  pre- 
serve those  rivers  by  means  of  their  own 
keepers  and  water  bailiffs,  or,  if  they 
did  not,  the  duty  should  be  undertaken 
by  the  Conservancy  Boards.  At  any 
rate,  the  police  should  not  turn  them- 
selves into  the  under-strappers  of  the 
people  who  owned  salmon  rivers.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  expenditure 
of  this  million  and  odd  of  money,  ac- 
cording as  its  distribution  was  good, 
tended  to  the  promotion  of  peace  and 
order  in  Ireland,  and  according  as  it 
was  ill-judged  and  corrupt  tended  to  dis- 
order and  discontent.  He  contended 
that  the  secret  of  success  with  the  Con- 
stabulary Force  was  this — to  keep  the 
men  at  their  proper  duty.  The  vicious 
principle  adopted  by  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment in  the  past  had  practically  resulted 
in  this — that  the  honest  policeman  who 
did  his  duty  fairly  between  man  and 
man  had  slight  chance  of  promotion ; 
whilst  the  constable  who  put  on  list 
clippers  and  listened  in  door  ways, 
who  collected  the  gossip  of  neighbours, 
suborned  perjury,  and  threatened  a  pri- 
soner that  unless  he  swore  up  to  the 
mark  a  terrible  punishment  awaited 
him,  was  the  practitioner  who  obtained 
promotion.  A  glance  at  the  list  of 
honours  and  rewards  bestowed  upon  the 
Irish  Constabulary  during  the  past  few 
weeks  would  show  that  the  trickster  and 
perjurer  had  had  chevrons  and  stripes 
and  money  benefits  conferred  upon  him, 
and  had  been  lauded  in  the  Beports  of 
the  Constabulary,  whilst  the  man  who 
had  contented  himself  with  an  honest 
performance  of  his  duty  had  been  left 
to  starve  on  his  legal  salary.  Would 
they,  he  would  like  to  ask,  have  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  case  of  the  policeman  Barclay, 
who  disguised  himself  as  a  blacksmith, 
at  Tubbercurry,  and  worked  there  at  a 
forge  ?  The  Government  had  sent  that 
man  down  there  in  a  blacksmith's  jacket, 
had  supplied  him  with  the  means  to 
light  a  forge,  and  as  he  had  gone  on 
with  his  work  he  had  attempted  to  lure 
innocent  young  men  of  the  district  into 
crime.  Would  conduct  of  that  kind  be 
repeated?  He  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     would    never    allow    the 
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Queen's  uniform  to  be  so  degraded  in 
the  future,  nor  allow  public  money  to 
be  BO  misapplied.  The  case  of  Constable 
Lynch,  at  Barbavilla,  was  fresh  in  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members.  That  man  had 
obtained  evidence  by  telling  a  man  that 
unless  he  swore  to  a  meeting  at  Widow 
Faji^an's  to  put  certain  persons  into' penal 
servitude  he  woidd  have  to  go  into 
penal  servitude  himself.  Then  there 
was  the  case  of  Sub-Inspector  Gibbons, 
who  had  worked  up  the  Maamtrasna 
trials.  He  had  worked  up  the  case  so 
as  to  satisfy  a  Green  Street  Special 
Jury ;  but  who  was  satisfied  with  that 
case  now?  The  Government  had  had 
to  re-open  it;  and  it  had  been  a 
cause  of  grave  social  excitement  in 
Ireland,  and  would  continue  to  be  so  until 
it  was  settled.  The  spectre  of  Myles 
Joyce,  hanged  for  a  crime  with  which 
he  had  had  nothing  to  do,  would  haunt 
every  Irish  Executive  until  his  memory 
had  been  vindicated.  They  found  that 
such  was  the  favour  secured  in  Ireland 
by  Sub-Inspector  Gibbons  through  send- 
ing an  innocent  man  to  the  gallows  and 
four  innocent  men  to  penal  servitude  that 
he  was  able  to  hold  the  positions  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  of  Irish  Constabulary 
and  Lieutenant  Colonel  of  the  Egyptian 
Forces — he  did  not  know  whether  there 
was  any  pay  attached  to  the  latter  post. 
Inspector  Gibbons  was  a  "Bey"  in 
Egypt.  There  was  no  reward  which 
was  too  great  for  the  man  who  either 
committed  a  useful  perjury  himself,  or 
induced  someone  esle  to  do  so ;  and  he 
trusted  that  in  this  matter  the  Govern- 
ment would  in  the  future  pursue  a  course 
at  right  angles  with  that  hitherto  adopted. 
He  would  give  two  instances  to  exhibit 
the  kind  of  fair  play  practised  by  the 
police  in  Ireland.  The  other  day,  at 
Dungannon,  the  Orange  faction  lit  bon- 
fires in  celebration  of  the  anniversary  of 
the  day  which  threw  Irish  Catholics  into 
misery.  That  was  painful  to  the  Catho- 
lics—it was  virtually  celebrating  their 
subjection  and  their  misery,  and  they 
could  not  tolerate  it;  but  the  police 
stood  round  those  bonfires.  They  not 
only  allowed  them,  but  bestowed  upon 
them  the  favour  of  their  presence.  Well, 
in  Kilkenny  the  other  night,  a  Catholic 
Bishop  was  coming  home  from  Home. 
He  was  a  Prelate  of  so  eminent  a  zeal, 
and  of  so  keen  a  desire  for  the  social 
harmony  of  all  classes  of  the  Irish 
people,  that  he  (Mr.   Sexton)  did  not 


think  respect  for  him  was  limited  to  one 
class.  But  while  the  procession  was 
passing  along  the  street  a  lieutenant 
threw  up  the  window  of  the  barrack, 
thrust  his  sword  out,  and  shouted  to  the 
crowd  that  they  were  **  rebels,  Fenians, 
and  Papists."  He  repeated  that  proceed- 
ing on  the  return  of  the  procession,  and 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  influence  exer- 
cised over  the  people  by  the  eminent 
Prelate  they  were  honouring  the  town 
would  have  been  in  a  state  of  tumult  and 
disorder.  As  an  evidence  of  the  partial 
manner  in  which  the  law  was  put  into 
force  in  Ireland,  it  would  suihce  to  again 
call  attention  to  the  caso  of  Sub-Sheriff 
Ormsby,  himself  a  guardian  of  the  law, 
who  was  found  the  other  day,  lying 
drunk  and  helpless  in  the  street,  and 
was  carried  away  by  the  police  on  a 
stretcher.  That  gentleman  was  not 
brought  up  at  the  police  court  and 
charged  with  drunkenness  as  an  ordi- 
nary citizen  or  peasant  would  have  been ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  could  not,  under 
those  circumstances,  help  reflecting  that 
in  connection  with  any  further  legislative 
measures  which  might  be  considered 
necessary  for  Ireland  the  Government 
would  recognize  the  fact  that  those  laws 
were  best  which  were  best  administered. 
All  the  Government  had  to  do  to  make 
the  Constabulary  Force  efl*ective  and  re- 
move its  unpopularity  was  to  teach  each 
man  in  it  that  the  countenance  of  au- 
thority and  the  favour  and  good-will  of 
those  who  were  set  over  him  would  de- 
pend on  his  remembering  every  day  of 
his  service,  and  in  every  action  of  his 
life,  the  terms  of  the  oath  he  took  on 
entering  the  Force,  which  was  to  **  do 
his  duty  without  fear,  favour,  or  affec- 
tion, without  malice  or  ill-will." 

Me.  DEASY  said,  that  before  the 
Chief  Secretary  got  up  to  reply  he  should 
like  to  ask  what  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  with  regard  to  the  em- 
ployment of  extra  policemen.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  pointed  out  that  owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act  was  to  die  out  the  extra  police  force 
quartered  under  that  Act  would  have  to 
be  withdrawn.  The  number  of  extra 
police  who  had  been  quartered  on  the 
people  under  that  Act  was  merely  nomi- 
nal  as  compared  with  the  number  quar- 
tered on  them  under  the  Act  of  William 
IV.  After  a  great  deal  of  cross-question- 
ing the  Irish  Members  had  elicited  from 
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the  then  Chief  Secretary  the  information 
which  they  now  had  before  them  as  to 
the  number  of  extra  men  the  ratepayers 
of  Ireland  had  had  to  pay  for  the  last 
10,  12,  or  15  years.  In  fact,  so  long  had 
that  beinjT  going  on,  and  so  little  atten- 
tion had  been  paid  to  it  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Border 
Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  been  ac- 
tually unable  to  state  the  period  dur- 
ing which  many  thousands  of  men  were 
stationed  in  certain  districts  in  Ireland 
— for  instance,  in  the  county  of  Cork, 
where  the  annual  charge  on  the  rates  for 
those  men  was  not  le?8  than  £10,000. 
When  the  Irish  Members  asked  under 
what  circumstances  those  men  had  been 
stationed  there,  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
been  absolutely  unable  to  afford  them 
any  information  whatever.  The  expira- 
tion of  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
would  relieve  the  people  from  taxation 
for  extra  police  to  a  certain  limited 
extent ;  but  the  people  objected  to 
pay  the  remainder.  When  they  took 
into  consideration  the  question  of  the 
redistribution  of  police  in  Ireland 
and  the  reduction  of  the  total  number 
of  constables  in  that  country,  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  borne  in  mind  the 
great  difficulty  they  had  experienced  in 
collecting  the  extra  police  tax  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland.  For  instance,  in  the 
county  of  Cork,  it  was  only  when  goats, 
and  donkeys,  and  other  property  were 
seized  that  the  authorities  had  been 
able  to  obtain  this  2«.  or  Zs.  a-head 
from  the  ratepayers.  In  many  places 
processes  had  been  issued  for  2i.,  3i., 
and  6i.,  and  so  on.  The  payment  of 
the  tax  was  frequently  resisted.  The 
people  resisted  it  because  they  believed 
there  was  no  necessity  for  those  extra 
men  at  all.  The  county  of  Cork  had 
been  singularly  quiet  for  the  past  two 
or  three  years.  In  fact,  there  was 
scarcely  a  Quarter  Sessions  where  the 
Chairman  did  not  consider  it  his  duty 
to  comment  on  the  marked  absence 
of  the  crimes  which  might  render  the 
imposition  of  that  tax  necessary.  If 
there  had  been  any  reason  for  the  quar- 
tering of  extra  police  on  them  the 
peoplo  would  have  been  glad  to  pay 
the  tax;  but  no  such  reason  could  be 
assigned.  The  quartering  of  the  men 
on  the  ratepayers  was  an  injustice. 
With  regard  to  the  number  of  extra 
men  in  Cork  City,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  (Mr.  Pamell) 
bad,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  raised  a 
question  in  that  House,  and  for  a  Umg 
time  he  had  been  unable  to  get  the  Chief 
Secretary  of  the  day  to  accede  to  any 
alteration  in  the  law,  or  to  any  reduction 
of  the  extra  police  force  in  the  City. 
But  at  the  end  of  last  Session  he  in- 
duced the  Goyernment  to  give  a  promise 
that  a  short  Act  would  be  passed  which 
would  enable  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  re- 
distribute the  free  force  in  Ireland 
with  a  view  to  relieving  such  a  City  aa 
Cork  of  the  enormous  charges  which 
were  now  put  on  it  for  this  extra  force. 
He  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  amount  paid  by  the  ratepayers  of 
the  City  of  Cork  in  respect  of  extra 
police  had  been  very  close  on  £20,000. 
It  could  not  be  denied— ^indeed,  no 
Member  of  the  Government  of  the 
Queen  had  ever  sought  to  deny — that 
Cork  was  one  of  the  most  peaceable  cities 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  The  criminal 
records  showed  in  a  most  conclusive 
manner  that  crime  and  disorder  were 
singularly  absent  from  the  South  of  Ire- 
land. Under  those  circumstances,  why 
it  was  that  the  ratepayers  of  Cork  should 
be  subjected  to  an  annual  charge  of 
£l,000for  the  purposeof  keeping  up  this 
enormous  force  was  more  than  he  could 
understand.  Of  course,  those  who  were 
acquainted  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
last  couple  of  years  would  attribute  it  to 
the  fact  that  they  had  in  their  midst  in 
Cork  a  gentleman  named  Captain  Plun- 
kett,  a  genfleman  who,  for  his  own 
glorification,  kept  no  less  than  20  con- 
stables about  him,  either  in  plain  clothes 
or  in  uniform.  The  presence  of  this 
person  in  the  City  was  enough  to  drive 
people  to  desperation.  The  fact  of  his 
being  seen  strutting  about  with  nothing 
to  do  and  followed  by  a  large  number  of 
policemen  was  quite  enough  to  irritate 
the  people  and  make  them  disorderly. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary would,  perhaps,  tell  the  Com- 
mittee in  reply  to  these  observations  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  with 
these  official  Beeident  Magistrates  on 
their  offices  being  abolished.  What 
Captain  Plunkett  and  his  men  did  he  did 
not  know.  They  did  not  do  ordinary 
street  duty — they  were  never  known  to 
do  more  than  arrest  a  man  or  prevent  a 
street  fight  now  and  then.  As  to  regu- 
lating the  traffic  or  doing  anything  of 
that  kind  they  would  not  stoop  to  it.    It 
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was  altogether  below  them.  The  police 
in  Ireland  sought  to  exercise  over  the 
people  more  control  than  eren  the  magis- 
tracy exercised  in  England,  or,  perhaps,  in 
any  other  part  of  the  world.  The  state 
of  things  in  the  City  of  Cork  was  this. 
The  free  Police  Force  was  nominally  150 
men,  but  in  reality  it  did  not  number 
more  than  140;  because,  for  some  reason 
or  other  which  did  not  appear  quite 
clear,  eight  or  10  men  were  generally 
away  from  the  Cit}' — or,  at  any  rate,  the 
people  did  not  see  them.  No  return  was 
made  of  them,  but  the  Government 
charged  for  them  and  for  an  extra  force, 
notwithstanding  that  if  the  City  had 
the  full  number  of  the  free  police,  150 
men,  the  peace  would  be  efficiently  pre- 
served, and  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  an  extra  force  in  the  place  at  all. 
But,  putting  that  aside,  on  the  basis  of 
population  the  City  of  Cork  was  entitled 
to  a  free  force  of  170  men,  and  there 
were  there  at  the  present  time  about 
170;  but  of  that  number  the  Go- 
vernment charged  for  29  or  30  as  an 
extra  force.  That  was,  they  charged  as 
extra  men  those  who  supplied  the  places 
of  the  absent  members  of  the  free  force 
to  the  number  of  eight  or  10  men,  as  he 
had  just  stated,  and  20  men  besides  who 
were  stationed  in  the  city  over  and  above 
the  free  force.  He  maintained  that  if  the 
Government  did  not  give  the  City  the 
full  complement  of  free  police  that  it 
was  entitled  to — that  was  150  men — 
and  if  they  continued  to  quarter  a  num- 
ber of  extra  police  on  the  ratepayers, 
they  were  bound  to  pay  for  those  extra 
police  out  of  the  Imperial  Funds.  They 
had  no  right  to  levy  a  rate  for  them. 
The  City,  as  he  had  said,  was  entitled, 
on  the  basis  of  population,  to  a  free 
force  of  170  men;  therefore,  nothing 
could  be  more  unjust  than  to  charge  it 
for  SO  extra  policemen  when  it  was 
really  nine  or  ten  short  of  its  legal 
complement.  He  trusted  that  in  the 
redistribution  of  the  Constabulary  Force 
that  must  take  place,  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  between  this  and  the  2l8t 
of  August,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would 
see  his  way  to  reducing  the  number  of 
extra  men  all  over  Ireland,  and  that  he 
would  consider  this  case  of  Cork  par- 
ticularly because  the  people  of  that  C.ty 
were  determined  not  to  be  coerced  into 
paying  an  unjust  rate  of  this  kind  any 
longer.  They  had  resisted  it  for  the 
past  three  or  four  years,  and  were  deter- 


mined to  continue  resisting  it,  no  matter 
what  the  consequences  might  be  to 
themselves.  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  hoped  that  before  the  end  of  the 
Session  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  inform  the  House  what  course 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  decided  upon 
in  rejfard  to  those  extra  police.  He 
(Mr.  Deasy)  had  put  a  Question  to  the 
Government  the  day  before  yesterday  as 
to  the  redistribution  of  the  Force  in 
Ireland,  but  had  been  informed  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  know  what  could 
be  done  until  the  21  st  of  August,  as  the 
actual  changes  could  not  take  placebefore 
that  date.  Perhaps  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Irish  officials  would  endeavour 
to  make  up  their  minds,  before  the  time 
for  making  the  change  came,  what  they 
intended  to  do  with  the  men. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  alluded  to 
the  police  protecting  fisheries,  and  he 
(Mr.  Marum)  wished  there  to  be  no 
misunderstanding  on  that  point.  It  was 
true,  the  police  looked  after  the  rivers, 
and  he  did  not  object  to  it  so  far  as  the 
Police  Regulations  of  the  rivers  were 
concerned ;  but  if  they  watched  the 
fisheries  as  gamekeepers  it  was  highly 
unsatisfactory.  The  water  bailiffs  under 
the  general  law  were  entrusted  with  the 
preservation  of  figh,  and  their  duties 
should  not  be  undertaken  by  the  police. 
With  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
those  water  bailiffs  conducted  them- 
selves, he  wished  to  remark  that  two 
months  ago  he  had  been  obliged  to  fine 
one,  James  Lund,  for  firing  off  a  loaded 
revolver  in  the  public  road  or  street. 
He  had  fined  the  man  only  lOs.  A 
shoit  time  afterwards  that  man  and  his 
comrade,  Patrick  Foley,  were  out  by 
the  river,  when  they  met  two  or  three 
women  who,  in  a  larkish  humour,  made 
some  shouting.  The  bailiffs  fired  their 
revolvers  over  the  heads  of  the  women. 
The  men  were  prosecuted,  and  the 
defence  set  up  was  that  they  were  justi- 
fied in  intimidating  the  inhabitants  by 
firing  their  revolvers.  Of  course,  he 
need  not  say  that  the  magistrates  took 
a  very  different  view  of  the  law,  and 
fined  both  the  men  for  what  they  had 
done.  He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  make 
a  representation  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  to  express  the  opinion  that  the  men 
should  not  be  entrusted  with  firearms  ; 
but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  all  the 
notice  the  Lord  Lieutenant  took  of  his 
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complaint  was  to  say  that  be  would 
consider  the  matter,  and  so  forth.  Three 
weeks  ago  Patrick  Foley  had  been 
brought  before  him  at  the  Petty  Sessions 
charged  with  being  drunk,  and  having 
a  revolver  in  his  possession.  Of  course, 
they  imposed  upon  him  a  mitigated 
penalty  under  the  circumstances,  and 
then  he  (Mr.  Marum)  had  made  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  present  Lord  Lieutenant 
— a  similar  representation  to  that  be 
bad  made  before — declaring  that  the 
man  ought  to  be  deprived  of  the  use  of 
firearms.  A  man  who  had  pleaded 
guilty  to  firing  shots  to  intimidate  par- 
ties, and  who  bad  then  been  found 
drunk  with  a  revolver  in  his  possession, 
was  not  a  proper  person  to  enjoy  that 
privilege.  The  first  thing  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  did  was  ,  to  withdraw  the 
licences  of  those  men.  That  was  a  good 
augury  for  the  future.  He  did  not 
thiuk  the  police  should  be  allowed  to 
perform  the  functions  of  gamekeepers, 
and  that  he  said  notwithstanding  that 
be  was  interested  in  one  of  the  best 
fisheries  of  the  Kiver  Nore. 

Me.  MOLLOY  said,  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sligo  bad  men- 
tioned that,  as  far  as  be  was  aware,  the 
police  no  longer  attended  private  meet- 
ings of  the  National  League  which  were 
held  in  different  parts  of  the  country 
since  the  accession  to  Office  of  the 
present  Government.  It  was  only  three 
or  four  days  since  he  (Mr.  MoUoy)  bad 
bad  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  as  to  the  action  he  would 
take  in  connection  with  a  case  which 
bad  happened  in  his  county.  A  meet- 
ing had  been  held  in  a  certain  place — 
merely  a  meeting  of  the  people  of  the 
neighbourhood,  with  no  strangers  pre- 
sent. The  people  who  attended  were 
very  well  known  in  the  neighbourhood ; 
the  meeting  in  fact  was  the  usual  one, 
and  yet,  for  some  reason  which  he  could 
not  explain,  the  police  sent  a  consider- 
able distance  to  ask  permission  to 
attend.  The  expense  of  sending,  of 
course,  had  to  be  paid  ;  but  that  was  a 
small  matter.  It  was  the  irritation 
caused  by  action  of  this  kind  to  which 
be  wished  to  draw  .  attention.  That 
irritation  was  exceedingly  great.  There 
was  no  earthly  reason  why  the  police 
sbould  attend — the  meeting  was  one  of 
the  usual  weekly  meetings.  It  was 
advertised  in  the  papers,  and  yet  the 
police  went  down  and  endeavoured  to 
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force  themselves  into  it — a  meeting  of 
an  organization  which  was  legal  in  every 
sense  of  the  word,  and  which  the  Go- 
vernment bad  over  and  over  again 
declared  to  be  legitimate.  What,  be 
should  like  to  know,  was  the  object  of 
such  a  proceeding— why  were  police 
sent  down  to  local  meetings  to  the 
annoyance  of  people  taking  part  in 
them  ?  It  only  helped  to  add  to  the 
expenditure;  it  only  helped  to  add  to 
the  sums  the  Committee  were  asked  to 
vote  year  after  year.  When  he  (Mr. 
Molloy)  had  challenged  the  Predeceseor 
of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  tbe  Chief 
Secretary  upon  this  subject,  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  tbe  police 
had  no  right  to  indulge  in  this  sort  of 
occupation,  and  that  instructions  bad 
been  issued  to  them  to  that  effect.  But 
here  was  the  thing  going  on  still.  The 
fact  was  that  the  County  Inspectors  and 
their  subordinates  bad  come  to  look 
upon  themselves  as  superior  autborities 
to  tbe  people  in  Dublin  Castle.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe 
Chief  Secretary,  as  be  bad  charge  of 
this  matter,  whether  he  would  issue  in- 
structions to  tbe  police  that  thej  must 
no  longer  contravene  the  law  as  they 
had  been  doing  day  by  day  ?  Tbe  police 
had  no  right  to  interfere  with  tbose 
meetings.  They  had  no  more  right  to 
attend  them,  and  force  themselves  into 
the  private  rooms  in  which  thej  were 
being  held,  than  they  bad  to  enter  the 
dwellings  of  private  persons  in  London. 
He  would  suggest  to  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  to  take  this  matter  seriously 
in  hand.  If  there  was  any  necessity  for 
him  to  send  to  a  meeting  in  order  to  see 
that  the  law  was  not  broken,  let  bim  do 
it ;  but  when  there  was  no  neoeesity  and 
no  excuse,  let  bim  restrain  tbe  police 
from  acting  illegally. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  be  should  like 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Appropriation  Accounts  were  made 
out  in  the  Estimates.  In  tbe  case  of  one 
item,  £134,000  in  one  Appropriation 
Account  had  been  estimated  £131.000. 
Tbe  system  of  putting  down  tbose  items 
was  not  satisfactory.  He  should  think 
it  would  be  much  better  to  give  tbe  de- 
tails and  to  say  ''so  much  from  the 
county  of  Gal  way,"  "so  much  from 
King's  County, "  *  *  so  much  from  Louth," 
and  so  on,  and  then  the  officers  of  the 
Grand  Jury  who  had  to  pay  tbe  county 
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rates  would  be  able  to  say  tbat  they  had 
paid  over  the  money.  He  did  not  say 
that  it  occurred  ;  but  it  was  plain  from 
the  manner  in  which  the  accounts  were 
rendered  that  there  was  fi^reat  opportu- 
nity for  swindling.  If  they  looked  at 
the  remarks  of  the  .Comptroller  and  Au- 
ditor General  they  would  see  how  neces- 
sary it  was  to  print  something  that  the 
people  could  see«  and  which  would  ac- 
count for  the  expenditure  of  this  money 
for  extra  police.  The  receipts  were  so 
fluctuating  that,  in  his  opinion,  a  spe- 
cial account  of  them  should  be  presented 
to  the  House.  The  receipts  did  not  cor- 
ref^pond  with  the  Estimate ;  indeed,  the 
Comptroller  General  did  not  know  how 
many  men  were  estimated  for.  Nomi- 
nally, a  certain  number  of  men  were 
allowed  the  counties ;  but  a  less  num- 
ber was  given.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
was,  that  the  late  Government  were  so 
ashamed  of  the  present  state  of  things 
that,  instead  of  putting  the  accounts  in 
the  Estimates  in  order  that  there  should 
be  some  check,  they  had  hidden  the 
whole  thing  away. 

The  chief  SECRETAET  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  said, 
that,  as  was  to  be  expected  from  the  fact 
that  the  Vote  was  a  very  interesting  one 
to  hon.  Members,  the  discussion  had 
ranged  over  a  very  wide  area.  Many  of 
the  subjects  which  had  been  dwelt  upon 
he  had  not  had  time  to  go  into  carefully. 
There  were,  however,  one  or  two  points 
to  which  he  wished  to  refer.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  complained 
of  the  Inspector  General  dismissing  a 
member  of  the  Force.  As  far  as  he  (the 
Chief  Secretary)  understood,  the  power 
to  dismiss  a  member  of  the  Force  did 
not  rest  with  the  Inspector  General,  but 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  though  it 
was  very  unusual  for  His  Excellency  to 
exercise  that  power  without  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Inspector  General.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  spoken 
of  the  account  keeping,  and  had  laid  a 
g^eat  deal  of  stress  on  the  fact  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  information  given 
in  the  Estimates  in  regard  to  any 
ohange  or  fluctuation  in  the  accounts. 
It  seemed  to  be  imagined  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  that  under  the 
present  system  there  might  be  cheating 
and  fraud  ;  but  he  (the  Chief  Secretary) 
thought  that  anything  like  fraudulent 
proceedings  were   su&ciently  guarded 
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against.  Personally,  however,  he  saw 
no  objection  to  granting  a  Return  of  the 
men  in  each  county.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  move  for  the 
Return,  no  doubt  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land) would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to 
grant  it.  The  hon.  Members  for  Kil- 
kenny and  Cork  City  (Mr.  Marum  and 
Mr.  Deasy)  had  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  tho  distribution  of  the  free 
force.  The  maximum  free  force  was 
10,006,  and  it  was  no  doubt  a  griev- 
ance, if  the  number  was  consider- 
ably below  that  maximum,  that  any  dis- 
trict should  have  to  pay  for  extra  men. 
But  hon.  Members  were,  no  doubt, 
aware  that  an  Act  was  passed  this  Ses- 
sion to  guard  against  the  possibility  of 
such  a  state  of  things ;  it  was  one  of  the 
few  Acts  of  Parliament  passed  by  the 
late  Government  which  met  with  his 
cordial  approval.  The  Act  came  into 
force  on  the  21st  of  May,  and  it  was 
stipulated  that  its  provisions  should  be 
carried  out  by  the  2l6t  of  August  next. 
He  fancied  that  the  difficulty  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr; 
Marum)  was  one  which  could  be  brought 
to  an  end  by  the  distribution  under  the 
Act  of  this  Session.  The  present  Viceroy 
had  now  an  enormous  number  of  sub- 
jects to  deal  with  ;  but  he  (the  Chief  Se- 
cretary) assured  hon.  Members  that  His 
Excellency  would  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  concluding  his  labours  with 
respect  to  the  diHtribution  of  the  free 
force.  There  had  been  considerable 
discussion  as  to  the  advisability  of  mem- 
bers of  the  free  force  attending  meet- 
ings. It  was  only  the  other  day  that 
he  was  asked  a  Question  as  to  a  con- 
stable attending  a  meeting,  and  the 
answer  he  then  gave  was  that  if  any 
protests  were  raised  against  his  presence 
he  had  no  right  there.  The  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Sligo  and  Cork  City  (Mr.  Sexton 
and  Mr.  Deasy)  had  addressed  them- 
selves at  some  length  .to  the  question 
of  the  maintenance  of  the  extra  police. 
As  he  had  said  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing, the  question  of  the  reduction 
of  the  extra  police  was  closely  allied 
to  the  question  of  the  administration 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland;  and  he 
could  only  repeat  that  if  the  country 
was  peaceable  and  a  very  considerable 
reduction  of  police  was  attained,  he 
would  be  the  first  to  welcome  such  a 
state  of  things.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
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thore  had  already  been  a  rery  consider- 
able reduction  of  extra  police.  Then, 
again,  complaint  had  been  made  of  the 
intervention  of  the  police  in  fishery 
matters.  Of  course,  if  it  could  be  shown 
to  him  or  to  the  Executive  that  the 
police  had  been  exceeding  their  duty, 
and  that  they  had,  as  alleged,  been 
acting  the  part  of  under-keepers,  the 
matter  should  receive  the  attention  it 
deserved.  Earlier  in  the  evening  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  complained 
that  a  sum  of  money  —  he  believed  it 
was  £26,500 — which  ought  to  have 
passed  through  the  Treasury  was  en- 
tered in  the  account  and  balanced  off 
a$!:ainst  other  charges  in  the  Estimate. 
The  sum  of  money  was  that  which  was 
stopped  from  those  men  who  were  ac- 
commodated in  barracks  ;  and  therefore 
he  (the  Chief  Secretary)  did  not  think 
there  could  be  any  real  grievance  in  the 
matter.  A  considerable  time  had  been 
spent  in  the  discussion  of  the  Vote ;  he 
hoped  that  now  it  would  be  allowed  to 
pass. 

•  Mr.  SEXTON  said,  it  was  very  evi- 
dent the  Chief  Secretary  had  not  yet 
mastered  the  details  of  a  good  many  of 
the  questions  which  had  been  raised  in 
the  course  of  the  debate.  That  being 
so,  he  suggested  to  his  hon.  Friends 
that  they  should  not  press  the  details 
that  night.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  them  a  pledge  that  the 
police  would  be  kept  to  their  proper 
duties,  and  would  not  be  rewarded  for 
exceeding  their  duties,  he  thought  the 
Irish  Members  would  be  disposed  to 
take  it  for  the  present  as  an  assurance 
of  a  better  spirit  in  the  administration 
of  the  Force.  He  was  disposed  to  let 
the  Government  take  the  Vote  now,  on 
the  understanding  that  the  next  Vote 
relating  to  the  prisons,  which  con- 
tained a  good  deal  of  contentious  mat- 
ter, would  be  a  good  time  to  report 
Progress. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £56,150,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Ireland. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  to  make  a 
few  observations  on  this  Vote  by  way  of 
an  appeal  to  the  Government,  and  he 
sincerely  trusted  he  would  not  be  put 
off  as  he  had  been  by  the  last  Govern- 
ment.    The  Bishop  of  Achonry  wished 

Sir  William  Sart  Dyke 


to  found  an  industrial  school  to  which 
girls  under  12  who  had  been  convicted 
of  crime  could  be  sent.  The  object  was 
to  prevent  the  children  being  contami- 
nated by  association  with  criminals; 
but  as  yet  the  authorities  had  not  seen 
their  way  to  grant  the  necessary  certifi- 
cate. A  similar  institution  for  boys  had 
proved  a  great  success.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross),  who  was 
an  expert  on  the  subject  of  industrial 
schools,  would  reconsider  the  question. 
He  thought  the  Government  ought  to 
jump  at  such  an  offer  made  by  a  Pre- 
late of  the  capacity  of  the  Bishop  of 
Achonry.  He  trusted  the  Government 
would  assure  him  that  they  would  accept 
the  offer.  It  was  very  important  that 
a  Prelate  like  the  Bishop  of  Achonry 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  watching 
the  children  of  his  own  district.  In  the 
public  interest  the  settlement  of  this 
matter  should  be  no  longer  delayed. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  fi. 
Assheton  Cross)  assured  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  question  of  industrial 
and  reformatory  schools  was  one  in 
which  he  took  a  deep  interest.  He  did 
not  know  much  about  this  particular 
case ;  but,  at  the  first  blush,  he  did  not 
see  any  reason  why  the  school  should 
not  be  established.  He  would,  how- 
ever, consider  the  matter,  and  com- 
municate with  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Colonel  NOLAN  pointed  out  that  in 
the  Connemara  district  there  was  no  in- 
dustrial school  for  boys.  The  Arch- 
bishop of  Tuam,  who  was  the  principal 
Bishop  in  that  district,  had  bought  land 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  an  in- 
dustrial school  at  Letterfrack,  a  pretty 
part  of  the  country,  and  one  where  there 
was  very  much  land  which  could  be 
easily  reclaimed.  If  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  give  his  sanction  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  school  at  that  place,  the 
institution  would  be  found  extremely 
useful  to  the  people  of  Connemara.  It 
would  be  very  advantageous  that  the 
boys  should  be  instructed  in  the  re- 
clamation of  land,  besides  which  the  ex* 
treme  beauty  of  the  situation  was  noi 
to  be  altogether  forgotten.  He  hoped 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  look  into  the 
case ;  if  he  did,  he  would  find  that  his 
Predecessor  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
looked  upon  the  project  with  g^reat  fa- 
vour, and,  without  making  an  absolute 
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promise,  was  anxious  that  such  B  school 
should  be  established  next  year. 

Thb  chief  secret AEY  for  ntE- 
LAND  (Sir  William  Habx  Dyke)  said, 
he  oould  not  make  any  promise ;  but  he 
would  not  only  consult  his  Predecessor, 
but  all  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
matter. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Class  VL— Non-Effective  and  Chaki- 

TABLE  SeBVIOES. 

(4.)  £13,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Lreluid. 

(5.)  £12,747,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Hospitals  and  Lifirmaries,  Ireland. 

(6.)  £2,371,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other 
Allowances,  Ireland. 

Class  VII. — Misoellanbous. 

(7.)  £15,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Begistration  of  Voters,  Ireland. 

Eeeolutions  to  be  reported  upon  J/im- 
d<»y  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

POOR    LAW  UNIONS'   OFFICERS  (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  214.] 

{Sir  William  Mart  Dykt,  Mr,  Attonuy  0$n$ral 

for  Inland,) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Progrett  2Qt\  July,'] 
[Mr.  RrroHiE  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Mb.  sexton  asked  whether  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would 
offer  any  explanation  of  the  measure  ? 
Would  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  West- 
port  be  allowed  to  offer  any  alternative 
scheme  in  place  of  the  one  whereby  the 
Unions  of  Newport  and  Westport  were 
to  be  amalgamated  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  the  Bill 
enabled  the  Union  of  Newport  to  be 
amalgamated  with  that  of  Westport — a 
process  which  had  become  a  matter  of 
absolute  necessity.  No  doubt,  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  already  the 
power  to  abolish  Unions  or  amalgamate 
them ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  power 
had  been  exercised  arbitrarily  or  capri- 
ciously, for  he  believed  that  no  Union 
had  been  abolished  under  it.  Inquiries 
had  been  held  by  the  Local  Government 

yOX.  CCXCIX.    [thied  series.] 


Board  into  the  proposed  abolition  of  the 
Newport    Union,    and    his  right   hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  had  looked 
carefully  into  the  matter  himself.     His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  requested   him 
(the  Attorney  General  for   Ireland)  to 
state  what  had  been  the  result  of  his 
consideration,     which    had    been    ap- 
proached without  any  predilection  in  fa- 
vour of  one  side  or  the  other,  and  which, 
would  probably  show  that  there  must  be 
some  misapprehension  on  the   part  of 
the  Westport  Board  of  Guardians.    He 
would,  therefore,  state  in  a  few  words 
what  was  the    view  which  the  Local 
Government   Board    had    taken.     He 
believed   there    was    no    difference  of 
opinion  at   all  as   to   the   necessity  of 
abolishing  Newport  Union.    The  best 
thing  that  could  be  done  with  it  was 
to  abolish  it  in  some  way  or  other,  for 
this  reason — that  the  Union  was  not 
a  very  large  one,  the  valuation  was  not 
great,  and  the  expenses  of  workhouse 
management  had  considerably  increased 
in  Ireland.     Taking  those  expenses  in 
connection    with    the  poorness  of   the 
locality,  the  rates  of  Newport  had  be- 
come excessive.     Some  remedy  must  be 
found  for  that  state  of  things,  and  the 
remedy  which  suggested  itself  was  to 
abolish  the  Union,  as  a  separate  Union, 
and  amalgamate  it  with  some  other,  and 
thereby  save  the  greater  part  of  the 
staff  and  house  expenditure.  He  thought 
that  no  hon.  Member  could  object  to 
that  being  done ;  and  the  only  difference 
of  opinion  was  as  to  whether,  if  Newport 
was  abolished  as  a  separate  Union,  it 
should  be  handed  over  to  Westport,  or 
whether  it  should  be  divided  between 
Westport,    Castlebar,    and    Belmullet. 
That  point  had  been  considered,  and  the 
result  was  that  in  the  interest  not  only 
of  Newport,  but  of  Westport  itself,  it 
was  considered  best  to  hand  it  over  to 
Westport,  and  once  more  let  it  form  a 
Union  of  the  same  kind  as  existed  about 
the  year  1847.     So  far  as  he  could  un- 
derstand, the  objection  of  the  Westport 
Guardians  was  a  financial  objection,  and 
they  urged  that  while  up  to  the  present 
time  their  rates  had   been  moderate, 
they  would  now  become  excessive.    But 
so  far  as  he  could  understand  the  figures, 
he  thought  there  must  be  some  mis- 
apprehension about  this.   Of  course,  the 
greater  number  of  paupers  would   be 
charged,  as  at  present,  upon  the  elec- 
toral divisions.    The  ordinary  paupers^ 
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would  be  charged  upon  the  electoral 
division  of  Newport,  and  in  no  respect 
whatever  would  they  be  thrown  upon 
Westport.  But  there  were  the  charges 
of  the  Union  at  large,  which  amounted 
at  present  at  Westport  to  £1,000  a-year. 
The  addition  which  would  be  thrown 
on  those  charges  by  the  amalgamation 
would  be  about  £135  a-year,  making 
the  total  establishment  charges  for  the 
amalgamated  Union  £1,135  a-year. 
Now,  the  Westport  Union  at  the  pre- 
sent time  had  for  its  rating  valuation 
£31,000  a-year,  and  that  would  be  in- 
creased by  the  addition  of  the  Newport 
valuation  by  a  further  sum  of  £13,000 
a-year,  so  that  the  establishment  charges 
would  be  rabed  by  £135  a-year,  while 
the  rating  area  would  be  raised  by 
£13,000  a-year.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
therefore,  the  establishment  charges 
would  be  considerably  reduced,  so  far 
as  each  individual  ratepayer  was  con- 
cerned, and  there  would  be  a  distinct 
gain  instead  of  a  loss  to  Westport. 
The  same  thing  would  hold  good  in 
regard  to  certain  other  charges,  which 
would  be  spread  over  the  amalgamated 
Union.  The  result  of  the  inquiries  was 
that  this  was  the  best  way  in  which 
a  change  could  be  made.  He  had  only 
one  further  observation  to  make.  It 
was  clear  that,  for  the  sake  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Newport,  the  Newport 
Union  could  no  longer  continue  to  exist. 
Everyone  admitted  that  there  must  be 
some  change,  and  the  only  object  of 
passing  this  Bill  was  to  enable  the 
change  to  be  made  in  the  best  way  for 
the  interests  of  justice  and  the  interests 
of  the  people.  If  the  Bill  was  not  car- 
ried  the  change  abolishing  the  Newport 
Union  must  still  be  made,  and  the  only 
result  would  be  to  inflict  injustice  upon 
those  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Sexton)  would  not  like  to  see 
unjustly  treated.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass. 

Mb.  sexton  quite  agreed  that  the 
amalgamation  of  the  Newport  Union 
was  necessary,  for  the  ratepayers  could 
no  longer  stand  the  burden  that  was 
thrown  upon  them.  He  only  regretted 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  had  not 
taken  pains  to  impress  upon  the  West- 
port  Guardians  what  were  the  real  facts 
of  the  case ;  and  he  would  ask  the  Gt>- 
vernment  to  make  some  effort  even  now 
to  convince  the  Westport  Guardians, 
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who  at  present  were  strongly  impressed 
with  the  belief  that  they  would  Buffer. 
However,  he  now  understood  that  that 
would  not  be  the  case ;  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  did  not  feel  justified 
in  offering  any  further  opposition. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  Glauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Moniaff 
next. 


SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

[X<w«fo.]— [Bill  242.1 

(Secretary  Sir  R,  Atthston  Crost,) 

8E00KD  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Oboss)  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  It  will 
not  be  necessary  for  me  to  take  up  any 
large  amount  of  the  time  of  the  House 
in  stating  the  contents  of  the  measure. 
No  doubt,  there  has  been  for  some  yean 
a  desire  in  Scotland  that  a  special  Officer 
should  be  appointed  to  take  charge  of 
what  may  be  called  the  adminstratiye 
part  of  the  law  of  Scotland.  I  am  quite 
aware,  and  hon.  Members  generally  aie 
also  aware,  that  the  Lord  Advocate, 
acting  as  Under  Secretary  of  State,  ha« 
had  very  large  powers  in  regard  to 
Scotland,  and  it  was  always  my  privi- 
lege and  my  pleasure,  when  I  held  the 
Office  of  Home  Secretary  some  years 
ago,  to  assist  in  Scotch  legislation  and 
Scotch  administration  so  far  as  I  could. 
But,  undoubtedly,  there  has  been  a  grow- 
ing feeling  in  Scotland  for  a  long  time 
that  the  people  of  that  country  are  entitled 
to  have  a  separate  Officer,  quite  apart 
from  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  should 
look  after  the  affairs  of  Scotland.  One 
way  of  proceeding  was  that  that  Officer 
should  be  simply  a  lawyer,  like  the  Lord 
Adyooate.  No  doubt,  in  former  times, 
the  Lord  Advocate  was  not  so  distinctly 
a  lawyer  as  he  has  been  of  late  years; 
but  the  desire  was  that  some  person 
more  intimately  connected  with  the 
general  wishes  and  feelings  of  Scotland, 
and  quite  irrespective  of  legal  attain- 
ments, should  deal  with  these  matters, 
instead  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  When 
the  Government,  which  immediately 
preceded  the  late  Qovemment,  were  in 
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Office,  they  brought  in  a  Bill  to  estab- 
lish an  IFnder  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land. That  measure  did  not,  however, 
meet  with  much  favour,  and  it  was 
withdrawn.  The  present  Bill  is  not 
introduced  for  the  first  time,  for  this  is 
the  third  year  that  it  has  been  before 
the  country.  I  understand  that  it  has 
been  canvassed  in  every  part  of  Scot- 
land, and  that  there  is  a  general  feeling 
in  that  country  in  its  favour.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Lyon  Play  fair)  is  of  that 
opinion  or  not ;  but,  from  all  I  can  gather, 
the  general  feeling  in  all  parts  of  Scot- 
land is  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  should 
be  passed,  and  that  this  particular  Bill, 
having  been  threshed  out  for  three 
years,  has  eventually  come  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  Scottish  people.  For  this 
reason  I  have  great  pleasure  in  moving 
the  second  reading  to  -  night.  Hon. 
Members  will  see  that  it  transfers  the 
whole  of  the  duties  now  performed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  connected  with 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law, 
lunacy,  public  health,  Fishery  Boards, 
police,  prisons,  and  other  matters  of 
that  kind,  entirely  to  this  new  Officer. 

SSir  Lyon  Playfair  :  And  education.] 
will  come  to  that  presently.  I  am  speak- 
ing at  present  of  the  functions  now  per- 
formed by  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Lord  Advocate.  They  will  be  found  in 
the  first  part  of  the  Schedule,  which 
does  not  touch  the  question  of  education 
at  all.  Then,  by  the  second  part  of  the 
Schedule,  it  will  be  found  that  there  are 
transferred  all  the  powers  now  vested  in 
or  exercised  by  the  Privy  Council  re- 
lating to  the  Board  of  Manufactures  and 
the  public  health.  In  the  third  part 
of  the  Schedule  the  powers  and  duties 
of  the  Treasury  are  transferred  to  the 
same  Officer ;  and  when  we  come  to  the 
fourth  part  of  the  Schedule  and  to 
Clauses  6  and  7,  I  am  quite  aware  that 
we  shall  in  Committee  touch  a  point 
about  which  there  is  a  considerable  dif- 
ference of  opinion — that  is  to  say,  whe- 
ther the  educational  functions  which  are 
now  carried  on  by  the  Privy  Council  in 
England  shall  be  transferred  to  this 
Officer  for  Scotland  or  not.  The  6th 
clause  says  that — 

**  It  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  from 
time  to  time,  by  warrant  under  the  Koyal  Sign 
Manual,  to  appoint  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  be  Vice  President  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department;   and  the  Scotch  Education  De- 


partment shall  mean  the  Lords  of  any  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  appointed  by  Her 
Majesty  on  Education  in  Scotland.*' 

And  by  the  7th  clause  it  is  provided 
that— 

**  After  the  appointment  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Scotch  Education  Department,  all 
powers  and  duties  vested  in  or  imposed  on  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  constituted  under 
the  Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872,  shall  be 
transferred  to,  vested  in,  and  imposed  on  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  constituted  under 
this  Act,  with  the  new  Secretary  for  Scotland 
at  its  head/* 

Of  course,  that  Officer  will  be  one  of  the 
great  Officers  of  State  in  Scotland ;  and 
although  he  will  not  have  all  the  privi- 
leges and  powers  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
no  doubt  many  of  the  duties  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  for  the  future  be 
vested  in  this  high  Officer.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  wise  in  me  to  take  up 
any  more  of  the  time  of  the  House, 
except  to  say  this — that  so  far  as  that 
part  of  tho  Bill  is  concerned  which 
relates  to  education,  and  which  is  the 
only  contentious  matter  in  the  whole  of 
the  measure,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
specially  a  matter  for  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee. So  far  as  the  establishment  of 
this  Officer  is  oonceroed,  I  believe  he 
will  be  established  by  general  consent 
from  one  end  of  Scotland  to  the  other. 
Whether  all  these  functions  are  to  be 
transferred  to  him  is  a  question  to  be 
decided  when  you.  Sir,  leave  the  Chair  ; 
but  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
and  looking  to  the  fact  that  there  is 
other  Scotch  Business  to  be  brought 
forward,  if  possible,  in  the  course  of  the 
Session,  I  do  sincerely  hope  that  this 
particular  stage  of  the  Bill  may  be 
passed  to- night,  I  will  not  say  without 
discussion,  but,  at  all  events,  without 
any  long  discussion.  There  will  be  an 
opportunity  for  discussing  the  Bill  when 
we  move  that  you,  Sir,  do  leave  the 
Chair;  and  I  am  sure,  knowing  what 
is  tho  feeling  of  the  Scotch  Members 
on  this  subject,  and  the  way  in  which 
their  debates  are  always  carried  oA, 
they  will  have  no  desire  to  have  two 
discussions  where  one  would  be  enough. 
Therefore,  without  further  detaining  the 
House,  I  beg  to  move  that  this  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  B.  Attsheton  CtmsJ) 

Sir  LYON  PLATFAIE,  in  moving 
the  adjourument  of  tho  debate,  said,  the 

uigiiizea  oy  vjv/vJQlC 


^gl 


1669 


Patent  Law 


(COMMONS}  Amninmt  Bitt. 


Scotch  Membera  liad   been  assured  by 
the  responsible  Minister  who  had  charge 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  that  this 
Bill  would  not  be  brought  on  that  night. 
There  was  only  one  Scotch  Member  be- 
sides himself  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House,  and  there  was  not  a 
single  Scotch  Member  unconnected  with 
the   Government  on  the  other  side,  so 
far  as  he  coidd  observe.     This  was  a 
Bill    which    extremely    interested    the 
Scotch  people.    It  was  not  a  Bill  upon 
which  there  was  a  common  agreement. 
He  was  opposed  to  it  in  principle  from 
beginning  to  end,  and  he  had  given  No- 
tice that  he  should  oppose  it  on  the  Mo- 
tion for  second  reading.     He  had  fully 
understood,  and,  indeed,  had  been  in- 
formed— not  only  that  day,  but  for  seve- 
ral days  past— that  the  Bill  was  only 
nominally  on  the  Paper  that  night,  and 
that  there  was  really  no  intention  of 
proceeding  with  it  at  the  present  Sitting. 
If  it  had  bef^n  believed  that  it  would 
have  been  brought  on,  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers would  have  been  there  in  an  entire 
body,  for  they  were  extremely  interested 
in  the  Bill,  and  it  would  be  excessively 
unsatisfactory  if  the  Bill   should  pass 
without  any  discussion.     Of  course,  on 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment  he  could  not 
go  into  the  principles  of  the  measure ; 
but  he  could  assure  the  House  that  it 
would  be  a  great  disappointment  to  the 
Scotch  Members  if  the  Bill  were  taken 
that  night.     He  did  not  suppose  there 
was  any  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary ;  but  the  Scotch  Members  had 
all  been  informed,  and  several  of  them 
had  gone  away  fully  under  that  impres- 
sion within  the  last  quarter  of  an  hour, 
that  there  was  no  intention  of  bringing 
the  Bill  on   that  night.     He  therefore 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." 
— {Sir  Lyon  Play  fair.) 

'The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  hoped  the  debate 
would  not  bo  adjourned,  on  the  under- 
standing, which  he  willingly  gave,  that 
there  should  be  a  good  opportunity  for 
discussion  on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  at  that  time  of  the  Session  this  was 
the  only  mode  of  dealing  with  such  a 
measure.    He  was  quite  sure  his  right 
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hon.  Friend  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  did  not 
desire  to  discuss  the  Bill  twice,  for  there 
was  really  only  one  point  to  discuss. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time  now. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
joined  in  the  appeal  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  to  allow  thia 
stage  of  the  Bill  to  be  taken  that 
night,  on  the  understanding  which  had 
just  been  given  by  the  Home  Secretary 
that  there  should  be  a  proper  oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  the  import- 
ant point  at  issue,  and  any  other  point 
that  might  be  raised  on  the  next  stage. 
The  general  question  had,  he  thought, 
been  pretty  well  threshed  out  and  settled, 
for  there  had  been  a  similar  Bill  under 
the  consideration  of  the  country  before. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  did  not 
seem  to  him  to  be  a  Bill  which  needed 
so  minute  a  second-reading  discussion 
as  ought  under  other  circumstances  to 
be  given  to  it. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  consented  to 
withdraw  the  Motion  for  Adjournment 
on  the  full  understanding  that  there 
would  be  ample  time  given  for  discuss- 
ing the  next  stage,  and  that  it  would  not 
be  taken  at  so  late  an  hour  of  the  night 
as  this,  when  it  had  come  on  entirely  by 
surprise,  and  when  the  Scotch  Members 
were  not  present. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  next. 

PATENT  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Sir  Farrer  Hertchell,  Mr.  Holtne.) 

[bill   240.]       SECOND   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEE :  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  is  unfortunately  not 
present.  I  believe  he  has  some  objections 
to  the  Bill  which  he  would  like  to  place 
before  the  House,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
understood  that  if  we  assent  to  the  se- 
cond reading  now,  we  do  not  at  all  pledge 
ourselves  to  anything  with  regard  to  the 
further  progress  of  the  measure.  It 
may  be  necessary  for  us  to  move  Amend- 
ments ot  an  important  character  to  the 
Bill. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited 
for  Monday, 
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OATUS  BILL.~[BiLL  62.] 

{Mr.  Hopwoody  Mr,  Siansfeldf  Mr.  Ferey  Wynd" 

ham,  Mr,   Charles  Russell,  Mr,  Noel,  Mr, 

Fenntngton,  Mr,  Arthur  Elliot.) 

8EG0KB  BBADINO.      [ApjOTJHirBD  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [15th  July],  «•  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  raumed. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  it  was  un- 
derstood that  at  that  time  of  the  Ses- 
sion it  was  useless  to  proceed  with  Bills 
of  a  highly  contentious  character.  He 
thought  it  would  be  impossible  at  that 
time  to  discuss  a  matter  of  this  im- 
portance; and,  therefore,  he  thought 
that  the  proper  course  would  be  to  dis- 
charge the  Order. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Order  be  discharged."— 
{Mr,  N&wdegat$,) 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Hopwood),  it 
would  be  a  very  unusual  course  for  the 
Order  to  be  discharged. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Wednesday 
next. 


POLICE  ENFEANCHISEMENT  EXTEN- 
SIGN  BILL.— [Bill  269.] 

(Mr,  Coleridge  Kennard,  Sir  Henry  Selwin* 
Ihhehtson,  Sir  Henry  Drummand  Wolff,  Mr, 
Cowen,  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilion,Mr.  Robert 
Fowler,  Mr,  Jteid,  Mr.  Houldsioorth,  Mr, 
George  Elliot.) 

SEcoio)  BBADma.     [adjoubned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [23rd  July],  '*  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  MORGAN  LLOYD  said,  that  at 
that  late  hoUr  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  improper  to  take  up  a  matter  of  this 
importance.  The  Bill  ought  not  to  have 
been  put  down  at  a  time  when  there  was 
no  opportunity  of  going  fully  into  the 
matter.  The  Bill  proposed  to  enable 
the  members  of  the  Police  Force  to  vote 


at  Parliamentary  Elections,  and  there 
was  much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  that 
proposal.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
were  some  serious  objections  to  such  a 
proposal,  and  the  question  should,  there- 
fore, be  fully  and  fairly  discussed.  That 
could  not  be  done  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  and  when  the  House  was  in  a 
sense  demoralized  by  the  immediate 
prospect  of  a  Qeneral  Election.  The 
questipn  should,  therefore,  be  deferred 
until  after  the  Elections. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Morgan  Lloyd,) 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Mankebs)  said,  this  question 
had  been  already  prominently  brought 
before  the  House.  The  measure  only 
proposed  the  enfranchisement  of  capable 
citizens;  and  he  sincerely  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
press  his  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  wished  to  hear  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  on  the 
BiU. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cboss)  said,  he  coiild  not 
give  his  opinion  on  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  firth  remarked,  that  it  was 
only  a  quarter  past  1 2  o'clock,  and  he 
hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Cboss)  said,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  wished  to  know 
his  opinion  on  this  Bill,  he  would  say 
that  he  could  conceive  of  no  more  ca- 
pable citizens,  in  the  fullest  sense  of  the 
term,  than  the  police.  They  were  men 
who  were  intrusted  with  important 
public  duties,  and  he  did  not  see  that 
the  character  of  their  duties  bore  in  any 
form  or  shape  upon  the  question  of  their 
politics.  They  were  placed  in  their 
position  on  account  of  their  abilities; 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1 867      Police  Enfranchisement        { COMMONS  { 


Extension  Bill. 


1868 


and  it  seemed  to  him  a  very  hard  case, 
seeing  that  they  discharged  a  public 
duty,  that  they  should  not  be  enfran- 
chised. He  should,  therefore,  support 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated,  the  police  were 
intrusted  with  the  preservation  of  the 
peace.  But  who  was  to  prevent  political 
feeling  arising  in  the  minds  of  the  police, 
as  it  did  in  the  minds  of  other  people  ? 
He  did  not  see  that  any  election  could 
take  place  in  which  they  took  part  with- 
out their  being  influenced  by  political 
feeling.  He  thought  they  would  place 
these  men,  for  whom  they  had  a  sincere 
respect,  in  a  false  position  if  they  were 
to  intrust  them  with  the  franchise,  when 
they  were  almost  exclusively  employed 
in  the  preservation  of  the  peace  amongst 
the  electors.  He  should,  therefore,  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr,  Ramsay.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  now '  Btand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  could  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  spoken.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  the  police  were 
the  preservers  of  the  peace.  But  so 
were  the  magistrates;  and  he  never 
heard  that,  because  magistrates  were 
preservers  of  the  peace,  they  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  vote.  There  were  other 
classes  charged  with  that  duty  also,  and 
he  did  not  understood  that  soldiers  and 
sailors  were  deprived  of  votes  in  respect 
of  the  duties  which  they  performed. 
There  was  a  time  when  it  was  supposed 
that  officers  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  vote,  on  the 
ground  that  political  influence  might  be 
exercised  over  them.  Considering  how 
widely  they  were  extending  the  fran- 
chise in  this  country,  he  thought  that  a 
class  of  men,  certainly  not  the  least  de- 
serving, ought  not  to  be  excluded  from 
it.  To  select  them  as  special  objects  of 
exclusion  would  be  both  invidious  and 
unjust.  He  had  asked  for  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
who  was  mainly  responsible  in  a  ques- 

Sir  jR.  Assheton  Cross 


tion  such  as  this.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  his  opinion  ;  and  from 
his  own  knowledge  of  the  position  of 
the  police,  he  should  be  extremely  un- 
willing that  they  should  be  excluded 
from  the  exercise  of  the  franchise. 

Mr.  FIRTH  said,  in  view  of  the 
itinerant  character  of  the  police,  he 
thought  that  the  period  of  qualification 
in  their  case  ought  to  be  shortened.  He 
should  move  that  in  Committee. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuart- Woetley)  said,  he 
had  spent  some  time  the  evening  before 
in  endeavouring  to  find  some  Statute 
which  prevented  policemen  in  Scotch 
burghs  from  registering  their  vote,  and 
he  could  find  none.  He  therefore 
thought  that  it  would  be  somewhat 
inequitable  that  Scotch  burgh  police 
should  have  the  franchise,  and  not  the 
English  police. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  appre- 
ciate the  difficulties  which  some  hon. 
Members  had  in  supporting  the  Bill. 
He  thought  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  in  reference  to 
magistrates  did  not  apply,  because  the 
magistrates  were  unpaid  and  the  poUce 
were  paid.  That,  he  thought,  was  an 
important  distiuction.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  his  Predecessor  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt),  had  made  any  reference 
to  the  rules  which  prescribed  that  no 
part  should  be  taken  by  other  Civil  ser- 
vants in  political  matters,  although  they 
were  allowed  to  vote.  He  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  woidd  be  pre- 
pared to  move  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  Secretary  of  State 
from  time  to  time  occupying  bis  post 
should  have  power  to  issue  regulations 
of  a  similar  character  with  regard  to  tiie 
police.  With  that  limitation,  he  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  supporting  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  in  the  absence  of  an  understanding 
to  that  effect,  he  should  not  do  so. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  said,  he  certainly  never 
intended  that  the  police  should  be  al- 
lowed to  do  anything  else  than  exercise 
the  franchise.  He  would  take  care  that 
a  provision  of  the  kind  indicated  by  the 
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hon.  Member  should  be  put  into  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  that  the  feeling 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time  seemed  to  be  so  general  that  he 
would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

PLURALITIES  {re-eommitted)  BILL. 

(Mr,  Aeland,  Mr,  Edward  Howard,  Sir  John 

Kennaway^  Lord  Edward  Cavendish.) 

[bill  241."1    committre. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Construction  and  Interpre- 
tation). 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  omission  from  lines  18  and  19  of  the 
words  ' '  and  shall  have  been  required  of 
him  by  the  bishop."  It  would  be  recol- 
lected that  on  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  he  had  opposed  these 
words  on  the  ground  that  they  appeared 
to  give  too  much  power  to  the  Bishop 
over  the  clergy.  He  now  wished  to  have 
an  explanation  of  the  meaning  of  the 
words.  This  was  not  merely  a  Plurali- 
ties BiU,  it  was  really  a  Church  Discipline 
Bill ;  and  he  wanted  to  know  how  they 
were  to  understand  the  words — 

**  Bat  also  all  tuch  duties  as  any  clergyman 
holding  a  benefice  is  bound  by  law  to  perform, 
or  the  performance  of  -which  is  solemnly  pro- 
mised by  every  dergrman  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land at  the  tune  of  his  ordination,  and  shall 
have  been  required  of  him  by  the  bishop  ? ' ' 

Were  the  words  really  in  duplication  of 
what  had  gone  before,  or  did  they  really 
refer  to  some  particular  order  or  injunc- 
tion given  by  the  Bishop  of  his  own 
motion? 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  lines  18  and  19,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  and  shall  have  been  required  of  him  by 
the  bishop."— C^r.  Warton.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  the  object  of 
these  words   w^s    that    no   clergymen 


might  be  taken  by  surprise  on  being 
found  fault  with. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  believed  he 
understood  the  meaning  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  but  he  did  not  think  it 
was  expressed  by  the  clause.  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  agree  to  insert 
the  words  **  and  the  performance  of 
which  shall  be  required  of  him." 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  would  agree 
to  those  words. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  18,  after  the  word  "  and,"  to 
insert  the  words  "the  performance  of  which.*' 
— (Jfr.  Warton.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  19,  after  the  word  "  him,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  in  writing  by  the  bishop." 
^(Mr.  Warton.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  25,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"require"  to  the  word  "population,"  in  line 
26,  inclusive,  and  insert  the  words  "  more  than 
one  service  in  the  Welsh  language  on  every 
Sunday  in  such  church  or  chapel  of  ease 
situated  in  any  such  benefice.** — {Sir  John 
Kennaway,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  3  to  7,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Bishop  may  assign  extra 
stipend  of  seventy  pounds  to  curate  ap- 
pointed by  him  under  sections  75  and  77 
of  1  &  2  victoria,  chapter  106). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  42,  to  leave  out  all  after  "  that," 
to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  ' '  any  stipend  or 
stipends  so  augpnented  shall  not  exceed  the  sum 
of  one  hundred  and  fifty  pounds,  except  in  cases 
where  the  whole  net  income  of  the  benefice 
exceeds  the  sum  of  three  hundred  pounds  a 
year." — {Sir  John  Kennaway.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  9  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Two  benefices  maybe  held 
together  by  dispensation  if  churches 
within  five  miles  of  one  another,  and 
annual  value  of  one  does  not  exceed  two 
hundred  pounds). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  5,  line  29,  after  "  pounds,"  insert 
**  or  if,  on  one  of  the  said  benefices  there  be  no 
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ohnroh^then  the  distance  between  the  two  bene- 
fices, lor  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  shall  be  com- 
puted in  such  manner  as  shall  be  directed  by 
the  bishop  of  the  diocese."  — (ifr.  Stuart' 
Worthy.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  ameaded,  agreed  to. 
Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 


Continuance  BiU.  1S72 

MOTION. 

0— 

EXPIRING  LAWS  CONTIinrANCE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbbbbiit,  Bill  to  continne 
yarioos  Expiring  Laws,  ord^M^  to  be  brought  in. 
by  Mr.  Hbrbbbt  and  Sir  Hbnrt  Holland. 

Bill /»rMen^^,and  read  the  fir8ttime.[Bill  247.] 

House  adjourned  at  quarter  before  One 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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Army — Navy  —  Indu —  Irblamd  —  Scotland  —  Paeliambkt —  Poor  Law — Post  OrFica — 
Mbtropolis  —  Chcboh  07  Enoland-^  Education — Criminal  Law — Law  and  Justice- 
Taxation,  under  Wats  and  Msans. 


ABERDEEN,  Earl  of 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  2R.  94 
Worcester  Extension,  8U.  1697 

Abingdon,  Earl  of 
River  Thames  (No.  2).  2R.  1600 

Ackers,  Mr.   B.   St.  John,    OIoucmUT' 

shire,   JF. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  209 
Education  Department  — Education  of  the  Deaf 

—A  Royal  Commission,  1625 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal,  2R. 

1009 
Supply— Public  Education,  719,  720 

AoLAND,   Mr.   C.   T.  D.,  Cornwall,  E. 
Div. 
Medical      Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 
Comm.  cl.  2,   Amendi.  1476,  1477,   H92 ; 
Consid.  add,cl  1G52 

VOIi.  OOXCIX.  [THIltD  8EEIES.]  \cont, 


AoLAND,  Mr.  C.  T.  Jy.—eont, 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  928 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 
241 ;  Comm.  1734  ;  cL  2, 1869,  1870 

Admikalty — First  Lord  {see  Hamilton, 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 

Admiralty — Civil  Lord  {%$$  Ashmead- 
Babtlett,  Mr.  E.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  (»##  Eitohib, 
Mr.  C.  T.) 

Africa  (South) 
Beckuancdand,  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Colonel  Stanley)  July  9,  118; 
Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Colonel 
Stanley)  /«/y  21,  HOe,g,,,zea  oy  ^3v/v/giv 
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Africa  (South)^eoTki. 
M4thuefC$  Hone,  (^ueiUon,  Vitcount  Ebring- 
ton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
OoloDiee  (Colonel  Stanley)  July  21, 1398 

Afriea  ( West  Coast) 
CahU  Commm^catian,  Qoet^n,  Mr.  Pu1«stOB  ; 
Answer.    The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Colonel  Sunley)  JtUy  16, 916 

Agriculture,  Committee  of  Council  on 
Question,   Mr.  R.  H.   Paget;    Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Ehichy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Chaplin) /Wj^  23, 1633 

Alexandra  {Newport    and  South   WaU$) 

Docks  and  Railway  BUI 
h  RmuI  3s  after  short  dehate  My  20,  1152 

Allotments  Extension  Act^  1882— CAartXv 
Lands  in  the  Isle  of  Ely 
QaeatioD,  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings  ;   Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  £.  SUn. 
hope) /tt<y  24,  1784 

Ardidesconries  Bill,  aftmoerds  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  (No.  2)  Bill  [u.l.] 

{The  Lord  Arehbithop  of  Canterbury) 
I.  Read  9>  July  14,  607  (No.  150) 

Committee  •  July  16  ( No.  180) 

Report  •/wiy  17 
Read3**  Ju/y20 

Abotll,  Duke  of 

ExecatiTe  Goyerameni^  Change  of  Adminis- 
tration, 246 

Housing  of  the  Working  Clasies  (England), 
Comm.  €l.  3,  1 175 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  Comm.  1355,  1360, 
1361 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Comm. 
«/.  4,  1164,  1169 

Secretary  for  Scotland,  Comm.  €uUi,  d,  595 

Army         {Miscellaneous  Questions) 
Army  Aet^EnliHment  of  Foreigners,   Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

SUte  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  16, 

916 
The  Boxer    Cartridge,    Question,    Mr.  Jer- 

ningbam ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 

for  War  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  July  13,  434 
The  Military  Expedition  to  Egypt  —  MiUtary 

Chaplains^  Question,    Sir  Harry  Verney  ; 

Answer,   The  Secretary  of  State  for   War 

(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  14.  659 
The  South  Wales  Borderert'-Dieturbanoes  at 

Water/ord,  Question,  Mr.   P.   J.    Power; 

Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  State  for  War 

(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  July  16,  923 

AweUiary  Forces 
Court  Martial  on  Sergeant  M* Bride,  Monaghan 
Militia,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ,  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
July  14,  655 

\40nt. 


Abmt  {Auxiliary  Forces)  -  cont. 

The  MUitia,  Question,  Mr.  Richard  Powsr ; 
Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  Suie  for  Wtr 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  Sa,  1622 

Arhold,  Mr.  a.,  Salford 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests— Sale  ©f 

Land  to  Occupiers,  409 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  el.  1, 235, 

230 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 
Amendt.  1679. 1688  ;  d,  20,  Amendt.  1715 
Depression  of  Trade— A  Royal  Commission, 

114,419,420,1190,1191 
Law  and  Police— Kensington  Gardens,  1207 

Police  ConsUble  Davis,  1059 
Navy— Re-insUtement  of  Uohart  Pasha,  4 
Supply— Land   Registry,   Amendt.   744,  751, 
754 
Police  Courts  of  London  and  Sheerness,  754 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland.  1269 
Superannuation  and  Retired  AllowaDeM, 
^e.  Amendt.  758,  763,  772 
Ways  and  Means.  Comm.  168 

Artillery  and  Bifle  Banges  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Smith,  Mr.  Guy  Daumay) 
tf.Readl'»*/ii/y8  [Bm217] 

Read  2«  •  July  18 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  17 

Considered  *  ;  read  Z"*  July  20 
I.  Read  1»  •  ( Viscount  Bury)  July  21  (No.  193) 

Rcad2*»/M/y23 

Conmiittee  * ;  Report  July  24 

AsHBOusNB,  Lord  (Lord  Ohanoellor  of 
Ireland) 
GianU*  Causeway,  Portrush.  and  Boah  Valley 

Railway  and  Tramway,  8R.  1761 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland),    IR.  1040.1051: 
2R.  1183  ;  Comm.,  1365  ;  el,  5,  1369  ;  el,  15, 
ib.  1370 :  Report,  1606  ;  3R.  1775, 1776 


Wn  Bu 


AsHER,  Mr.  A.,  E^n  Burghs 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     Renovil, 
Coosid.  cL  2,  1668 

Ashmibad-Bartlett,    Mr.     E.     (Ciiil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Eye 
Navy  —  Haulbowline     Works,     Queenslown, 
1785,  1786 
Range  for  Torpedo  Practice,  1785 
Navy  Estimates— New  Works,  BuUdingi,  4c. 
77 

Atkinson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Lincoln^  N. 
Mercantile  Murine  Fund,  1778 
Merchant  Shipping  Act— The  Wreck  Register, 

1883.4,  1402 
Railway  Commission— Differential  Rates  on 

English  •  as  against    Foreign    Agricnltoral 

Products,  1056 

Attobnby  General  {see  Webster,  Sir 

K.B.) 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland   («' 
Holmes,  Bight  Hon,  H.) 

uigiiizea  oy  vjjv/v-/pi  iv. 
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Atlmbr,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  lliaid%t<m0 
Cjpnifl — Report  of  the  High  GommiatioDer, 

121 
Navy— Torpedo  Boats,  1190 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1633 
Supply— Publie  Works,  Office,  IreUod,   1301, 
1302 

Balfottr,  Lord 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  Res. 

244,  245 
Scotland— The  Castle  Rock,  Edinburgh,  398, 

403 
SecreUry  for  Scotland,  2R.  90,  96 ;  Comm. 

add,  el  596, 602,  605 

Balfour,    Bight   Hon.    J.  B.,    Claoh' 

Law   and    Justice   (Scotland)  —  Procurators 

Fiscal,  1802 
Medical      Relief    Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.  cL  2,  1484, 1485  ;  Coosid.  cL  2, 1065 

Balfour,   General   Sir  0-.,  Kincardim* 
shire 
Army    Eetlmates — Commissariat,    dsc.    Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  Ac.  544 
Army     Estimates    (Sopplementary) — Land 

Forces,  464 
Customs  and  Inland  RcTenoe  (No.  2),  2R.  952 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  32,  35,  41 
Freight,  Ac.  on  Account  of  the  Army  De- 
partment— Extra  Estimate  for  Services 
not  Natal,  83 
Machinery  and  Ships  built  by  Contract, 
69.  75 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1253 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  181 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (President 
of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board), 
Bniford 
Bonds  for  Loans  issued  by  Local  Authorities, 

276 
Luaaey  Acts  Amendment — Pauper  Lunatics, 

1397 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  RemoTal,  200  ; 

Motion  for  Leave,  576,  5S2,  584,  664,  665  ; 

2R.  065,  982,  991,  992,  993,  1004,  1060, 

1408;  Comm.  1452, 1456,  1463;  cL  2.  1478, 

1490,   1492,   1493,   1408,    1499;    add,  el 

1508,  1510;  Consid.   add,  el  1639,  1641; 

3R.  1674 
Parliamentary    Elections  —  Toting    Lists  — 

Omission  of  Recipients  of  Poor  Law  Medical 

Relief,  288 
Pauper  Lunatics — Transference  from  Asylums 

to  Workhouses,  122 
Poor  Law  (  England  and  Wales) — Recipients  of 

Medical  Relief  only,  653,  654 
Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers),  Comm. 

235  ;  el.  2,  789.  790 
Public  Health  ( Metropolis)- The  Westminster 

Sewer,  282 
Public   Health— Small-Pox— The  "  Castalia  " 

Hospital  Ship—Vnccination  of  nn  Infnnt  at 

liirth,  and  again  three  da^s  after,  1185 

[conU 


Balvoob,  Right  Hon.  A.  J,^eonL 

Sals  of  Food  and  Drags  Aot^— 01eomargmrine» 

115 
Soothwark  and  Vauxhall  Water,   2R.  1380, 

1012,  1613 

Bankruptcy  (Office  Accommodation)  Bill 

(^t>  Benry  HoUand,  Baron  Henry  D$  Werme) 
e.  Read  !••  July  8  [Bill  215] 

Read  2**  July  13,  548 

Committee — e.p.  July  16,  1011 

Committee  *  ;  Report ;  read  3^  July  17 
/.  Read  1^  •  {E.  qf  Jddesleigh)  July  20  (No.  191) 

Btknhruptey  (  Offics  Aecommodation)  [^Pay^ 
m$nt  of  Ikfieieney] 
Matter  considered  la  Committcoyu/y  I6»  1011 ; 

Res.  agreed  to 
Res.  reported  July  17 

Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
Army    Estimates— Commiisariat,    dec.    Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  ifec.  537 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  566,  507 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 

el  10,1711 
Law   and   Justice   (Sootlaad)  -<-*  Proouratort 

Fiscal,  1800 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 

Consid.  c/.  2,  1667 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1632 
Scotland — Administration   of  Justice  in    the 

Highlands  and  Islands,  337 

Barry,  Mr.  J.,   Wexford  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Mr.  Stib-Oom« 
miasioner  Walpole,  Res.  1796 

Barttelot,  Oolonel  Sir  W.B.,  Sussex, 
W. 
Army  Estimates— Army  Rescrte  Force,  498 

Volunteer  Corps,  480 
Army     Estimates     (Supplemeatary)  -*  Land 

Foroes,  441,  443,  457,  458 
Asia  (Central) — Russian  Outrage  on  a  Con- 
sular Official,  907 
Egypt  (Soudan) — Reported  Death  of  the  Mahdi, 

1634 
Supply — Land  Registry,  751 

Bass,  Sir  M.  A.,  Stafford^  E, 

Education  ( England  aud  Wales) — Croydon  and 
West  Bromwioh  School  Boards,  279 

Beach,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicka- 
(Ghancellor    of    the    Exchequer), 
Gloucestershire,  E. 
Admiralty  (Kxpenditure  and  Lisbiltties),  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Committee,  880,  881 
Asia  (Central) — Afghanistan — Reported  Rus- 
sian Advance,  928.  1064 
Charity  Commission  —  Mr.  Charles  Alderson, 

1198.  1199 
Civil  Service— The  •*  Writer  "  System,  914 
Crofters'  Holdings  (SooUand),  436  ;  2E.  671, 
572  T 

uigiiizea  Dy  %^jOOQiC 
3  P  2  [eonl 


'gi 


BE.\ 


BEL 


{  INDEX  ) 


BEN 


Bia 


BiAOH,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks— eonf. 
Cattoms   and    Tnlnnd    Roveuue — Storing    of 

Grain  and  Rico.  650 
Caitoms  and  Inland  Rov«nae   (No.  2)   Bill- 
Brewing  Lioencea,  660 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  2R.  033, 

934, 050,  050, 060, 062 ;  Comtn.  1603  :  el,  6, 

1700;  el.   10,  1703.  1706,    1708;   Amendt. 

1710, 1711.  1712.  1713  ;  eL  13. 17U ;  el,  20, 

1715  ;  el.  21, 1717, 1718 :  el.  23.  t6. ;  el.  25. 

1710,  1720,  1721, 1722  ;  add.  el  1724,  1728 
Depression  of  Trade— A    Royal  Commission, 

114,  410.  420,  009,  1100. 1101.  1787 
Egypt— M.  Olivier  Pain,  1504  ;— Sir  II.  Drum- 

roond  Wolff's  Mission.  1632 
Egypt  (Soudan) — Reported  Death  of  the  Mahdi, 

1594  ;_Reported  Fighting  at  Kastala.  1504 
Endowments  (SeoUand)  CoiomisMoii — Heriot's 

Iloepital  Scheme,  015 
General  Gordon— A  Public  Monument,  417 
Harbours— Dover  Harbour,  1203,  1204 
Inland    Revenue  —  Income  Tax  —  Married 

Women's  Property  Act,  1882,  415 
Ireland—Failure  of  the  Munster  Bank,  1211, 

1407,  1408 
Ireland— Maamtrasna,  Ac.  Murders,  Res.  1085 
Medical  Relief  DisquaJidcation  Removal,  285, 

286  ;  Motion  for  Leave,  685,  665  ;  2R.  1007. 

1011;    Comm.    1473;   el.  1.  1476;    el.  2. 

1487,  1504 ;    Consid.  add.  el.  1655  ;  3R. 

1674,1676.1678.1783.1784 
Rational  Debt,  Comm.  add.  d.  064 
National  Education  — A  Royal  Commission, 

1054 
Navy  Eatimates,  125 

Half- Pay,  4c.  to  Officers    of   Navy    and 

Marines.  220 
Uobart  Pasha,  200 
Parliament— Businesa  of  the  House,  286,  433, 
435,  650,   664.  026,    027,    1068,  1064, 
1202,   1212,    1400,    1410,   1632,  1683, 
1720,  1786 
Order— Questions— Home  Rule,  012 
Parliament  —  House  of   Commons  —  R.    A. 

Gosset,  Esq.,  Serjeant-at-Arms,  1214,  1685 
ParliamenUry  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

125  ;— Voting  Lists— Omission  of  Recipients 

of  Poor  Uw  Medical  Relief.  283.  284 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1864 
Railway  Commission  —  Differential  Rates  on 

English    as   against    Foreign    Agricultural 

Products,  1056 
Representation  of   the  People  Act,  1884  — 

Undergraduate  Occupiers,  654 
Supply,  Comm.  381 
Report,  666 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  1382 
Suspension  of  Eyictions  (Scotland),  1102 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  127,  140,  141,  154, 
188,  104 

Beauohamp,  Earl  (Paymaster  General) 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  275 
Protection  of  Young  Girls— A  Royal  Commis- 
sion, 1163 
Worcester  Extension,  SR.  Amendt.  1506 

Belmore,  Earl  of 

Palace  of  Westminster— Committee  Rooms — 
Ventilation  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
100 


Bbotinok,  Right  Hon.  Q.  A.  P.  CaTOh 

disli,  JFhitihavan 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  208 
"Pall  Mall  Gazette"  and  the  MetropoUtia 

Police.  425.  426 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1063 
Street  Traffic  (Metropolis)— NewsTenders  vU 

the  Police — Sale  of  Objeotionable  Poklici- 

tions,  280 
Supply— Houses  of  ParliameDt»  850 

Bbrbspord,  Mr.  Q.  De  La  Poor,  Armask 
Egrpt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Medical  Offloeri, 

1625 
Law  and  Police— Distnrbanees  at  Rye  How, 
Herts,  1104,  1105 

Bessbobouoh,  Earl  of 
Alexandria  (Newport  and  Soath  Wales)  Deeki 
Railway,  3  K.  1152 

Biddbll,  Mr.  W.,  Suffolk,  W. 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue   (No.  2),  CoDffl. 

add,  el,  1720 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  103 

BiGGAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan  Co, 
Army  Act — Enlistment  of  Foreigners.  916 
Federal  Council  of  Anstralaaia,  2R.  223 
Ireland— Questions 

Commissioners  of  National  Eduoaticft— The 

Rev.  Dr.  Hanna,  D.D.,  1106 
Crime  and  Outrage—**  Bojootting  "  of  Irak 

Workmen,  010 
Fisheries — Mussel  Fisheries,  1616 
Grand  Jury  Act— Fees  to  the  Sceretaiy  ti 

the  Grand  Jury,  Co.  Cavan,  000 
Local  Taxation— Town    CommissieBen  ef 
Bangor,  Co.  Down— Audit  of  Aceoosti, 
1206 
Post  Office— Baltimore  and  Skibhereen  Mail 

Serrioe,  277 
Sea  Fisheries— The  Rivers  Foyle  and  Baco, 
1617 
Ireland—Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Cavan    Grand   Jury,   1616  ;--Cest«ly  of 
Prisoners,  1813  ;— Mr.  W.  Francis,  Petty 
Sessions  Clerk,  Carrigmllea»  Co.  Leitria, 
016 
Ireland— Magistracy— QaesUoos 

Belfast  Petty  Sessions— Atteodanoe  d 
Magistrates,  66 1  ;- BoronghofBel&ii- 
Roman  Catholic  Magistrates,  1193;- 
Stewartstown  Petty  Sessions— Party 
Proeessions,  1615 
Ireland— Und  Uw  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub-Coe- 

missioner  Walpole,  Res.  1708 
NaTy  Estimates— Admuralty  Office,  38,  ti 
Parliamentary  Elections   (Returning  OflMn* 

Comm.  el.  2,  770 
Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers),  0»bb. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  233 ;  d.%  AneoA. 
788,  780,  700,  701,  702,  703,  704,  7W 
Scotland— Administration  of  Justice  la  w 

Highlands  and  Islands,  340 
Southwark  and  Vauxhali  Water,  1615 
Supply,  Comm.  382 

Irish  Land  Commission,  1501 
Law  ChargtH  and  Criminal  Pross«tU«» 
Ireland,  1550,  1562, 1567 
uigiiizea  Dy  vjiv/V-/pi  IV,  r^^ 
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BouEKK,  Right  Hon.  R.— «on^. 
Sues  Canal — The  Conference,  113 
Turkey— Black  Sea,  658 

Liquor  Trade  at  Constantinople,  655 


BieeiB,  Mr.  J.  G,^cont. 

Local  Government  Board,   Ireland,   1207, 

1301 
Poblio    Buildings,   Ireland,    1231,    12i0, 

1245, 1351 


BiBKBEOK,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk t  N, 
Oostoms  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 

add.  eL  1736 
North  Sea  Fisheries^"  Coopering,"  1783 

Board  of  Teade — ^President  (w^Eich- 
mond  and  Gordon,  Duke  of) 

BoABD    OP   Tradk— Secretary   to    («w 
Db  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

Bolton,  Mr.  J.  C,  Stirling 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification    HemoTal, 
Consid.  el  3,  1663 

Bond9  for  Loans  issued  hy  Local  Authorities 
Question,    Mr.  Stewart    Maoliyer;    Answer, 
The  President  of   the  Local    Government 
Board  (Mr.  J.  A.  Balfour)  July  10,  276 

BoRLASK,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Cornwall,  K 
Parliament— Order — Questions— Home    Rule, 
313 

BouRKE,  Right  Hon.  E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs), 
Lynn  Regis 
Asia  (Central)— Questions 

Afghan  Boundary  Commiesion— Despatches 

of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  115 
Russia    and    Afghanistan — The    Russian 

Attack  on  Penjdeh,  433 
Russian  Outrage    on  a  Consular    OflBcial, 
908 
China— Navigation  of  the  Shanghai  River,  1637 
Egypt — Questions 

Alleged  Slavery,  131,  434 

Earl  of  Northhrook's  Reports,  134 

Egyptian    General    Assembly  —  Egyptian 

Loan,  115,  116 
International    Financial    Agreement — The 
Loan  of  £9,000,000,  918,   1060,   1680, 
1631 
International    Sanitary  Council— Quaran- 
tine, 113 
Soudan — Evacuation  of  Dongola,  38]  :— 
Reported  Death  of  the  Mahdi,  436,  1684 
England  and  China— Impoi'tation  of  Opium — 

The  Agreement,  663,  1634 
General  Gordon,  1055,1395 
Ireland — Ecclesiastical  Affairs — Roman  Catho* 
lie  Archbishop  of  Dublin— Mr.  Emngton, 
433 
Japen— Mr.  Hartley,  1061 
National   Portrait    Gallery—**  The    House  of 

Commons.  1793,"  601 
North  Sea  Fisheries—"  Coopering/'  1783 
Portugal— Seiiure  of  the  **  Erma  **  at  Funohal, 

1191 
Publio   Health— International   Sanitary  Con- 
ference at  Rome,  113 

ieowL 


Bramwell,  Lord 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England), 

Comm.  cL  3,  1173.   1175,   1176  ;   Report, 

1339,  1341  ;  3R.  1771 
Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  Comm.  el.  3, 

1603:  a^.<r2.  1606 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Res.  404.  406  ;  Comm.  cl.  1,  Amendt.  1763, 

1764, 1765,  1766  ;  Amendt.  1768 

Brand,  Hon.  H.  E.,  Stroud 

Army  Estimates  —  Commissariat,  Iw.  Store 
EsUblishments,  Wages,  Ao.  519,  534,  538, 
539 

Brate,  Lord 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  375 

Brinton,  Mr.  J.,  Kidderminster 
Pauper  Lunatics — Transference  from  Asylums 
to  Workhouses,  133 

Bristol,  Marquess  of 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  3), 
Res.  390 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Stoke-on-Trent 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  203 

Education  Department — School  Grants — Court 
Vicar  of  St.  Mark's,  South  Shields,  1203, 
of  Bankruptcy,  Newcastle-on-Tyne — The 
1629,1630 

Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal, 
Comm.  cl.  3,  1501 

Parliament — Palaco  of  Westminster — Accom- 
modation in  this  House,  431 

Railways— Railway  Couplings — Accidents  to 
Railway  Servants,  409 

Brodriok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.,  Surrey,  W. 
Civil  Servants  as  Election  Agents,  910 
Egypt     (Soudan)— Reported    Death    of    the 

Mahdi,  43G 
Ireland— Failure  of  the  Muoster  Bank,  1310 

Inspectors  of  Prisons,  388,  389 
Ireland— Maamtrasna,  4o.  Murders,  Res.  1103 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal,  3R. 
1008  ;  3R.  1675 

B'rogdbn,  Mr.  A.,   Wedneshury 
Navy— New  South  Wales— A  Training  Ship, 
1206 

Brownlow,     Earl    (Secretary    to    the 
Local  Government  Board) 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Res.  405 ;  Comm.  cl.  1,  1764,  1765,  1768 
Worcester  Extension,  3R.  1597 

Bruce,  Hon.  T.  C,  Portsmouth 
Navy  Estimates-Dockyards^&c. |G^^  GoOglc 
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Bruce,  Sir  H.  H.,  Colerains 

Ireland— Royal  Irish  ConstabuUry— Case  of 
Distrlot  Infepector  Murphy,  830 

Poor  Lftw  (England  and  Wal^a)— Removal  of 
Paupers  from  Scotland  to  Ireland— Case  of 
Ann  Magoe  and  Thomas  Carlin,  1399 

Bbycs,  Mr.  J.,  Tower  Samlet 9 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  SR.  1019 
Medical     Relief     Dis:^ualifloatioa      Removal, 

Comm.   1427;  el.   1,   U76  ;  Consid.  cl,  3, 

1667 
Navy  Estimates— Hobart  Pasha,  290 
Parks    (Metropolis)— Victoria    Park    Cricket 

Ground.  1062 
Police  Enfranohisement  Extension,  2R.  1733 
Supply,  Report,  552 

BxroHAWAN,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh 

Asia  (Central )—Afjjhani«Un—Candahar,  662, 

663 
Endowments  (Scotland)  Commission— Heriot's 
Hospital  Scheme,  915 ;  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1734 
India— Defences  of  the  North- West  Frontier, 
423 
Government  of  India  Act — Lord  Randolph 
ChurohilU  280 
Navy  Estimates  —  Half  Pay,  Reserved,  Ac. 
Pay  to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines, 
219 
Parliament  — Business  of  the  House,   1409, 

1410,  1633 
Supply— Register   House  Department,    Edin- 
burgh, 756 

Bitlweb,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Camhridgeshire 
Army    Estimatts     (Supplementary)  —  Land 
Forces,  470 

Burgli  Police  and  Health  (Scottand)  Bill 

[h.l.  J  ( The  Earl  of  JDalhousU) 

I  Report  of  Select  Comm.»  July  20  [No.  189] 
Bill  reported  •  July  20  (Nos.  57-190) 

Burial  Grounds  Bill    (^i"-  Oabome  3f organ, 
Sir  William  Eareourt,  Mr,  Henry  E.  Fowler) 
€.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  \6  [Bill  164] 

BiTRT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Mines  Regulation  Act— Clifton  Hall  Colliery 
Explosion,  1393 

Bury,  Viscount    (TJnder  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Egypt  (Nile  Expedition)— Sir  Charles  Wilson, 

609 
River  Thames  (No.  2),  2a.  1598 
Scotland— The  Castle  Rock,  Edinhurgh,  401 
Wellington  Statue— Re.erection  at  Aldershot, 
609 

BuxTOiT,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Andover 

Colonial   Bonds  —  Insufficiency   of  Notice  of 

Repayment,  499 
Ways  and  Means,  C<mim.  170 


Buxton,  Mr,  S.  0.,  Peterborough 
Parliamentary  Elections  (ELeturninf  OfBccrt), 

124 
Supply — Public  Education,  678 

Oaine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Scarborough 
Navy  Estimates — Admiralty  Office,  16,  26,31, 
32 
Dookyardst  dro.  64,  66   . 
Hair- Pay,  Reserved,  &c.  Pay  to  OffiMnoT 

the  Navy  and  Marines,  82,  217 
Scientific  Branch,  45 
Ways  and  Means,  Conam.  154 

Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 
Ireland — Questions 

Ecclesiastical    Affairs  —  Roman  Gathoiie 
Archbishop  of  Dublin-^Mr.  ErringtOB, 
431,  432 
Law  and  Justioe-^-Custody  of  Prisonen  is 

Ireland,  1810 
Royal  Irish  Coasta^lary — Case  of  Diitriet 
Inspeotor  Murphy,  379 
Medical  Relief  DisqualificaUon  Removal,  IE. 
1678 

Oambbon,  Dr.  0.,  Glaegow 
Army   Estimates  —  Commissariat,  die.  Sttn 

Establishments,  Wages,  Ao.  Ameodt.  503, 

515,  519,  523,  524,  528,  544 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  436  ;  2R.  569 
Egypt  (Soudan) — Troops  at  Suakin,  419 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification   Removal.  SS6: 

Consid.  add.  cL  1658 ;  el  2,  1666 ;  8R.  1674 
Navy   Estimates— Admiralty   Office,  Aaies^L 

19,  26,  27,  30 
Scotland « Administration  of   Justice  in  tbi 

Highlands  and  Islands,  328 
Supply— Public  Education,  Scotland,  739 
Report,  564 

Oai£Pbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy j  ice. 

Army     Estimates    (Supplementary)  —  Usi 

Forces,  442 
Asia    (Central)— Russia  and   AfgbanisUo- 

Russian  Attack  on  Penjdeh,  423 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  571, 90S 
Egyptian    General   Assembly— The  Egyp^*^ 

Loan,  115, 116 
Egyptian  Loan  (£9,000,000),  1630,  1631 
Federal  Council  of  Australasia,  2R.  221 
India — Native  States — Expulsion  of  a  Freoeh 

Citizen  from  Travancore,  1618 
Medical      Relief     Disqualification    Remonl, 

Consid.  add.  cl.  1658;  cl.  2,  16G2 
Navy  —  Re-instatement  of  Hobart  PashA,  S,  ^ 
Navy  Estimates— Half-Pay,  Reserved,  4c  P»y 

to   Officers  of  the   Navy  and  Marines,  'h 

79,  80 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progren,  SI, 

S3;  Amendt.  214 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliamen  t874 

Report.  565 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  182 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A«,  Olaegow  andAkr- 
deen  Uhwersitiee 
Heriot's    UospitAl    Scheme,    Motion  for  ^ 
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Camfbbjll-Bawnbbmak,  Eight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling,  Sfo. 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  ConsUbulary— Case    of 
District   Inspeotor  Murphy,  354,  S56|  359, 
360 
Secretary  for  Seotland,  2R.  186i 

Campbrdown,  Earl  of 

Land  Porohase  (Ireland),  IR.  1051 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  2R.  98,  09;  Comm. 

add,  cl.  591,  593,  606,  607 
Sabmarine  Telejrraph  Gables,  Oomm.  add,  el. 

1604  ;  Reportof  Amendts.  1774 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)   Amendment, 

Oomm.  el,  1, 1767 

Gaktsbbubt,  Archbishop  of 
Arohdeaeonries,  2R.  608 

Oabbutt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Monmouth,  Sfc. 
Army     Estimates— 'Oommissariat,  Ac.   Store 

Establish  men  ts.  Wages,  dto.  527 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal,  286 

Cabington,  Hon.  E.  0.,  Buch 
Army    Estimates  —  Commissariat,  ^.  Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  <bo.  543 
Medical  Relief  DisqaaUfication  Removal,  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  582 

Oarlinofobd,  Lord 
IIoQsiog  of  the  Working  Classes  (England), 

Comm.  <;^.  3,  1176 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  Comm.  1360,  1361, 

1362  ;  el,  3,  1368 
Poor  I^w  Guardians  (Ireland),  Comm.  391 ; 

eU  9,  894,  395 

Castletown,  Lord 
Landed  Estates  Court  (Ireland)— Parohase  of 

Holdings,  396,  398 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  2R.  1178 ;  Comm. 

cl,  5,  Amendt.  1369 
Real  Property  Registration,  2R.  106 

Oattston,  Mr.  E.  K.,  Colchssfer 
Army    Estimates     (Supplementary)  —  Land 

Forces.  471 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal,  1408; 
3R.  1674 
.  Navy  Estimates—Half- Pay,  Reserved,  Ac.  Pay 
to  OflSoers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  216 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  855,  865 
Report,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  565,  566 

Oavkndish,  Lord  E.,  Derbyshire,  N. 
Medical  Relief  DisqualificatiOQ  Removal,  2R. 
1002 ;   Comm.  el,  2,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1506 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  Essex,  TT, 

^   Army  Estimates  -^  Commissariat,   Ao.  Store 

EsUblishments,  Wages,  Ao,  527,  528 
Army    Estimates     (bapplementary)  —  Land 

Forces,  450 


Central  Asia 
Afylianistan  —  Candahar,  Qnestions,  Mr.  Bn- 
chanaa ;   Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  Ju/y  14, 
662 

Rutsia  and  Afyhanistan^The  Bussian  Attack 
on  Penjdeh,  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Sute  for 
Foreign  A&irs  (Mr.  Boarke)  July  13,  422 

Reported  RusHan  Advance,  Question,  Sir 
John  Lubbock  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
July  15,  882 ;  Question,  Mr.  Puleston  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  16,  928  ;  Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  17, 
1064 

J^e  Afghom  Boundary  Commission  •—  DeS" 
patches  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
/tt/y9,  115 

The  Russo.  Afghan  Frontier,  Qnestions,  Mr. 
Morgan  Lloyd  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Chnrohill) 
July  21, 1404 

Russian  Outrage  on  a  Consular  Official,  Ques. 
lion,  Shr  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Boarke)  July  16,  907 

Ohambbrlain,   Eight   Hon.  J.,    Bir^ 
mingham 
Medical  Relief  DisqaaUfication  Removal,  2R. 
990.   991,  992,  993;  Coram.   1461;   cL  2, 
1487,  1497,  1498, 1499 ;  3R.  1675 

Ohakobllob,  The  Lord  (see  Halsbubt, 
Lord) 

Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  (see 
Beach,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Hicks-) 

Ohanoellor  of  the  Ducht  of  Lancaster 
{see  Chaplin,  Sight  Hon.  H.) 

Ohaplin,  Eight  Hon.   H.  (Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Lin- 
colnshire, Mid 
Agricultural  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 

1633 
ContAgions  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts  —  Foot- 
and-Mouth  Disease— Outbreak  at  Ampthlll, 
Bedfordshire,  1211.   1212  ;— Swine  Fever— 
Animals  Order,  1884,  410,  411,  413, 923 

Charity  Commission,  The -- Mr.  Charles 
Alderson 
Questions,  Mr.  John  Morley ;  Answers,  The^ 
Chancellor  of  tho  ^^\\^^%Mff^^}^Y^ 
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Charity   Commissioners j    The  —  Medley^ 
Charity 
Question.  Mr.  Jesse  Collings;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President   of  the   Council    (Mr.    E. 
Stanhope)  Juiy  2l,  1406 

Childbbs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  PontB- 
fraet 

Admiralty  (Expendftare  nnd  Liabilities),  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Conifnittee,  880 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  2R.928, 
932.  984,  943,  959,  962;  Comm.  1688, 
1689;  cMO,  1707 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse,  927 

Wajs  and  Means,  Comm.  139, 140 

China 
Kavigaiion  of  Shanghai  Rive%%  Question,  Mr. 
Suiberland  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affoirs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
/»Zy23,1627 
Tlie  Opium  Trade  —  Tlie  Treaty,  Question, 
Mr.  Cropper ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke] 
Jidy  23, 1634 

Cholera  HospitaJs  GLreland)  Bill 

(Colonel  Nolattf  Mr,  Sheil,  Mr.  Biggar) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  July  10  [Bill  231] 

Read  2^,  after  short  debate  July  13,  675 

Committee*  ;  Report  ;  read  S*July  14 
I  Rend  !••  (3f.o/  tValerford)  July  16  (No.  182) 

Read2**/u/y20 

Committee  ;  Report  July  24,  1772 

Ohitrghill,  Bight  Hod.  Lord  B.  H.  S. 
(Secretary    of    State    for    India), 
^       Woodstock 
Asia  (Central)->-Afghani8tan~Candahar,   662, 

663 
Asia  (Central)— Russia  and  Afj^hanistan^  Rus- 
sian  AdTance,  882 ; — Rutso-Afgban  Frontier, 
1404 
Fgypt  —  Alexandria    Massacres  —  Charges 

against  the  Khedive,  924 
India — Questions 

Bengal — Alleged  Starration,  914 
Defences  of  the  North- West  Frontier,  424 
Government  of  India  Act — Lord  Randolph 

Churchill,  280 
Native  States  —  Expulsion  of  a   French 
Citizen  from  Travancoret  1618 
Ireland^Speeoh  of  Lord  Ruudolph  Churchill, 

117 
Ireland — Maamtrnsnn,  <&c.  Murders,  Kes.  1005, 

1096.1111,  1112,  1130.1131 
Medical     Relief    Disqualification      Remo?al, 
Comm.  el,  2,  1494  ;  Consid.  add,  d,  1658  ; 
dR.  1675 

Civil  Servants  as  Flection  Agents 
Question,    Mr.   Brodrick;    Answer,   The   At- 
torney   General     (Sir     Richard    Webster) 
July  16,  910 

Civil  Service-— The  *'  Writer  "  System 
Question,    Mr.    Arthur    O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The' Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheqaer  July  16, 
9H 


Clarke,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Flvmouth 
Medical     Relief     Diaqmliftoatioa     Remoral, 
CoMid,  add.  el.  1649 


Clinton.  Lord 

River  Thames  (No.  2),  2R.  1599 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orden  (Ko.  3). 
Res.  390 


Coast  Defences  and  Naval  VohtnUer  Corps 
Question,  Observations,   Vlsooaot   Sidmouth; 
Reply.  The  Lord  Privy  Seal  (The  Eari  of 
Harrowby) /Wy  20,  1158 


CoLBBRooKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire,  N, 
Heriot's    Hospital    Scheme,    Motion  for  aa 

Address,  1763 
Medical     Relief   Disqualification      Removal, 

Comm.  el.  9,  1484,  1490 ;    Consid.  el.  2, 

1670 

OoLLiNOS,  Mr.  J.,  Ipswich 

Allotments    Extension    Act,  1882  —  Charity 

Lands  in  the  Isle  of  Ely.  1784 
Charity   Commissioners  —  Medley*s    Charity, 

1406 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory    Indoatrial 

Training),  Res.  319 
Education     Department  —  Appointment     of 

Schoolmistress  at  Ashbocking.  Soffolk,  1398 
Medical  Relief  Ditqualification  Removal,  285, 

2i^9,  435  ;  Motion  for  Leave,  577.  585  :  2R. 

972,  974,  975.  984,  996.  997,  1059.  1408; 

Comm.  1419.  1429, 1468  ;  cL  2.  1487,  1488. 

1499  ;  add.  el.  1509  ;  Connid.  add.  el.  1640; 

Amendt.  1656, 1«57,  1658 ;  3R.  le?."!.  1675 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  927 
Parliamentary    Elections  —  Voting     Lists- 
Omission  of  Recipients  of  Poor  Law  Medieal 

Relief,  282.  283,284 
Rathmlnes  and  Rathgar   Townships,   Consid. 

cl.  11,641 
Supply— Public  Education,  704 

Colonial  Bonds — Insuffieieney  of  Notice  of 
Repayment 
Question.  Mr.  Francis  Buxton  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Colonel 
Stanley)  July  13,  429 

C0LTHUR8T,  Col.D.LaZouche,  Cork  Co. 
Army     Estimates     (Supplementary)  —  Land 

Forces,  465 
Ireland    —   Education  —   National     School 

Teachera'  Residences,  1623 
Ireland  —  Land   Uw  Act,  1881  —  Mr.  Snb- 

Commissioner  Walpole,  Res.  1797 
Supply— Irish  Land  Commisaioo,  ^575,  1580 
Local  Government  Board.  Ireland,  1272 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1263 

CommoiLS  Inclosnre  (Llanyliyther)  Fro- 
vinonal  Order  Sill   (^^tri  Laihe^eU) 

L  Royal  Auent  Jtdy  10  [48  di  49  Vict.  e.  Iviii] 

uigiiizea  oy  vjiv/v^p^iv. 
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Commong  B^^nlation  (Ashdown  Forest) 
Provisional  Order  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Lalhotme) 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  16   [48  d(  49  Viet.  o.  Ivi] 
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Commons  Begolatdon  (Drnmborgh)  Fro- 
visional  Order  Bill        [Earl  Dalhousie) 
I.  Royal  AssoDt  July  16    [48  it  49  Vict,  c  IvU] 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts 
Sttins  Fsver — Order  in  CcunHl  for  CompuU 
sory  Slaughter,  Questions,  Colonel  Nolan, 
Mr.  R.  H.  Paget;  Answers,  The  Ohancellor 
of  the  Dachj  ot  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
July  13.  410 ;  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  14.  659 ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Clare  Read  ;  Answer.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplio)  July  16, 
932 
Foot'^mul'MtnUh  Disease — Outbreak  al  Ampt- 
hill,  Bedfordshire,  Questions,  Mr.  Ueneage, 
Mr.  James  Howard  ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  ( Mr.  Chap- 
lin)/uty  20,  1211 

Conveyancing    (Scotland)    Act    (1874) 

Amendment  Bill        {J>r.  Cameron,  Sir 
Lyon  Playfair,  Mr,  Baxter,  Mr,  Cochran- 
Patrick) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l**  •  July  8  [Bill  220] 

CooPE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — The  National 
Portrait  Gallery,  1204 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill 

{Mr,  Waugh,  Mr,  George  Howard,  Mr,  Stafford 

Howard,  Mr,  Ainsworth,  Mr.  Ferguson) 
e.  Committee  ;  Report  July  9,  224      [Bill  26] 
Considered  July  14,  784 
MoTcd,  ''That    the  Bill  be  now    read  3»" 

July  16,  1016 

Amendt.   to   leave  out  from  '<  Bill  be,"  add 

"  re-committed  in  respect  of  a  new  Clause  " 

(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) ;    Question   proposed, 

"  That  the  words,  &c.  ; "  after  short  debate. 

Question  put ;  A.  42,  N.  24  ;  M.  18  (D.  L. 

234) 

Main  Question  put.  and  ngreed  to ;  Bill  read  8« 

I,  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Hobliouse)  July  17  (No.  185) 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wioklow 
Ireland— Questions 

Crime    and    Outrage  —  Murder    of  Mrs. 

Nolan,  420 
Fishery   Piers  and  Harbours — Greystones 

Harbour,  1624 
Inspectors  of  Lunacy— The  Report,  1624 
Law  and  Justice  —  **  Doyle  v.  Penton  " — 

Tinahely  Petty  Sessions,  128,  124,  908 
National  School  Teachers — Pension  Fund 

—The  Valuation,  430 
Post    OfSce  —  Postal    Arrangements    at 
Arklow,  1622 
Ireland— Maamtrasna,  Ac.  Murders,  Res.  1084 
Lonaoy  Reports  (England  and  Scotland),  1619 

[sent. 


CoBBBT,  Mr.  W.  J. — eont. 

Supply  —  Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prose- 
cutions, Ireland,  1540 
Public    Buildings,    Ireland,    1235,    1236, 
1241,  1246 


Com  Sales  Bill 

{Mr,  Rankin,  Mr.  Joseph  Bailey,  Mr,  Biddell, 

Mr.  Duckham) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  8  [Bill  57] 

CoRBT,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Belfast  Co. 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1220 

Cotton,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  J.  E.,  London 
Medical     Relief    Disqualification     Remo?al, 

Consid.  add.  el,  1652 
Southwark  and  Vauxball  Water,  16U 

Connty   Officers   and  Conrts   (Ireland) 

(Pensions)  BUI      {Mr,  Campbell-Banner- 
man,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 
c.  Read  2^  aOer  debate /u/y  21,  1511  [Bill  112] 

OoTOTNiY,  Mr.  L.H.,  Lisksard 

Medical  Relief  Disqnalifioation  Removal,  Mo- 
tion for  Lea?e,  582,  585  ;  2R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1007.  1010;  Comm.  Amendt. 
1411  ;  (;2.2, 1480,  1506 

Navy  Estimates^Half-Pay,  Reserved,  «ko.  Pay 
to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  219 

ParliamenUry  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 
Comm.  el,  2,  777 

Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers),  Comm. 
234  ;  el,  2,  791 ;  Amendt.  795  ;  el,  3,  ib, 
797 

Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  867 

CowPBE,  Earl 
Defences  of  the   Emphre-^Defence   of   Com- 
mercial Ports  and  Sea-side  Towns,  1028 

Cranbbook,  Viscount  (Lord  President 
of  the  Council) 
Seoondary  Education  in  Board  Schools  (Me- 
tropolis), Motion  for  a  Return,  1026 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  Comm.  add,  cl,  589  ; 
Amendt.  591,  606  ;  3R.  1372,  1379,  1380 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr,  H.  a.  Fowler) 
e.  Read  2o,  after  debate  July  9,  197    [Bill  159] 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill 
Question,  Lord  Braye ;  Answer,  The  Pay- 
master General  (Earl  Beauchamp)  July  10, 
275;  Question,  Mr.  Onslow;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  July  21,  1512 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  [^Cost  of  Fro- 
seeutions'] 
Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
July  13. 585 


Res.  reported  July  14 
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CrofUn'  Moldinga  (Scotland)  Bill 

Question,    Mr.    MacfiirlaQe;    Answer.     The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  13,  436  ; 

Notice  of  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  July  16,  903 

Croften'Holdings  (Scotland)  BiU  [Bill  184] 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Secretary  Sir  William 
Harcourtf  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland) 
«.  Moved,  "That   the  Bill    be   now  read   3®* 
July  13,  566 ;  after    short  debate,   Movedi 
**  That    the    Debate   be   now    adjourned " 
{Mr.  R.  H.  Pay€t) ;  after  further  short  de. 
bate.  Question  pat;  A.  81,  N.  47;  M.  34 
(D.  L.  223) ;  Debate  adjourned 

Orofper,  Mr.  J.,  Kmdal 

China— Opium  Trade— The  Treaty,  1684 
England  and  China — Importation  of  Opium — 

'Hie  Agreement,  662 
Medical     Relief    Disqualification    Remoral, 

Comm.  el.  2, 1406 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

242 
Supply— Land  Registry,  750 
Report,  564 

Oboss,  Sight  Hon.  Sir  E.  A.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Laneaihire,  8.  W. 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  cl.  1,  230 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  107,  211 
Onstoms-^earch  of  Passengers'  Luggage,  1101 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory    Industrial 

Training),  Res.  807 
Egypt    (Soudan)  —  Reported     Fighting   at 

KassaU,  1518 
Ireland  —  "  Protestant  Episcopal  Church   of 

IreUnd."  1058 
Law  and  Justice— Questions 
Assises,  1105,  1106 

Case  of  Da? id  Bradley,  M.D.  007, 1806 
Flogging,  025 
High  Court  of  JasUoe— Return  of  Causes, 

Oil 
Mrs.  Je(hrey*s  Case,  125,  1187 
Punishment  of  Burglars— Flogging.  1062 
Sentences  at  the  Surrey  Sessions,  658 
Law  and  Police — (^stions 

Alleged  Case  of  Abduction,  1404 
Alleged  Drunkenness— Case  of  Mr.  J.  Shaw 
Phillips, Cnlham  House,  Abingdon,  Berks, 
013 
Disturbanoes  at  Rye  House,  Herts,  1104, 

1105 
Kensington  Gardens,  1207 
Police  Constable  Davis,  1050 
Sale  of  Obscene  Literature,  1400,  1516 
Metropolis—  Street  Traffic  —  "  Pall  Mall  Ga- 
lettc,"  126,281,  280,  425,  426,  427. 661.010 
Mines,  Accidents  in — The  Royal  Commission, 

1205 
Mines  Regulation  Act— Clifton  Hall  Colliery 

Explosion,  1304 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1517 
Dissolution  —  Postponement  of  the  School 

Board  Elections,  015 
Palace  of  Westminster  —  Access  to  this 
Uouse-rMr.  Jenkinson,  1061 


Cboss,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.  A.— coai. 
Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  311.  1866, 

1868 
Railways  (England  and  Wales)— Aceident  ob 

the  Fnmess  Railway,  126 
Representation   of  the    Peopl«   Act,  1884— 

Election  Expenses,  1208 
Scotland — Administration  of   Jnstioe  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands,  330 
Law  and  Justice— Procnratora  Fiaeal,  1801 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  2R.  1860,  1893 
Supply— Conffot  EstablishmsnCs  in  EngUcd 
and  the  Colonies,  755 
Land  Registry,  753 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Irs- 
land,  1856 

Ouitam  Home  Records,  Question,  Sir  John 
Lubbock;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  Jufy  24, 
1770 

Seare/i  of  Paseenyert*  Luggage,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
O'Shea;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  SUte 
for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assbetoa 
Cross)  Ju/y  20, 1101 

Crown  Lands  Bill 

{Mr.  Mibbert,  Mr.  Serbert  Gladstome) 
c  Read  2«  •  July  22  [BUI  51] 

Order  for  Committee  read  and  discharged, 
Juiy  23 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  Five  Members,  Three  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House  and  Two  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill 
presented  two  clear  days  before  the  meeting 
of  the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  (Com- 
mittee ;  that  the  Petitioners  praying  to  be 
heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  or 
Agents,  be  beard  against  the  Bill,  and 
Counsel  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum 

Select  Committee  nominated  July  24 

Customs  and  Inland  Revsnue  (No,  2)  Bill 
Brewing  Licences,  Questions,  Mr.  Clare  Read  ; 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

July  14,  660 
Storing  of  Grain  and  Rice,  Question,  Mr. 

Hicks ;    Answer,    The   Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  Juiy  14,  658 

Customs  and  Inland  Bevenne  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Sir  Arthur  Otway,  Mir.  Chancellor  of  the 
Hxcheqtter,  Sir  Henry  MoUand) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  *  July  0  [Bill  2231 

Moved,   *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read    2^" 

July  16,  028 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  add  "in 
view  of  the  rapid  extension  of  local  rating 
and  of  the  continuous  imposition  of  the 
Income  Tax,  it  is  desirable  that  the  pro- 
vince of  Local  Rating  and  of  Imperial  Taxa- 
tion be  severally  readjusted  and  defined,  and 
uigiiizea  Dy  vj  v^ V-^x  "^v- 
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Customs  and  Inland  ^Revenue  {No,  2)  Bill^eont. 
tliat  a  ooramon  aathoritf  and  common  mea- 
sure be  provided  for  the  levy  of  both  rates 
and  taxes  so  as  to  resfulate  their  incidence 
upon  the  principle  of  assessing  the  rate  or 
tax  upon  the  real,  that  is,  upon  the  net 
annual  value"  {Mr,  J,  O,  Hubbard)  v,i 
(^eetion  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao, ;  " 
after  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Qnestion  again  proposed,  '*  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  2«  ; "  after  short  debate,  main 
Qnestion  pat,  and  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2<* 

Committee  ;  Report  /u/y  28,  1698 

Cyprus — Report  of  the  High  Commmioner 
Question,  Captain  Aylmer ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Colonel 
Stanley)  July  9, 121 

DALHOTTsrE,  Earl  of 
Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Co  mm. 
cl,  4.  1166,  1169 

Daleymplb,  Mr.  C,  (Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury), Buteshire 
Medical     Relief    Disqualification     Removal, 

Comm.  el,X  1483,  1486,  1488,  1494 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoase,  433 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Removal  of 
Paupers  from  Scotland  to  Ireland— Cases  of 
Ann  Magee  and  Thomas  Carlin,  1400 
Scotland— Administration  of  Justice  in  the 
11  i.«h lands  and  Islands,  335 
Ilousinir  of  the  Workiug  Classes,  1626 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Imprisonment), 

Comm.  add,  d,  1150 
Supply  —  Register  llouse  Department,  Edin- 
burgh, 757 

Davby,  Mr.  H.,  Christchurch 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 

el,  10,  Amendt.  1707.  1708,1709,  1712 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 

Comm.  1421,  1437 

Dawnat,  Hon.  Gt,  0.  (Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance),  York,  N,R, 
Army   Estimates  —  Commissariat,  &e.  Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  d(c.  513,  515,  534 
Defences  of  the   Empire  —  Coaling  Stations, 
1777  ;— Works  at  Singapore,  1783 

Dbast,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Custody   of  Pri- 
soners in  Ireland,  1811 
Lunatic  Asylums  —  Cork  Lunatic  Asylum, 
1807 
Medical      Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.  cl,  2,  1502 
Navy— Haulbowline  Works,  Qneenstowo,  1785, 

1786 
Supply — Constabulary,  Ireland,  1846 
Irish  Land  Commission,  1583 
Law  Charges  and    Criminal  Prosecutions, 

Ireland.  1536,  1544,  1572 
Local  Government  Board,  Ireland,  1276 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Distribution, 
1515,  1516 


Deeds  of  Arrangement  Begistration  Bill 

{Sir  Joseph    M*Xenna,    Mr,    W*  Newsam 
Nicholson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  July  9  [BUI  225] 

Dbnmait,  Lord 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  2R.  1181 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  8R.  1378 

Depression  of  Trade  and  Industry — Roy<U 
Commission  on  the 

(^estion,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exobeqoer  July  9,  114; 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,  Mr. 
Heneage ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  13,  419  ;  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Williainson  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Kxohequer  July  16,  908  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Arthur  Arnold,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  20,  1190 

Remresenlation  of  AyriouUuret  Question,  Mr. 
Storer ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer July  24,  1787  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Storer,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber,  1788 

DE  Eos,  Lord 
Wellington  Statue— Re-ereotion  at  Aldershot, 
608 

Destitute  Children  ( Compulsory  Industrial 
Training) 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  10,  To 
leave  out  firom  '*  That,"  add  "  it  is  expedient 
to  establish  a  system  of  compulsory  industrial 
training  fbr  the  children  of  the  destitute 
classes  in  night  schools,  from  the  age  of  12 
or  13  to  16  years,  in  order  to  fit  them  to  earn 
their  living  either  at  home  or  in  the  Colo- 
nies "  {Mr,  Samuel  Smith)  v.,  290  ;  Qnestion 
proposed,  "That  the  words.  d(o.;"  after 
dd>ate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Db  Worms,  Baron  H.   (Secretary    to 
the  Board  of  Trade),  Greenwich 
Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882,  417 
Harbour  Accommodation— National  Harbours 
of  Refuge,  1629 

Lighthouse  Commission— Professor  Tyndall, 
1617 

Mercantile  Marine  —  Certificates  of  Compe- 
tency, 417 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  1778 

Merchant  Shipping  Act— The  Wi-eok  Register, 
1883-4,  1402 

Railways— Railway    Couplings— Accidents   to 

Railway  Servants,  409 
United  States— Bounty  on  Sugar  Exportation, 

1619 


DiOBY,  Mr.  J.  K.  D.  Wingfield,  Somer- 
set, Mid 

Egypt  (Soudan)— EraouatioD  of  Dongola,  281 

uigiiizea  oy  vjiv_/vT;^iv^ 
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DiLKE,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.,    Ohil- 

sea,  ^0, 
Copyhold  Enfr&Dobiieinent,  Comm.  el,  1,230, 

231 
Intermediate    Ednoation   (Wales),    2R.    Bill 

withdrawn,  224 
Medical  Relief  Disqaalifioation  Remo?al,  285 
Nafy   Estimates  —  £lalf-Pay,   Reserved,    Ac. 

Pay  to  Officers  of  the  Navf  and  Marines,  83 
Parliament  —  Dissolution  —  Postponement  of 

School  Board  elections,  286 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Oorropt  Practices), 

Oomm.  237  :  eL  1,  238 
Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers),  Oomm. 

234 
Public    Healtb     (Metropolis)— Westminster 

Sewer,  281 
Rathmines   and  Rathsrar  Township,    Consid. 

eL  11,   Amendt.    635,    647,  652;    cL  12, 

Amendt.  ih, 
Riyer  Thames  (No.  2),  Consid.  84,  238 

DixoN-HABTLAin),  Mr.  F.  D.,  Evesham 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 
cl.  10,  1704;  el.  23,  Amendt.  1718 ;  el.  25, 
1723 

BoNOUOHHORB,  Earl  of 

Alexandra  (Newport  and  South  Wales)  Docks 
Railway,  8R.  1152 

DoxraLAB,  Mr.  A.  Akbbs-  (Secretary  to 
the  Treasury),  Kent^  E. 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests — Sale  of 
Land  to  Occupiers,  410 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2) 

Bill  (Earl  of  Iddetleigh) 

I  Read  2*  •  July  9  (No.  155) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jult/  10 
Read  3*  •  Jidy  13 
Royal  Assent  July  10  [48  4  49  Viet.  c.  Ixiii] 

DuoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Serefordshire 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drags  Act— Oleomargarine, 
114 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 

Navy  Estimates — Machinery  and  Ships  built 
by  Contract,  dsc.  76 

Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.  (Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland),  Eenty  Mid 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) — Compulsory 
Slaughter  of  Pigs  attacked  by  Swine  Fever, 
659 
Ireland'  Questions 

Collector  Generalship  of  Rates,  Dublin,  410 
Failure  of  the  Munster  Bank,  1210 
Fisheries — Deep    Sea    Trawling,    656  ; — 

Mussel  Fisheries,  1616 
Fishery  Act,  1842-— Obstruction  of  Fishe- 
ries, 1780 
Fishery  Tiers  and  Uarbourt,  1397 

[COfU, 


Dike,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.- 

Grand  Jury  Act — Fees  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Grand  Jury,  Co.  Cavan,  910 

Industrial  Schools,  1067 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  —  The 
Upper  Morning  Star  River  Drainage 
District.  911 

Inspectors  of  Lunacy --Report,  1624 

Inspector  of  Prisons,  288 

Irish  Land  Commission — Block  in  the  Ap- 
peal Court,  1057  ;~Fair  Rents,  112,  284 

Land  Law  Act,  ISSl^Duke  of  Aberoom*s 
EsUte  — Bryan  Molloy.  1780;— Sub- 
Commissioners.  410 

Landlord  and  Tenant  —  Miss  Kieran, 
Tenant  of  the  Earl  of  Howth,  118;— 
Mr.  Sandford  Wills,  1782 

Land  Parchase,  1624 

Loans  to  Landlords  (Raymunterdonaj,  Co. 
Donegal),  122 

Local  Taxation— Town  Commissioners  of 
Bangor,  Co.  Down— Audit  of  Accounts, 
1206 

Meetings  of  the  National  League,  King's 
Co. — Intrusion  of  the  Police,  1192 

Mr.  C.  II.  James,  Official  Assignee  in  Bank- 
ruptcy— Investigation  of  Accounts,  656 

Piers  and  Harbours— The  Grand  Jury,  Co. 
Donegal— Inquiry  into  Improper  Expen- 
diture, 414 

Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1832 — Resident 
Magistrates,  427,  428 

Prisons— Salaries  to  Prison  Warders,  279 

Protestant  Episcopalian  Church  of  Ireland, 
1405 

Royal  University  of  Ireland — Second  Exa- 
mination  in  Arts,  1209 

Sea  Fisheries— The  Rivers  Foyle  and  Bann, 
1617 

Tramways,  1623 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage— Questions 

Alleged   Firing  at  the   Person  at  Killas- 

meestia,  Queen's  Co.  905 
Boycotting  of  Irish  Workmen,  920 
Murder  of  Mrs.  Nolan,  420,  920,  921 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Qnestioni 
Cavan  Grand  Jury,  1616 
Expenses    of  Witnesses— Mrs.    Margaret 

Kaftery,  1621 
Maamtrasna  Murders,  921. 1405 
Mr.  O'Brien,  M. P.,  1401 
Mr.  W.   Francis,   Petty    Sessions   Clerk, 

Carrigallen,  Co.  Leitrim,  916 
Release  of  a  Convict  Murderer,  909 

Ireland— Law  and  Police — Questions 

Abstraction  of  Cattle,  Co.  Leitrim,  1618 
Alleged  Disturbances  at  Portadown,  1200 
Detention  of  Intoxicated  Persons,  1209 
Killing  of  Thomas  M'Grath*s  Geese   at 

Cahir,  Co.  Roscommon,  1782 
Protection  Act,  Cladymore,  1064 

Ireland— Magistracy — Questions 

Belfast  Petty  Sessions — Attendance  of  Ma- 
gistrates, 661 

Borough  of  Belfast — Roman  Catholic  Ma- 
gistrates, 1193 

Resident  Magistrates,  127 

Stewartstown  Petty  Sessions—Party  Pro- 
cessions, 1615 

Stipendiary  Magiitratee,  922  t 

uigiiizea  oy  '^"-^^^Viviiii 
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Dtkb,  Right  Hod.  Sir  W.  H.— oonf. 
Ireland^National  Education^Qoestions 
Commusioaers  of  National    Education — 

KoT.  Dr.  Uanna,  D.D.,  1196 
Intermedinte  Education  Act,  1878 — Appli- 
cation of  Act  to  Girls,  918 
Salaries  of  National  School  Teachers,  119 

Ireland — Poor  Law^Qaestions 

Election  of  Guardians — North  Portarlington 

Difision — Mountmellick  Unoin,  431 
Philip  Doyle,  Poor  Rate  Collector— Tina- 

hely  Petty  Sessions  District,  123,  901 
Rathdowney  Dispensary,  1194 

Ireland  —  Royal   Irish   Coustahulary — Ques- 
tions 
Case  of  District  Inspector  Marphv,  877. 381 
Death  of  Peter  O'Gara  in  a  Policq  Ceil  at 

Sligo,  423 
Distribution,  1515,  1516 
District  Inspector  Gibbons,  1621 
Explosives  Acts — Appointment  of  Inspec- 
tors, 1055 
Promotion,  1054 
Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Mr.  Sub-Corn- 

missionor  Walpole,  Res.  1794 
Ireland  —  Maamtrasna,    &o.    Murders,    Res. 

1136 
Labourers  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R.  574 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1633 
Parliamentary  Elections— Assistant  Revising 

Barristers,  120 
Poor  l>aw  Unions'  Officers  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1335,  1336 
Supply— Constabulary,  Ireland,  1830,  1858 
County  Court  Officers,  Ireland,  1823,  1829 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1323 
Irish  Land  Commission,  1582,  1592,  1593 
Local    Government  Board,  Ireland,  1281, 

1288,  1296,  1300 
Public  Works  Office,  Ireland,  1314 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Ire- 
hind,  1857 

Earldom  of  Mar  KestitutioiL  Bill  [hl.] 

{The  Lord  Privy  Seat) 

I,  Select  Committee  nominated  July  14  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  634 ;  short  debate  thereon 

East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000  Bill) 

(Sir  Arthur  Otioay,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  J  Mr,  Kynaston  Cross) 
e.  Read  S*  •  July  8  [Bill  109] 

I.  Read  1*  •  ( TAd  Lord  Harris)  July  9  (No.  164) 
Read  2%  after  short  debate  July  10,  271 
Committee*  ;  Report  July  13 
Read  3*  •  July  16 
Royal  Assent  July  22  [48  4  49  Viet.  o.  28] 

East  India  Unclaimed  Stocks  Bill 

{JBarl  of  KimberUy) 
I.  Rojal  Assent  July  16    [48  4  49  Via.  o.  25] 

Ebrinoton,  Viscount,  Tiv$rton 
Africa  (South)  —  Beohoanaland  —  Methuen's 

Horse,  1398 
Medical      Relief    Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.  cl.  2, 1479 


Ecclesiastical  Commissionera  Bill   [h.l.] 

e.  Read  l^  •  July  9  [Bill  227J 

Read2*»»/tiZy  14 

Committee  * ;  Report ;  rend  3«  Julu  16 
Royal  Assent  July  22    [48  A  49  Viet.  e.  81] 

EoEOYD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Preston 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory    Indostrial 

Training),  Res.  317 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  172,  186 

Education  Department  {England  and 
Wales) 

Appointment  of  Schoolmistress  at  Ashboeking, 
Suffolk,  Question,  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings ;  An- 
swer, The  Vice  President  of  the  Coanoil 
(Mr.  £.  Stanhope) /tefy  21,  1398 

Croydon  and  West  Bromwich  School  Boards, 
Question,  Sir  Arthur  Bass ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) July  10,  279 

Education  of  the  Deaf -^ A  Royal  Commission^ 
Question,  Mr.  Ackers;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
July  23,  1625 

National  Edueation — A  Royal  Commission, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  July  17, 1053 

Religious  Instruction  in  Board  Schools,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
July  21, 1399 

Sehool  Board  Elections,  Question,  Mr.  Mnn- 
della  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  July  21,  1406 

School  Grants  —  Vicar  of  St.  Mark's,  South 
Shields,  Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  E. 
Sunhope)  July  23, 1629 

Education — Seeondary  Edueation  in  JSoard 
Schools  (Metropolis) 
Motion  for  a  Return  (f^rd  Norton)  July  17, 
1020  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ; 
Return  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House 

EoBBTON,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Wigan 
Na?y— E?olutionary  Squadron,  124 

Shipbuilding— Naral  Expenditure  (Vote  of 
Credit),  421 
Supply,  Report,  663 

Egypt 
Lords 
The  Nile   Expeditions ir  Charles    Wilson, 
Question,  Viscount  Enfield ;   Answer,   The 
Under  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Visconnt 
Bury)  July  14,  609 

Egypt 

COUMONS' 

Finance,  §fe. 
Egyptian   General  Assembly^The   Egyptian 
Loan,    Questions,    Sir  George    Campbell ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afibiri  (Mr.  Bourke)  July  9, 115 
uigiiizea  oy  vjv/v^^jl^ 
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Egypt — OnMuotn'^FitKmee,  ^e.— o<mt. 

The  InUmaHonal  Financial  Agreement—The 
Loan  o/ £9.000.000,  Questions,  Mr.  Ruston  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aflairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  July  16,  918  ; 
July  17,  1060;  Questions,  Sir  George 
Campbell,  Mr.  Ruston  ;  Answers,  Tlie  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bourke)  Jnly  33, 1630 

The  Soudan 

Evacuation  of  Dongola,  Question,  Mr.  Wing- 
field  Digbj  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Aflbirs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
July  10,  281 

The  Troopt  at  Suakin,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Juip  13.  419 

Reported  Death  of  the  Mahdiy  Question,  Mr. 
Brodriok  ;  Answer,  The  Under  SecreUry  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
July  13,  436  ;  Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  22,  1594;  Question,  Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
StAte  for  Foreign  Affisin  (Mr.  Bourke) 
Jufy  23,  1634 

Reported  Fighting  at  Kaetala,  Question,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer^  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  July  22,  1(»18 ;  Question, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Hxchequer,  1594 

Military  Expedition 

Sir  Herbert  Stewart* i  Faree,  Question,  Gene- 
ral  Owen  Williams  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  July  21, 
1404 
The  Suakin  and  Red  Sea  Force ^The  Indian 
Contingent,  Q,ixeitioB,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  July  23,  1621 

The  Nile  Expedition 
Steamers  on  the  Nile,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Sute  for   War 

(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  13.  427 
Sir  €harle$   Wilson,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 

for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) /ti/y  14,660; 

July  16.  914 

War  in  the  Soudan 

Medical  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Beresford; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  23, 1625 

(Miscellaneous  Questions) 
Alleged  Slavery,  Questions,  Mr.  M'Coan; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  July  9,  121 ; 
July  13,  424 
M.  Olivier  Pain,  Question,  Mr.  0*Kelly  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  July  9,  120 ;  Question  Mr. 
Justin  Huntly  McCarthy;  Answer,  The 
SeoreUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  July  10, 280 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jtt^20, 1201  ;  Quention, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  July  22,  1594 

[eont. 


Egypt  —•  CoMicoHf  —  Miseeltaneom  QuesHcms^ 
cont. 

Sir  ff.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission,  Qnettions, 
Mr.  M'Laren;  Answers,  The  Cbanoellorof 
the  Exchequer  July  23,  1682 

The  Alexandria  Massacres-^  Charges  against 
eA«  Khedive,  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan ;  An- 
swer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill  July  16,  024 

The  Earl  of  NortUrook's  Reports,  Question, 
Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bourke) /tt/y  9.  124 

The  International  Sanitary  Council — Quaram* 
tine.  Question,  Mr.  Sutherland  ;  Anewer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  July  9,  113 

Elcho,  Lord,  Haddingt&Mhire 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  659 
Stationery  Office,  906 

Eketric  Lighting  Aet,  1882 — Leffielaium 
Question,  Mr.  Warton  ;  Answer,  The  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Tn^e  (Baron  llenry  De 
Worms)/tiZy  13,  417 

Elementary  Edacation  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Birmingham,  ftc.)  Bill 

[h.l.]  (The  Lord  President) 

I.  Read  S*  •  July  9  (No.  80) 

e.  Read  1»  •  July  10  [BiU  228J 

Read    ••July  15 

Elementary  Education  Prorisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.i..] 

( The  Lord  President) 

I  Committee  • /u/y  9  (No.  79) 

Report  *  July  10 

Read  3*  •  July  13 
e.  Read  1*  •  July  13  [Bill  2331 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  July  20,  1184 

Read2«^»/tt/y21 

Ellbnbobough,  Lord 

Real  Property  Registration,  2R.  106 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  JR^hurgh 
Criminal  Lair  Amendment,  2R.  202 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 
Consid.  add,  el  1669  ;  cZ.  2,  1671 

Elton,  Mr.  0. 1.,  Somerset,  W. 
Copyhold    Enfranchisement,   Consid.   add,  eL 
784  ;  Amendt.  785,  786  ;  3R.  1017 

Emlt,  Lord 

Giants'  Causeway,  Portmsh,  and  Bush  Valley 
Railway  and  Tramway,  3R.  1661 

Ehlyn,  Yisoount,  Carmarihemhire 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 
Comm.  1443 

Empire,  Defmees  of  the 

Coaling  Stations,  Question,  Mr.  Salt;  An- 
swer, The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mn  Guy  Dawnay)  July  24, 1777 

uigiiizea  Dy  vjiv/\     r    _. 
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Empire^  D^encei  ofthc—eoni. 

Defence  of  Commercial  Ports  and  Seaside 
Towns,  QaestioD,  Observations,  Earl  Cowper ; 
Reply,  The  Lord  Privy  Seal  (The  Earl  of 
Ilarrofrby);  short  debate  thereon  July  17, 
1028 

Defence  of  Londonderry  Barbour,  Questioo, 
Mr.  Lowis ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  ot  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  33, 
1628 

Works  at  Singapore,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ; 
A  Rawer.  The  Sarveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  July  24,1782 

Enfield,  Viscount 

Egypt  (Nile  Expedition)* Sir  Charles  Wilson, 

609 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Res.  406,  407  ;  Coram,  d.  1,  1764 
Wellington  Statue— Re>erection  at  Aldershot, 

608,  609 

England    a$id    China  —  ImporiaUon    of 
Opium — The  Agreement 
Question,  Mr.  Cropper;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bourke)  July  14,  662 

Evidence  by  Commission  Bill 

(Mr.    Attorney    General,    Lord    Randolph 
Churehillf  Mr.    Secretary  Stanley) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  July  21  [Bill  238] 

Bead2«*/uZy33 

EwiNO,  Mr.  A.  0&B-,  DtmharUn 

Medical  Relief  Diaqualifioatioa  RemoYal, 
Conam.  el  2,  Amendt.  1484,  1486,  1491  ; 
Consid.  add,  el  1656, 1657  ;  el  2,  Amondt. 
1659,  1666 

Exchequer  and  Treasury  Bills  Bill 

(^>  Arthur  Otway,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Sir  Henry  Holland) 
€,  Rei.  in  Committee  July  9 

Res.  reported,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 

readl**/u/y  10  [6111229] 

Read2»»/tt/y  16 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  20 
Considered  •  July  21 
Read  3»  •  July  92 
I  Read  1>  •  ( Earl  of  Iddesleigk)  July  23 
Read  2»  •  July  24 

Bxeeutiw   Government,  She — The  Recent 
Change  of  Administration 
Observations,  The  Duke  of  Argyll ;  short  de- 
bate  thereon  Jidy  10,  246 

Expiring  Iiaws  Continuance  Bill 

(Mr,  Herbert,  Sir  Henry  Holland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I'*  July  24  [BiU  24T] 

Factory  Acts  (Extension  to  Shops)  Bill 

(Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Burt,  Lord  Randolph 
ChurehiU,  Mr,  Fell) 
e.  Read  2o,  after  debate  July  9,  285     [Bill  23] 


Fabquhabsov>  Dr.  B.,  Alerdeenekire,  W. 
Army    Estimates — Commissariat^    dec.    Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  dsc.,  541 
Law     and    Justice    (Scotland) — Procurators 

Fiscal,  1802 
Medical      Relief    Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.  1436 

Federal  Conncil  of  Australasia  Bill  [hl.] 

(Secretary  Colonel  Stanley) 
e.  Read  2»,  aft^  debate  July  9,  220    [Bill  165] 

Fife,  Earl  of 

SecreUry  for  Scotland,  2R.  97 

Financial  Heform  Association  Almanac, 
The 
Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Aldcrley /tt?y  20, 
1155 

Fikoh-Hatton,  Hon.  M.  E.  G.,  Lineoln' 
shire,  8. 
Medical  Relief  Disqualificatioo  Removal,  2R. 
995,  996,  997  ;  3K.  1678 

FiNDLATER,  Mr.  W.,  Monoghan 
Ireland^  Bankruptcy   Court— InsuAcieiiey    of 
Sua,  1058 

FiBTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Chelsea 
Police  Eofranchisement  Extension,  2R.  1866, 
1868 

FitzGbbald,  Lord 
Giants'  Causeway,  Portrush,  and  Bush  Valley 

Railway  and  Tramway,  3R.  1766 
Land   Purchase  (Ireland),  IR.  1050;  Comm. 

1363  :  Report,  1608  ;  8R.  1776 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2), 

Res.  387 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm.  c2. 1, 1764«  1767 

FitzMAxmioB,  Lord  E.  G.  P.  Calne 
National  Portrait  Gallery—"  The   House  of 
Commons,  1793*'— Painting  by  Hickel,  166 

Fitz-Wtgram,    Lieut. -General  Sir   P. 
W.  J.,  Bants,  8. 
Army    Estimates— Commissariat,    dsc.    Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  &o,  545»  546 
Army      Estimates     (Supplementary)  •—  Land 
Forces,  471 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Salisbubt,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Bourke,  Eight  Hon.  B.) 

Forestry 
Select  Committee  nominated  July  8;  List  of 
the  Committee,  84 
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PoESTEB,  BigW  Hon.  W.  E.,  Bradford 
Crimioal  Law  Amendment,  3R.  207 

FoRTEsouB,  Earl 

Defences  of  the  Empire— Defence  of  Commer- 
cial Poru  and  Seaside  Towns,  1040 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England), 
Comm.  1176  ;  Report,  Amende.  1340  ^ 

Socondary  Education  in  Board  Schools  (Metro* 
polls).  Motion  for  a  Return,  1028 

FowLEE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.  N.  (Lord 
Mayor),  London 
Africa  (South) — Bechnanaland,  118 
Destitute     Children    (Compulsory    Industrial 

Training),  Res.  815 
Egypt—Earl  of  Northbrook's  RcporU,  124 
Soudan^ Reported   Death    of  the    Mahdi, 
1594 
General  Gordon— A  Public  Monument,  417 
"  Pall  Mall  Gazette  "  and  the    Metropolitan 

Police,  426,  661 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1212 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

Comm.  el,  2,  779 
Supply — National    Gallery  of   Ireland,  1329, 
1330 

Fo-wxEE,  Mr.  H.  H.,   Wolverhampton 
Oopyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  cl,  1,  226 
Honorary    Freedom    of    Boroughs  ^  Lords 

Reasons  Consid.  Amendt.  1016 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1729 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

Comm.  d,  2,  777 
Police,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  223 
Police  Enfranchisement  Eitension,  2R.  1738 
Rathmines  and   Ratbgar    Township,    Consid. 

cL  11,648 
Supply— Land  Registry.  752 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Ii2, 151,  158, 167 

FowLEE,  Mr.  W.,  Cambridge 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  el,  10, 

1704  ;  el.  25,  1719 
Law  and  Justioe-— Mrs.  Jeffrey's  Case,   125, 

1187 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  142 

Feeshpibld,  Mr.  C.  K.,  Dover 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 
1628 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {^Earl  Stanhope) 
I,  Read  3*  •  July  9  (No.  128) 
Royal  Assttit  July  16    [48  A  49  Viei.  o.  27] 

Gabbett,  Mr.  D.  F.,  Limerick 
^  Navy  —  Na?al    Accountant     and     Engineer 
Officers,  1403 

Chts  and  Water  Frovieional  Orders  (ITg.  2) 

Bill  {Lord  SudeUy) 

L  Read  3»  •  Ju/y  9  (No.  13G) 

Royal  Assent  July  16     [48  A  49  Vtet.  c.  IxIt] 


Ghts  ProTisional  Orders  (Ho.  1)  Sn 

{Lord  Sudeley) 
l  Royal  Assent /M/y  16  [48  4  49  Ftc^.o.  1?] 

General  Gordon 
Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary,  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Hv. 

Bourke)  July    17,    1055;    Question,   Mr. 

Raikes;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 

State    for   Foreign    Affairs    (Mr.    Bourke) 

/M;y21,1395 
A  Public  Monument,  Question,    Mr.   R.  N. 

Fowler;    Answer,   The  Chanoellor  ot    the 

Exchequer ; .  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawioii 

[no  reply]  July  13,  417 

Giantti*    CaiMeway,   Portrueh^   and  Buak 
Valley  Railway  and  Tramwaye  BiU 

/.Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  d^" 
July  24,  1758 
Moved,  **  That  so  much  of  Standing  Order 
No.  116  be  suspended  as  requires  the  in- 
sertion in  the  BiU  of  provisions  forfeiting  in 
certain  contingencies  to  the  Crown  money 
deposited  under  the  Standing  Orders  "  ( The 
Lord  Ventry)\  after  short  debate,  farther 
debate  adjourned 

Giles,  Mr.  A.,  Southampton 

Post  Office— North  American  Postal  Service, 
122 


Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Edin- 
burghshire 
Ireland — Ecclesiastical  Affairs — Roman  Catho- 
lic  Archbishop  of  Dublin^  Mr.   Erriogton, 
432 


GoLDNEY,  Sir  G.,  Chippenham 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 

el,  10,  1702.  1703,  1706 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification      Removal, 
Comm.  1427 


GoEST,    Sir  J.   E.  (Solicitor  General), 
Chatham 
Ireland— Maamtrasna,  &c.  Murders,  Res.  1120 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers) 
Comm.  el,  2,  777,  778  ;  add,  el.  781 

GoxTBLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Army      Estimates     (Supplementary) — Land 

Forces,  477 
Sgypt — Nile    Expedition— Steamers    on    the 

Nile,  427 
Mercantile  Marine — Certificates  ofOompetaney, 

Navy— Torpedo  Experiments,  418 

Grant,  Mr.  D.,  Marylebone 

Metlical     Relief     Disqualification      Removal, 

Comm.  1442 
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Qbaittham,  Ifc.  W.,  Surrey,  E. 
Copyhold  EDfranohisemeDt,  3R.  1019 
Japan— Mr.  Hartley,  1060 
Medical  Relief  Duoualifloation  Removal,   2R. 

974 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  150 


Qeay,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Carlow  Co, 

Ireland— Failure  of  the  Munster  Bank,  1407 
Medical  Belief  Disqualjfloation  Removal,  Mo- 

tion  for  Leave,  579 
Rathmines  and   Ratbgar  Township,    Consid. 

el,  11,643 
Supply— Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1321 
Local  Government  Board,  Ireland,  1293, 

1297 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1245 
.  Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland,  1320 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in   Ireland, 
1315 

Greenwich  Hospital  Bill    {Mr,  Ashmtad- 

Sarilett,  Sir  Eenry  Holland) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Julf  8  [Bill  222] 

Read  2«  •  July  20 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an    Instruction   to  the 
Committee,  that  they  have  power  to  make 
provisions  in  the  Bill  for  extending  the  eligi- 
bility of  persons  for  appointments  as  Naval 
Knights  of  Windsor  {Mr.  Athmead-BartUtt) ; 
Committee  ;  Report  July  21, 1514 
Considered  * ;  read  3^  July  22 
I,  Read  1*  •  {L,  EtphintUme)  July  23  (No.  201) 
Read2**/ii/y24 

ORBaoBY,  Mr.  G.  B.,  8u$$ex,  JS. 

Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corps,  497 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 
el,  10,  1703  ;  Amendt.  1703,  1705,  1707, 
1712 ;  el.  13,  Amendt.  1713,  1715  ;  el.  21, 
1718 

Supply— Land  Registcy,  749 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  169 

Gbey,  Mr.  A.  H.  G.,  NorthumherJand,  8. 
Metropolis  —  Street    Trafilo  —  *'  Pall  Mall 

Gazette,"  126,  281 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

243 

Halsbuby,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  Nomination   of 

Select  Committee,  634 
Lunacy  Laws,  1773 

Marriages  (Saint  John,  Cowley),  3R.  1342 
Real  Property  Registration,  2R.  104 
Submarine  Telegraph   Cables.  Comm.  el,   3, 

1603 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No, 2), 

Res.  390 

Halsey,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Eerts 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  el,  1,  225  ; 

el  50,  232 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 
Comm.  1434 

VOL.   OOXCIX.       [thIBP  SERIES.] 


HAiOLTONy  Bight    Hon.  Lord  G.  F. 
(First   Lord    of    the   Admiralty), 
Middlesex 
Imperial  Defences— Defence  of  Londonderry 

Harbour,  1628 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal,  Mo* 
tion  for  I^ave,  584 
,    Navy — Questions 

Admiralty— Expenditure  and  Liabilities— 

Financial    Management   of    the    Navy, 

1200  ; — Appointment  of  a  Financial  Lord, 

1201 ;— Vote  of  Credit,  285,  435 

Dockyards— Duty  Pay,  277 

Naval  Hospitals — Scripture  Readers,  &q. 

1199 
Naval  Knights  of  Windsor,  906 
New  South  Wales— A  Training  Ship,  1207 
Re-lnsUtement  of  Hobart  Pasha,  3,  4,  126 
Shipbuilding— Naval  Expenditure  (Vote  of 

Credit),  421 
Torpedo  Boats.  1189,  1100 
Torpedo  Experiments,  418 
Navy  —  Admiralty  (Expenditure  and  Liabili- 
ties), Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  879 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  14,  20,  31, 
32,40 
Coastguard    Service    and     Royal    Naval 

Reserves,  <bc.  42 
Dockyards  and  Naval  Tards,  63,  65,  213 
Half.  Pay,  Reserved.  Ac.  Pay  to  Officers  of 
the  Navy  and  Marines,  80|  82,  83,  216, 
219,  220 
Machinery  and  Ships  built  by  Contract,  Ao, 

74 
Marine  Divisions,  69 
Scientific  Branch,  44 
Supply,  Report,  564,  565 

Hamiltoit,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool 
Lighthouse    Commission — Professor  Tyndall, 

1617 
Navy  Estimates — Half-Pay,  Reserved,  Ao.  Pay 

to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  82 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  286 
United  States— Bounty  on  Sugar  Exportation, 

1619 

Hamilton,  Mr.  I.  T.,  Bullin  Co. 
Rathmines  and   Ratbgar    Township,    Consid. 
el,  11,  641 

Harbours 

Dover  Barbour,  ^estions.  Sir  Edward  Watkin, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jtdy  20,  1203 

Harbour  AooommodcUion,  Question,  Observa- 
tions, Viscount  Sidmouth ;  Reply,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (The  Duke 
of  Richmond)  July  23,  1608 

National  Barbours  of  Refuge^  Question,  Mr. 
Charles  Ross ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
/u/^  23,  1620 

Haboofbt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V., 
Derby 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  002 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 
cL  13, 1715 
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Habooubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  6.  V. — eotut, 
IreUnd  -»  MaamtrMna,    Ao.    Murders,    Rm. 

1088,  1090.  109U  1092,  1096,  1101,  1184 
Medical  Relief  Diiqualification  RemoTal,  SR. 
1008;    Comm.  el    1,  1475;    el.  2,    1479, 
1482,  1485,  1486,  1494;    Consid.  add.  el. 
1644,   1655,  1658 ;  el.  2,  1672  ;  SR.  1673, 
1674,  1677 
Parliament — BotiDeM    of  the    House,    438, 
1786 
House  of  Commons — R.  A.  Gosset,  Esquire, 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  1636 
Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  1866, 

1867 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  184, 186 

Haboottbt,  Colonel  E.  W.,  Oxfori8h%r$ 
Lair    and    Police  —  Alleged  Drunkenness  — 
Case  of  Mr.  John  Shaw  Phillips,  Cnlham 
House,  Abingdon,  Berks,  913 
NaTjr   Estimates  —  Coastguard   Serrioe  and 
Ro/al  Naval  Reseries,  d(c.  43 

HABBnroTOK,  Mr.  T.,  W6$tmMih 
Ireland  —  Maamtrasna,    Ao.   Murders,    Res. 
1105,1108 

Harris,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
East  Indian  Loan  (£10,000,000),  2R.  271 

Harris,  Mr.  W.  J.,  PooU 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  178 

Harrowbt,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Coast  Defences  and  Naval  Volunteer  Corps, 

1154 
Defences    of  the  Empire— Defenoe  of  Com- 
mercial Ports  and  Seaside  Towns,  1032 
Vote  of  Credit— Naval  Administration  of  the 
late  GoYemment,  628, 030,  631 

Hartinotok,  Bight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Lanea8hir$f  lf,E. 
Army   Estimates  —  Commissariat,  &c.   Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  d(c.  027,  542 
Army    (Supplementary)    Estimates  —  Land 

Foroes,  m,  474,  477 
Ireland  —  Maamtrasna,  Ac.  Murders,  Res. 

1125,1180,  1131 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  026, 1409 

Hay,  Admiral  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Wigtown^  Sfe. 
Defences  of  the  Empire— Works  at  Singapore, 

1782 
General  Gordon,  1055 
Navy— NaTal  KnighU  of  Windsor,  906 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  OflSoe,  4,  35,  39 
Coastguard    Service    and     Royal    Naval 

Reserves,  Ac.  41 
Dockyards,  dsc.  55 
Balf-Pay,  Reserved,  Ac.  Pay  to  OflOcers  of 

the  Navy  and  Marines,  81 
Marine  Divisions,  68,  71 
Scientific  Branchy  4i 


Haytee,  Ookmel  Sir  A.  D.,  Bath 

Army  Estimates,  287 

Army  Reserve  Force,  500 
Volunteer  Corps,  403,  495 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Monaghan 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Court  Martial  on 

Sergeant  M' Bride,  655 
Federal  Council  of  Australasia,  2R.  222 
Ireland— Questions 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours,  1396,  1397 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Sub-Commissioners» 

415,  416 
Magistracy— Stipendiary  Magistrates,  923 
Parliamentary    Elections — Assistaai  Re- 
vising Barristers,  120 
Piers  and   Harbours  —  Grand  Jury,   Co. 
Donegal  —  Inquiry  into  Improper  Ex- 
penditure, 413,  414 
Post    OflSce  —  Appointments  in  the   Sur- 
veyor's Department,  416 
''Protestant  Episcopalian  Church  of  Ire- 
land," 1057,  1405 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Case  of  District 
Inspector  Murphy,  344,  358,  359,  360  ;— 
Promotion,  1054 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Questions 
Contempt  of  Court,  924 
Maamtrasna  Murders,  1405 
Release  of  a  Convict  Murderer,  909 
Ireland  —  Maamtrasna,   dM.    Morden,    Res. 

1090,1110,1140 
Ubonrers  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R.  228 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal,  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  580;  2R.   1010;    Comns. 
add.  cl.  1510,  1511 ;  Consid.  add.  d.  1656, 
1657 
Moveable  Dwellings,  Motion  for  Leave,  1513 
Parliament  —  Dissolution  —  Postponement  of 
the  School  Board  Elections,  915 
Palace  of  Westminster  —  Aooeas  to  thia 
House— Mr.  Jenkinsoo,  1061 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  Comm.  230 ;  el.  1,  237 ;  add.  <L 
1337 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 
Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  574 ; 
el.  2,  Amendt.  775,  776,  778  ;  add.  el.  782, 
784 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Conunittee, 

242 
Poor  \xw  Unions'  Officers  (Ireland),  Cooun. 

1013,  1015.  1335,  1336 
Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers),  Comm. 

233,  234 
Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Township,  Consid. 
el.  11,  651 ;  d.  15,  Amendt.  652  ;  8R.  1053 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Imprisonment), 
2R.  382  ;   Comm.  Amendt.  add.  d.  1150, 
1151  :  Consid.  1512 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  1585 

Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1214,1217.1218 
Report,  1334 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  1886 
Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland),  ohanged 
from  Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2),  1593 

Henderson,  Mr.  F.,  J)und^ 
Medical      Relief    Disqualification     Removal, 
Comm.  cl.  2, 1488 
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Henxacfb,  Mr.  E.,  Gr$at  OrifMhy 

Contagious    Diseases   (Animals)  Acts— Foot- 

and-Moath  Disease— Outbreak  at  Ampthill, 

Bedfordshire,  1211 
Depression  of  Trade — Royal  Commission,  419 
Medioal  Relief  Disqualification  RemoTal,  664  ; 

2R.  1009  ;  Coram.  1484  ;  el  2,  1480,  1607  ; 

€uUi,  el  1511  ;  Consid.  add.  el  1651  ;  8R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1676,  1678,  1783. 

1784 
Parliamentary   ElecUoni  —  Fixing  of  PolHnir 

Places,  433 

Hbknieeb,  Lord 

Palace  of  Westminster  —  Committee  Rooms- 
Ventilation  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  110 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Comm.  el  I,  1767 

Hekry,  Mr.  M.,  Oahoay  Co, 

Ireland  —  Piers  and  Harbours  —  Grand  Jury, 
Go.  Donegal— Inquiry  into  Improper  Ex- 
penditure, 414 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — National  Portrait 
Gallery,  408 

Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  17, 19 
Scientific  Branch,  44 

Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  Amendt.  804, 
830,  821,  843,  844,  866,  878 

HsRRiES,  Lord 
Secreury  for  Scotland,  3R.  1379 

Hersohkll,  Sir  F.,  Durham 

Parliamentary  Elections  ( Returning  Officers), 

Comm.  574 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Motion  for  Leave, 

1513 


HiBBEBT,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 

"Pall  Mall  Gazette"  and  the  Metropolitan 

Police,  425 
Supply  —  Convict  Establishments  in  England 
and  the  Colonies,  755 
Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances, 
Ac.  770 

HiOES,  Mr.  E,,  Cambridgeshire 

Army   Estinuites  —  Commissariat,  Ac.  Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  Ac.  532 
Customs  and    Inland    Revenue  —  Storing    of 

Grain  and  Rice,  658 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),2R.  947  ; 

Comm.  el  6,  Amendt.    1698,   1699,   1700  ; 

add,  el  1728 
Law  and  Jusdce— The  Assizes,  1195,  1196 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  8.,  Staffordshire,  W. 
Law  and  Police  (England  and  Wales)-^Sale  of 

Obscene  Literature,  1408,  1409 
Medical     Relief    Disqualification     Removal, 
Comm.  1474;  el  2,1490 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T.  (Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Midhurst 
Bankruptcy  (Office  AccommoUntion),  2R.  548  ; 
Comm,  1012 


Holland,  Sir  H.  T.— ^onf. 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  €omm.  el  1,  227, 

229 
Oriminal  Law  Amendment,  1512 
Custom  House  Records,  1779 
Factory  Acts  (Extension  to  Shops],  2R.  238 
Housing  of  the  Working  Glasses  in  Scotland 

1627 
Inland  Revenue  (Income  Tax)-~Suroharge  on 

the  London  Assurance  Corporation,  925 
Ireland — Questions 

Bankruptcy  Court— Insufficiency  of  Staff, 

1068 
Board  of  Works— Sligo  Harbour  Boards- 
Repayment  of  Loan,  657 
Education  —  National   School   Teachers^ 
Pension   Fund— The  Valuation,  480;-— 
Residences,  1623 
Fishery   Piers  and  narboura— Greystones 
Harbour,    1624  ;  —  Pier   at    Balderrig, 
Killerduff,  and  PuUna-Muck,  Go.  Mayo, 
1781 
Inland    Navigation  and    Drainage  <—  The 

River  Bann,  1186 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Dublin,  904 
Marine   Biological  Association  —  Application 
for    an    Examining    Station   in    Plymouth 
Sound,  1196 
Poisons  Bill — Poisonous  Patent  Medicines,  428 
Polehampton  Estates,  2R.  548 
Stationery  Office,  907 
Supply,  Comm.  381,  382 

Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  1318 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1323 
Houses  of  Parliament,  842,  844 
Land  Registry,  746,  753 
National  Gallery  of  Ireland,  1327 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland.  1214,  1217. 1219, 
1229.  1241,  J242,  1245,  1252, 1258, 1263 
Public  Works  Office,  Ireland,  1315 
Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland,  1820 
Report,  1333 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  1332 
Superannuation  and   Retired   Allowances, 

djc.  762,  768,  767,  768,  773.  775 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland. 

1317 
Teaohers'  Pension  Office,  Ireland,  1324 

HoLMBs,    Eiglit    Hon.    K,    (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin   Uhi- 
vereiiy 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice— Contempt  of  Court, 
923  ; — Custody  of  Prisoners  in  Ireland, 
1810.1811 
Parliamentary   Elections —   City  of   Lon- 
donderry—New List  of  Voters,  1188 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Case  of  District 
Inspector  Murphy,  847 
Ireland  —  Land    Law   Act,  1881  —  Mr.  Sib- 

Commissioner  Walpole,  Res.  1798 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.  el  2,  1502 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

Comm.  CLdd.  el,  784 
Poor  Law  Unions'   Officers  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1013,  1015,  1336  ;  el  1,  1857 
Representation  of  the  People  Act.  1884— Dis* 
franchisement  of  the   Carrickfergus    Free- 
men, 1059 
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HoLMii,  Right  Hon.  H.— eoiK. 
Summary  Jorisdictten  (Tem  of  Imprisonmtiit), 
Consld.  1512  ,    ,     ^ 

Supplf  —  AdmlraHf  Court  Regiatry,  Ireland, 
1819 
ConttalMilaty,  Ireiand,  1881 
County  Court  Offloora,  Ireland,  1W4, 1825, 

lg26,1827 
Court  of  Bankroptoy,  Ireland,  1318 
Lair  Charges  and  Criminal  Proieoationi, 

Ireland,  1541,1544, 1648,  15ft2 
Report,  1838 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  1381 
aapreme  Oouri  of  Jndioatare  in  Ireland, 
1817 

HoMB,    Lieutenant-Colonel   D.  Milne, 

Army   Eetlmatee  —  Commissariat,  &c.  Store 
Estahlishments,  Wages,  Ac.  589 

Home  Depabtmbnt — Secretary  of  State 
{m   Cross,    Eight   Hon.   Sir   R. 

AsBHBTOlf) 

Home  Dbpabtmbht— Under  Seoretary  of 
State  {800  WoETLEY,  Mr.  0.  B. 
Stuaet-) 

Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroaglis  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Kmoood} 

e.  Lords'  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendt. 
made  by  the  Commons  considered  July  16, 
1015;  after  short  debate.  Moved,  •*  That 
this  House  doth  insist  upon  the  Amendt.  to 
which  the  Lords  ha?e  disagreed  "  {Mr,  JET.  E. 
FowUr) ;  Question  put ;  A.  35,  N.  40  ;  M.  5 
(D.  L.  283)  _ 

I  Royal  Assent  July  22    [48  4  49  Vict.  o.  29] 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Camhridg0  Un%v0r8%ty 
Supply— Hooaes  of  Parliament,  849 

HoPWOOD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 
Criminal  Uw  Amendment,  2R.  Amendt.  199 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)  —  Sen- 
tences at  the  Surrey  Sessions,  657. 658 
Medical    Relief    Disqualification     Remoial, 
Comm.  d.  1,  1475 ;   eU  2,  AmendL   1481, 
1488 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  664 
Pnblio  Health— SmaU-Pox— The  "  Castalia  " 
HospiUl  Ship— Vaccination  of  an  Infant  at 
Birth,  and  again  three  days  after,  1185 

HoTJLDSWoKTH,  Mt.  W.  H.,  Manehe0t0r 
Parliament— Business  of  the  HoHse,  424 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Eng- 
land) Bill    [H.L.] 

(The  Marquess  ofStUUhury) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  July  18         {No.  17") 
Read  2*  July  16,  889  r  ,   «^  ,  i  a« 

Committee ;  after  short  debate  July  20, 1169 
Report  July  21,  1388 


Bmmnf  cfihs  Wwkhy  doiM  (En^kmdi  BiU 

— cont. 
Road  8%    after    shoH    debate;   Bill    pused 

July  24, 1769 
e.  Read  l*  •  {Sir  R.  A.  Crou)  July  24    [Bill  248] 

HowABD,  Mr.  J.,  B0f(ford8kir0 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Foot^and- 
Mouth  Disease— Outbreak  at  Ampthill,  Bed- 
fordshire, 1212 

HuBBABD,  Eight  Hon.  J.  C,  London 
Customs  and  Inland   RcTonue  (No.  2),  2R. 

Amendt.  935,  962  ;  Comm.  1689 
Supply— Public  Education,  690 

HtJHTLY,  Marquess  of 
SecreUry  for  Scotland,  Report,  897,  898 ;  8R. 
1878 

Iddbsleioh,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  tlie 
Treasury) 
GianU*  Causeway,  Portrosh,  and  Bosh  Valley 

Railway  and  Tramway,  8R.  1761 
Seoretary  for  Scotland,  Report,  901 

IixiNGWORTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Army     Estimates    (Supplementary)  —  Land 

Forces,  473 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue  (No.  2),  2R.  952 
NaTy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  28 

Hair-Pay,  die.  to  Officers  of  the  Nary  and 
Marines,  220 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Seleot  Committee, 
239  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  240, 241, 242 
Snpplj^Hottsea  of  Parliament,  845,  865 
Report,  562, 566 

Superaonuaiion  and  Retired    AUowaneas, 
Ac.  768 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  189 

Inob,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Ea%tings 

High  Court  of  Justioe—  Return  of  CaoMt,  911 

Inohiqttin,  Lord 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  2R.  1182 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Profisional  Order  (No.  2^ 
Res.  888 

Inpia 

Bengal  —  Alleged  Starvatum,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  Sute  for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Churohill) 
July  16,  918 

Defences  of  the  North-West  Frontier,  Qnee- 
tion,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill  July  18.  428 

Oovemment  of  India  Act  —  JLord  Rando^ 
Churchill,  Questions,  Mr.  Buchanan;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  July  10,  280 

Native  States^ Expulsion  of  a  French  Citigtn 
from  Travaneore^  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  lQdia(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  Jtdyn, 
1618 
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jbroiA — Secretary  of  State  (m^  GmmoHiLr, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  S.) 

India — Under  Seoretary  of  State  («w 
Harbis,  Lord) 

Intermediate  Education,  Wales,  Bill 

{Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  O$home  Morgan^  Lord 
Richard  GroaveMr) 
c.  Order    for    2R.  diaoharged;    Bill  withdrawn 
July  9,  223  [Bill  1»5] 

Ibeulnd       (3ii$eellaneon8  Qttestiom') 

Ecele$i(utieal  Afain^  The  Raman  Catholic 
uirchbishop  of  Dublin — Mr.  Errington,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Callaa ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  (Mr. 
Boarke),  Mr.  GUdstoae  July  18,  481 

Failure  of  the  Munster  Bank,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Brodrick  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke), 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Julf/  20, 
1210 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Gray  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  21, 1407 

Grand  Jury  {Ireland)  Act^Fee$  to  the  Semre- 
taryto  tfie  Grand  Jury,  Co.  Cavan,  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  TSir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  16, 
909 

Industrial  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  17, 1057 

Intermediate  Education  (Ireland)  Act,  1878 — 
Application  of  Act  to  Oirls,  Question,  Mr. 
James  Stuart;  AnBwer,The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Uart  Dyke)  July  16,917 

Landlord  and  Tenani^Mtss  Kieran,  Tencmt 
of  the  Earl  of  Howth,  Question,  Mr.  Sheil ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  Jtdy  9,  118  :-.Jfr. 
Sand  ford  Wills,  Question,  Mr.  O' Kelly; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  24,  1782 

Loans  to  Landlords  {Raymunterdoney,  Co. 
Donegal,  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke)  July  9, 122 

Local  Taxation'-^  Town  Commissioners  of 
Bangor,  Co,  Down  —  Audit  of  Accounts, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  20,  1206 

Meetings  of  the  IfaHonal  League^  King's  Co.— 
Intrusion  of  the  Police,  Questions,  Mr. 
MoUoy :  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  20, 1192 

Mr.  C.  E.  James i  Official  Asignee  in  Bank- 
ruptcy — Investigatton  of  Accounts,  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  14,  666 

Parliamentary  Elections  ^Assistant  Revising 
Barristers,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke)  July  9,  120  ;— C%  of  London- 
derry—The New  List  of  Voters,  Question, 
Mr.  Lewis;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  July  20,  1188 

Registry  of  Deeds  Office.  Dublin,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  July  16,  904 

[eimt. 


Irbland — cont. 

Speech  of  Lord  Randolph  ChurchiU  at  Edii^ 
burgh,  Dee  21,  1883,  Questtoo,  Mr.  M'Coan  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  July  9,  116 

The  Bankruptsy  Couri-^lns^glieieney  of  Staf, 
Question,  Mr.  Findhiter ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
July  17,  1068 

Ihe  Collector  Oeneral  of  Rates,  Duhlm,'  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer^  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary lor  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)*/^^  18, 
410 

The  Landed  Estates  Oourt-^  Purchase  of  Bold' 
ings,  Obserrations,  Lord  Castletown  ;  Reply, 
The  Marquess  of  Waterford  July  13,  396 

The  **  ProUstant  Episcopalian  Church  of  Ire- 
land," Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Sir  R.  Asshetou  Cross)  July  17,  1067; 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SeoreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  21,  1405 

The  Royal  University  of  Ireland—Second 
EMnUnationin  Arts,  Qucstton,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  20|,  1208 

Tramufoys,  Question,  Mr.  Sextos;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke)  July  23.  1623 

Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Leasing  Perpetuity 
Act,  1851,  Withdrawal  of  NetU,  Obstmi- 
tions.  The  Earl  of  Leitrtm  July  17, 1040 

Board  of  Works  (Ireland) 
SHoo  Barbour  Board^Bepayment  of  Loan* 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,*  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
July  14,  667 

Fisheries  (Ireland) 

Deep  Sea  TrawUng,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  14,  655 

Fislieries  (Ireland)  Act,  18i2— Obstruction  of 
Fisheries,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke)  July  24,  1779 

Mussel  Fisheries,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  tor  Ireland  (Sir 
W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  23, 1616 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland) 
The  Rivers  Foyle  and  Bann,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Irebind  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  23, 1617 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) 
Cork  Lunatic  Asylum,  Obserrations,  Mr.  Deasy ' 

July  24,  1807 
Inspectors  of  Lunacy— The  Report,  Question, 

Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 

Ury  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  29, 

1624 

National  Education  (Ireland) 
Commissioners  of— The  Rev.  Dr.  Banna,  D.D.t 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
jM/y20,1196  T 
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^aUonal  Scliool  Tedchers 

Ptn*ion  Fund--  The  Valuation^  Question,  Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  July  13,  430 

£eiidences.  Question,  Colonel  CoUhurst ;  An- 
«wer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  July  23, 1623 

Salaries,  Question,  Mr.  Juatin  Hontly 
McCarthy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  9, 119 

Poor  Law  {Ireland) 

JSledum  of  Ouardiant^-North  Poriarlington 
Division,  MountmeUiek  Union,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SeoreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  18,  431 

Philip  DoyU,  Poor  Rate  Collector,  Tinafiely 
Petty  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  9,  123 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretory for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  le,  908 

Rathdowney  Dispensary  District,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  C^ke) 

.     /u/y20, 1193 

Post  Office  [Ireland) 

Appointments  in  the  Surveyor's  Depmrtmeni, 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Lord  John  Manners)  July  13, 
416 

Mail  Service  between  DiAlin  and  the  West, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Lord  John  Manners)  July  13, 
428 

Postal  Arrangements  at  Arhlow,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  J,  Corbet;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Lord  John  Manners)  Jtdy  23,  1622 

The  Baltimore  and  Skibbereen  Mail  Service, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Lord  John  Manners)  July  10, 
277 

The  General  Post  Office,  Dublin^Substitution 
of  Gcu  Engines  for  Steam,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Lord  John  Manners)  July  10,  278 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  [Ireland] 
The  River  Bann,  Questions,  Sir  Thomas 
M'Clure,  Dr.  Lyons ;  Answers,  The  Seore- 
tory  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
/u/y20,  1186 
The  Upper  Morning  Star  River  Drainage  DiS' 
trici.  Question,  Mr.  O'SuUiTan ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke)  Jttty  16,  911 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) 
Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for    Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart   Dyke) 
July  21,  1396 
Piers  at  Balderrig,  KUlerduff,  tmd  Pui-Na^ 
Muck,   Co,   Mayo,  Question,   Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Secretory  to  the  Treasury  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  July  24,  1781 
The  Greystones  Barbour,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secretory  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Sir  Henry  Holland)  July  33, 1624 

\emt. 


iRKLAND^tfOn^ 

Piers  and  Harbours  {Ireland) 
The  Grand  Jury,  Co,  Donegal^Ifupdry  inU 
Improper  Expenditure^  QoestMna,  Mr. 
Healy,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ;  Answers*  The 
Chief  Secretory  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke) /tt^y  13,413 

Ijaw  and  Justice  {Ireland) 

Cavan  Grand  Jury,  Question,  Mr.  B  iggar ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretory  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  23,  l<n6 

Chancery  Division,  High  Court  of  Justice — 
Contempt  of  Court  —  Mr,  C^Brien,  M.P,^ 
Questions,  Mr.  M*Coan ;  Answers,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) ; 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  [no  reply]  July  16, 933  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  M<Coan,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Speaker,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  IreUnd  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  %l, 
1401 

Custody  of  Prisoners  in  Ireland,  Observations, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  ( Mr.  Holmes) ;  short  debate 
thereon  July  24, 1808 

Expenses  of  Witnesses  —  Mrs,  Margaret 
Raftery,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretory  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke)  July  23,  1621 

Mr.  W.  Francis,  Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  Corri^ 
nUen,  Co,  Leitrim,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  16,  916 

Release  of  a  Convict  Murderer,  Question,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  16.  909 

The  Maamtrasna  Murders,  Question,  Mr 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chiet  Seoretorv  for 
Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  16,  921  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Healy;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  21,  n05 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland) 

Belfast  Petty  Sessions — Attendance  of  Magi*' 
trates.  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke)  July  14,  661 

Stewartstown  Petty  Sessions  ^^Party  Proces- 
sions, Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretory  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke)  July  23,  1615 

Borough  of  Belfast — Roman  CcUholie  MagiS" 
trcues,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hsrt 
Djke)  July  20,  1193 

Resident  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  Kenny ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretory  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  9, 127 

Stipendiary  Magistrates,  Questions,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tory for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  Ju^  16, 
922 

Zaw  and  Police  {Ireland) 
Abstraction  of  Cattle,  Co,  Ldtrim^  Queetion, 
Colonel  O'Beirno;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland   (Sir    VV.  Hart  Dyke) 
/u^y  23, 1617 
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Irkland — Law  and  Police— cont 
Alleged  Ditturbancet  at  Portadotxm,  Questions, 

Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry 

for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  20, 

1190 
Detention  of  ImtoxieaUd  Per$ont,   Question, 

Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary 

for  IreUnd  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  20, 

1209 
KiUinff  of  Thomoi  M*Grath*i  Oeen  at  Cahir, 

Co,  Rotcommon,  Question,   Mr.  O' Kelly ; 

Answer,    The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 

(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  2i,  1782 
Protection  at  Cladymore,  Question,  Mr.  Small ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 

W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  17,  1064 

Prisons  {Ireland) 

Inspectors  of  Prisons,  Question,  Mr.  Brodriek ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  DykeWu/y  10,  288 

Salaries  of  Prison  Warders,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  10,  278 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Case  of  District  Inspector  Murphy,  Obserra- 
tions,  Mr.  John  Redmond ;  Reply,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) ; 
debate  thereon  July  10,  340 

Death  of  Peter  O^Qara  in  a  Police  Cell  at 
Sligo,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke)  July  18,  422 

Distribution,  Questions,  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  22, 1515 

District  Inspector  Oibbons,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  23, 1620 

Explosives  Acts  —  Appointment  of  Inspectors, 
Q.ue8tion,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke)  July  17,  1055 

Promotion,  Question,  Mr.  Healy;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke)  July  17,  1054 

Crivfie  and  Outrage  {Ireland) 
Alleged  Firing  at  the  Person  at  Kiflasmeestia, 
^teen's  Co,,  Questions.  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor; Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  16,  905 
**  Boycotting  "  of  Irish  Workmen,   Question, 
Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  16, 
920 
Murder  of  Mrs,  Nolan,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  J. 
0>rbet ;  Answers.  The  Chief  Seoretary   for 
Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  13,  420  ; 
Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke) ;    Qnestion",    Mr.    Arthur    O'Connor 
[no  reply] /i*/y  16,920 
Riot  at  Waterford,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power  ; 
Answer,   The   Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  JxUy  13,  436 
[See  titles  Land  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881 
„        Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 

— Irish  Land  Commission 
„        Prevention  of  Crime  {Ireland) 
Act,  1882] 


Ireland — Maamtra^na,  ^o.  Murders 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  16,  921  ;  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  21, 1405 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  17,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  **  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  institute  strict  inquiry  into  the  evi- 
dence and  convictions  in  the  Maamtrasna, 
BarbaviUa,  Crossmaglen,  and  Castleisland 
oases,  the  case  of  the  brothers  Delahunty, 
and,  generally,  all  cases  in  which  witnesses 
examined  in  the  trials  now  declare  that  they 
committed  perjury,  or  in  which  proof  of  the 
innocence  of  the  accused  is  tendered  by 
credible  persons,  and  that  sueh  inquiries, 
with  a  view  to  the  full  discovery  of  truth  and 
the  relief  of  innocent  persons,  should  be  held 
in  the  manner  mest  favourable  to  the  recep. 
tion  of  all  available  evidence  *'  {Mr.  Pamell^ 
v.,  1064;  Qoestion  proposed,  "That  thA 
words,  die. ; "  after  long  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

James,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Taunton 
Medical    Relief     Disqualifioation    Removal, 

Comm.  1445;  el,  2,  1499 
Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  1732 
Revising  Barristers,  2R.  1730 

Japan — Mr,  Hartley 
Question,  Mr.  Grantham ;  Answer,  The  Under 
SecreUry  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bonrke)  July  17, 1060 

Jbrningham,   Mr.   H.  E.  H.,  Berwich 
on- Tweed 
Army^Boxer  Cartridge,  434 

KsNNAaD,  Mr.  0.  J.,  SaUslwry 
Mines,  Accidents  in— The  Royal  Commiision, 
1205 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  E, 
Pluralities,  Comm.  d,  2,  Amendt.  1870  ;  cl,  8, 

Amendt.  t6. 
Public  Health  (Members  and  Oflleers),  Comm. 

233,  234 ;  eU  2,  788,  792  ;  cl,  3,  796 

Kennt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  BmUs 

Ireland— Magistracy— Resident    Magistratei, 
127 

KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of 

East  IndU  Loan  r£  10,000,000),  2R.  274 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England), 

Comm.  cl,  3,  1176 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  IR.  I05I 

Kino-Harman,  Colonel  E.  E.,   Dublin 
Co, 

J*  Labourers  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R.  575 
Medical     Relief    Disqualifioation    Removal,^ 
Consid.  add,  eU  1657     izea  oy  vjv/v/'^i>^ 
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Knra-HABMAN,  Colonel  £.  K,—eont 

Rftthmioes  mnd  Ratbgar    Township,    Contid. 

ci.  11,646,  648 
Sopplj — Local   Government    Board,   Ireland, 
1284   1289 
Pnblie  BnUdings,  Ireland,  1222 

Labouohbbe,  Mr.  H.,  Northamfion 
Gustomi  and  Inland  ReTonoe  (No.  2),  CofflBi. 

1694 
IMedical     Relief    DUqualifteation    RemoTal, 

Comm.  1471 ;  SR.  1678, 1676 
Na?7  Estimates — Dockyards,  ke,  63  ;  Amendt. 

64,  65,  66 
Rukmines  and  Ratbgar  Township,    Gonsid. 

«/.  11,  651 
Soathwark  and  Vaoxhall  Water,  2R.   1387, 

1612,  1613 
Snpplj,  lUport,  556 

lAbonrers  (Irelaiid)  Ofo.  3)  Bill 

(Mr^  Campbell'Bunnerman,  Mr,  Solicitor  Qeneral 

for  Ireland) 
e,  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  July  9,  223 

Read  2«,  after  debate  Jul^  18,  574       [Bill  68] 

Committee  * — b.p.  July  22 

Zand  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 

Duke  of  AhercomCt  EttaXe^Bryan  Molhy, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July2i,  1780 

Sub- Commissioners,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Heal/ ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  13,  415 

Zand  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881  —  Ti^ 
j^ish  Land  Commission 

Fair  Rents,  Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  9,  112 

Applications  for  Fair  Rent  and  Appeals,  (^es- 
tion,  Mr.  Marum ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  IreUnd  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  10,  284 

Block  in  the  Appeal  Court,  Question,  Mr. 
Justin  M'Carthy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
Ury  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)/ttty  17, 
1056 

Zand  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881— 1/r.  Sub- 
Commissioner  Walpole 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  24,  To 
leaTe  out  from  **That,**  add  **in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  the  oppressive  character  of 
Mr.  Sub-Commissioner  Walpole's  relations 
with  his  own  tenantry,  and  the  general  public 
distrust  justly  inspired  by  his  decisions, 
render  it  undesirable  that  he  should  continue 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  administration  of 
the  Land  Uw  (Ireland)  Act "  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
V,  1789 ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the 
words,  Ao. ; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 
Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  '*  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  general  public 
distrust  inspired  by  the  decisions  of  Mr. 
Sab-Commissioner  Walpele  renders  it  de- 

[eont. 


Land  Law  {heland)  Act,  ISBl^Mr,  Sub-Cm^ 
missioner  Walpole -^wmi, 
■irable  that  further  inquirj  shonld  be  aade 
into  bis  administration  of  the  Land  Imw 
(Ireland)  Act "  (iff.  0*Br%m)  r. ;  QBastke 
put,  "  That  the  words,  dse. ; "  A.  123,  N.  32 ; 
M.  91  (D.  L.  247} 

Land  Pnrdhase  (Irdaad)  Bill  [bj.] 

{The  jA>rd ChamesUar  efheUmd,  Lord 
Ashbourne) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1%  after  short  debate  July  17' 
1040  (No.  184) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  July  20,  1 178 
Committee,  after  debate  July  21,  1342 
Report  July  23,  1606  (No.  197) 

Read  3%  after  short  debate  Jtsly  24,  1775 

(Nos.  204-205] 
e.  Read  !•  •  July  24  [BUI  349] 

Land  Pwehase  {Ireland  BiU 

Question,  Mr.  Small ;  Answer,  The  Gkisf 
Secretary  for  IreUnd  (Sir  W.  fljvt  Dyke) 
July  23, 1624 

JAmd$  HM  in  Uwtmmn^Tka  Dnitk 
Duties 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Costoms  and  Inland 
Rerenue  (No.  2)  Bill  July  23,  To  leare  out 
from  *•  That,"  add  "  the  proposed  exemption 
of  lands  held  in  mortmain  from  the  charge 
to  be  imposed  on  corporate  property  in  lies 
of  Death  Duties  is  inexpedient  and  ui\just " 
{Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  v,  1679  ;  Question 
proposed,  *'That  the  words,  Ac.;"  after 
short  debate.  Question  put  ;  A.  94,  N.  38  : 
M.  56  (D.  L.  243) 

Law  akb  Tusticb  (Englahd  and  Walbs) 
( ^usiions) 

Case  of  David  Bradley,  M.D.,  Queetioii,  Mr. 
Mac&rlane ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheten 
Cross)  July  16,  907 ;  Qaestiona,  Mr.  Mae- 
farlane,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmeat 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  July  21,  1396 

Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Newcasile-on-Tyns-' 
The  Vicar  of  St.  Mark's,  South  Shields, 
Question,  Mr.  Broadhuret;  Answer,  The 
Vioe  President  of  the  Coaneil  (Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope)  July  20, 1203 

JJiffh  Couri  of  Justies— Return  of  Causes, 
Question,  Mr.  Ince  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross)  July  16,  911 

Offences  under  the  Explosives  Act,  1883,  and 
Attacks  upon  unarmed  Persons  with  Re- 
volvers^ Flogging,  Question,  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department  (Sir  R«  Assheten 
Cross)  Jm^  16,  925 

Sentences  at  the  Surrey  Sessions,  Qoestioo, 
Mr.  Hopwood ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  July  14,  657 

The  Assises,  Questions,  Mr.  Hicka ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) /h^M, 
1195 

uigiTizea  oy  vjiv/v/v  i\> 
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Law  a3u>  Jwiom  ( England  and  ffW««)— coat. 
Th§  Tried  of  Mrs,  Jeffreys,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
Fowler;  Answers.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Groas)  Juky  9, 126  }  July  20,  1187 

Law  Ain>  PoLiOB  (ENaLAND  AND  Wales) 

Alleged  Case  of  Abduction,  Question,  Mr. 
Picton  ;  An8w«r,  Tbo  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Gross)  July  21,  U03 

Alleged  Drunkenness  —  Case  of  Mr.  John 
Shaw  Phillips,  Culham  House,  Abingdon, 
Berks,  Question,  Mr.  £.  W.  Harcourt ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
July  16,913 

Attack  on  FoUce  Constable  Davis,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  July  17, 1059 

Disturbance  at  Rye  Jaouse,  Eerie,  Questions, 
Colonel  NoUn,  Mr.  fieresford,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secrotary  of  StaU 
for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  Ju/y  20,  1194 

Baneington  OariUne,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  E.  Assheton 
Cross)  Ju/y  20,  1207 

Punishment  of  Burglars  attaching  unarmed 
Persons  with  Revolvers^ Flogging,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Frederick  Milner,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Gross) /tt/y  17,  1062 

The  **PaU  Mail  OaeeUe"  ^  Objectionable 
Articles,  Question,  Mr.  Albert  Grey ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton.  Cross)  July  10, 
281 ;  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Sir  R.  Assheton  Gross)  July  14, 
661  ;  Question,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith  ;  An- 
twer.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Departttent  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  JtUy  16, 
910 

Sale  of  Obscene  Literature,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sta?eley  Hill ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross);  Question,  Mr.  Onslow 
[no  reply]  Jidy  21, 1408 

OSseene  Publications,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
July  22,  1516 

[See  titles  Metropolis -— ^' Pail  Mall 
QaeetU*'  The] 

Law  of  Evidence  (Criminal  Cases)  Bill 

(Mr,  Attorney  Qeneral,  Secretary  Sir  William 

Harcourt,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral) 
€.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  1 4  [  Bill  65] 

^Lawebwcb,  Sir  J.  J.  Trevor,  Surrey ^  Mid 
Sonthwark  and  Vauzhall  Water,  2R.  1384 

Lawrknoe,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  2R.  948 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  161 


Lawsoit,  Sir  W.,  CarluU 
Army    (Supplementary)    Estimates  -*  Land 

Forces,  467 
Egypt  (Soudan) — Reported  Fighting  at  Ras- 

sala,  1518,  1594 
Oeneral  Gordon — A  PnUio  Monument,  417 
Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— Mr.  Snb.Com« 

missioner  Walpole,  Res.  1798 
Law  and  Police — Punishment  of  Burglars — 

Flogging,  1062 
Navy   Estimates  —  Half- Pay,    Reserved,  ^. 

Pay  to  Offleers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  80 
Turkey—The  BUok  Sea,  658 

Lbfbvab,   Bight  Hon.  G.  J.   Skawi 
Reading 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  SR.  Amendt.  1016, 

1018, 1019 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  OflEioe,  84,  35 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  425, 1410 
Post  Office— North  American  Postal  Service, 

122 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  819,  820 
Report,  549 

Lmohton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  8. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  208 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  150, 151 

Lbighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire ,  N. 
Post  Offloe  Savings  Banks— Limitation  of  De- 
posiu,  277 

Leitbim,  Earl  of 

Trinity  College,  Dublin,    Leasing  Perpetuity 
Act,  1851,  1040 

Lennox,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  H.  G.  0.  Q., 
Chichester 
Admiralty  —  Escpenditure    and    Liabilities  — 
Financial  Management  of  the  Navy,  1200 ; 
— Appointment  of  a  Financial,  Lord,  1201 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  212 

Half.Pay,  Reserved,  Ac.  Pay  to  Officers  of 
the  Navy  and  Marines,  214,  220 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 
Imperial  Defences — Defence  of   Londonderry 

Harbour,  1628 
Ireland  —  Parliamentary  Eleetions  —  City  of 

Londonderry— New  List  of  Voters,  1188 
Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub-Com* 

missioner  Walpole,  Res.  1793 
Ireland  —  Maamtrasna,  Ac.   Murders,   Res. 

1107, 1109.  1110,  1111,  1112, 1116, 1117 
Medical     Relief    Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.  1450,  1452 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  927 
Parliamentary  Elections— The  Voting  Lists^ 

Omission  of  Recipients  of  Poor  Law  Medical 

Relief,  288 

Lieensing  Laws  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  St^ford  Howard,  Mr,  Houldsworth) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  reported  ; 

BiU  ordered  i  read  I**  •  Ju^  9    [BUI  226 
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Lighthouse   Commission,  The  —  Professor 
Tyndall 
Quettion,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The 
Seoretarj   to  the  Board   of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  July  23, 1617 

LiMBRiOE,  Earl  of 

Land  Parchase( Ireland),  Oomm.  c/.  8,  1368; 

cl.  15,  1869 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  i), 

Comm.  Amendt.  883,  887,  888 
Worcester  Extension,  3R.  1596 

LfiNDSAY,  Colonel  6ir  E.  J.  Lojd,  Bgrh 
Army      (Sopplenentary)      Estimates— Land 

Forces,  466 
Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corps,  488,  489 

Literature,  Seienee,  and  Art 
The  National  Portrait  Gallery 

(Questions,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,  Mr.  Mun- 
dclla ;  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  July  13,  408; 
Question,  Sir  Harry  Verney ;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
July  23,  1681 

Security  from  Risk  of  Fire,  Question,  Mr. 
Coope;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  July  20,  1204 

•*  The  Bouse  of  Commons,  1793  "—  The  Paint- 
ing by  Bickel,  Question,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
July  U,  661 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 

Asia  (Central) — Russia  and  Afghanistan — 
Russo-Afghan  Frontier,  1404 

Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1865 

Revising  Barristers,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1730 

Local   Oovemment    lOas)    ProYisional 

Ord^S  Bill  {Lord  Cwrrington) 

L  Royal  Assent  July  16     [48  di  49  Viet.  o.  Ux] 

Looal  Ooyemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  Bill 

{Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland^  Mr.  Camp* 

bell'Bannerman) 
c.  Bead8«»JuZy8  [Bill  182] 

I  Read  !•  •  ( Lwd  President)  July  9  (No.  170) 
Read2»*/w/yl7 

Local  Oovemment  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (ITo.  2)  Bill 

{The  Lord  President) 
I  Royal  Assent  July  16    [48  A  49  VioL  o.  Izi] 

Local  (Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (LalKmrers  Act)  (No.  4)  Bill 

{The  Lord  President) 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  16     [48  1 49  Vict.  o.  Ix] 


Local  Government  (Ireland)  ProvirioBBl 
Orders  (Labonrers  Act)  (No.  5)  M 

{Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  CampkH" 
Beumerman) 

c.  Considered  •  July  8  [Bai  186] 

Read3o*/ti/y9 
I  Read  !••  {B.  of  IdduUigh)  July  16  (No.  171) 

Read  2*  •/u/ir  17 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jwbf  30 

Read  3*  •Ju/y  21 

Royal  Assent  July  22  [48  A  49  Viet,  e.ciz] 


Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisioiial 
Orders  (Pablic  Health  Act)  (Ho.  1} 

Bill   [H.L,] 

e.  Report*  Jtdy  14  [Bill  162] 

Read8*'*ytt^y  15 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  22  [48  4  49  Fi^.c.  xeriii] 


Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  ProvisioiLal 
Orders  (Pnblic  Health  Act)  (No.  2) 
BiU  [H.L.] 

c.  ReadP*  JulyB  [BiU  213] 

Read2«»/uty  14 


Local  Oovemment   Provisional  Orders 

(No.  3)  Bill         {The  Lord  CarnngUm) 
I  Read  1*  •  July  9  (No.  167) 

Read  2*  *  July  17 
Committee  • ;  Report  July  20 
Read3»»  Juty2l 
Royal  Assent  July  22     [48  dc  49  Vtct.  c.  evi] 


Local  Oovemment 
(No.  4)  BiU 

I.  Committee* /ifZy  IS 
Report  *y<V  1^ 
Read3»*/ttly  16 
Royal  Assent  July  22 


Provisional  Orders 

(^The  Lord  Carrington) 
{No.  147) 

[48dt49  Ftc<.c.ei] 


Local  Oovemment  Provisional   Orders 

(No.  5)  Bill  {The  Lord  Carringten) 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  16    [48  &  49  Viet.  c.  Ixii] 


Local  Oovemment 
(No.  6)  Bill 

/.  Read2*»JWZyl7 
Report  •Juty  20 
Read  3^  *  July  21 


Provisional  Orders 

{The  Lord  CarringUm) 
(No.  158) 


Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  7)  Bill  {Mr.  George  RuteeU, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 

c.  Read  8°  •  July  8 
/.  Read  1*  •  July  9 

Read2*»  Jii/y  17 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  20 

Read  3»  •  July  21 

Royal  Assent  July  23    48  &  49  Vi9i.  c.  crii] 
uigiiizea  oy  vjjv/v^pi  iv. 
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Laoal  OoTemment  ProTisional  Orders 
(Mnnidpal  Corporations)  Bill 

I,  Read  1*  •  July  9  (No.  166) 

Read  2*  •  July  17 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  20 
Read  S^*  July  21 
Rojal  Assent  July  22     [48  A  40  Vict.  c.  or] 

Local  Oovernment  Provisioiial  Orders 

(Poor  Law)  (No.  9)  Bill       {Mr.  George 
Eueeell,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
c.  Read  30  •  July  8  [Bill  198] 

L  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Carrington)  July  9  (No.  169) 
Read2*»./ttVl7 
Committee  •  ;  Report  July  20 
Read  S*^July2l 
Rojal  Assent  July  22    [i8  A  40  Vict.  e.  ofiii] 

Local  Loans  (Sinking  Fands)  Bill 

(^•V  Matthew  .Ridley ^  Sir  Richard  Croee, 
Sir  Eardinge  Oiffard) 
e.  Read  $••  July  10  [Bill  189] 

I  Read  !••  (^.  Brownlow)  July  18  (No.  175) 
B^d  2^  •  July  17 
-  Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  20 
Read  3*  •/u^^  21 
Royal  Assent  /u/y  22     [48  &  49  Fv7f.  c.  30] 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Kr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Stuart-  WoHley) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  July  22  [BUI  244] 

Longford,  Earl  of 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England), 

Report,  1338 
Palace  ot  Westminster — Committee  Rooms-** 

Ventilation    of  the  Hoases  of  Parliament, 

110 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  Comm.  393 
Real  Property  Registration,  2R.  108 
Scotland— Castle  Rock,  Edinburgh,  403 
Tramways  (Ireland)  ProTisional  Order  (No.  2), 

Res.  391 ;  Comm.  886,  888 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm.  d.  1,  1765 
Wellington  Statue — Re-ereotion  at  Aldershot, 

600 

Lord    Privy    Seal    {mb    Haeeowby, 
Earl  of) 

Lothian,  Marquess  of 

SootlaDd~Tbe  Castle  Rock,  Edinburgh,  400 
Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Comm. 

cZ.  4,  1167 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  2R.  94,  96 :  Comm. 
add  cL  698 ;  Report,  898,  901 ;  3R.  1377 

LowTHEB,  Bight  Hon.  T.,  Lincolnshire^ 
N. 
Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland),  437 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Agricoltnre — Royal 

Commission,  1788 
Medical      Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 

Comm.  1466 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1063 
Supply—Irish  Land  Commission,  1577.  1680 

Fttblio  Buildings,  Ireland,  1218 
Suspension  of  ETiotions  (Scotland),  1192 


LowTHBR,  Mr.  J.  W.,  RuiUni 

Copyhold     Enfranchisement,    Comm.    cl.     1, 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress    224,    228, 

230  ;  3R.  1020 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  2E.  567 
Registration      Act,     1 843 — Appointment    of 

Revising  Barristers,  1402 
Supply,  Report,  565 

LirBBOOK,  Sir  T.,  London  University 
Africa  (South) — Bechuanaland,  1400 
Asia  (Gentral)^Rustia  and  Afghanistan— Re- 
ported Russian  Advance,  882 
Custom  House  Records,  1779 
Customs  and  Inland   Revenue  (No.  2),  2R. 

942  ;  Comm.  cl.  25,  Amendt.  1721 
Factory  Acts  (Extension  to  Shops),  2R.  335 
Medical    Relief     Disqualification      Removal, 

Comm.  cL  1,  1475 
Supply—  HoQses  of  Parliament,  862 
Public  Education,  688 

Lunaey     Ads     Amendment  —  Pauper 
Lunatics 
Question,   Lord  Algernon    Percy ;    Answer, 
The  President  of   the  Local  Qovernment 
Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  21, 1397 

Lunaey  LawSy  The 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Mill  town  ;  Reply, 
The     Lord    Chancellor    (Lord    Halsbury) 
July  24,  1772 

Lunacy  Reports^  The  (^England  and  Scot- 
land) 
(Questions,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment   (Mr.   Stuart- Wortley)    July    23, 
1619 

Lyons,  Dr.  E.  D.,  Jkihlin 
Ireland — Inland  Navigation    and   Drainage^ 
River  Bann,  1186 

Macartney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  2)/rone 
Ireland — Maamtrasna,  ^.  Murders,  Res.  1149 
Medical    Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 
Consid.  add  cl.  1647 


M'Oarthy,  Mr.  J.,  Longford   • 

Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission — Block  in  the 
Appeal  Court.  1056  ;— Fair  Rents,  112 
Royal  University  of  Ireland— Second  Exa- 
mination in  Arts,  1208 
Supply— Irish  Land  Commission,  1579 

McCarthy,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Athlone  Bo. 
Egypt— M.  Olivier  Pain,  280 
Ireland— Natiooal      Education— Salaries     of 

National  School  Teachers,  119 
Supply— Constabulary,  Ireland,  1838 

M'Olueb,  Sir  T.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Ireland — Inland    Navigation  and  Drainage—- 
River  Bann,  1186  ^I/> 
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M'OoAif,  Mr.  J.  0.,  WiekloiO 
Army   Estimates — Commissariat,    d^c.    Store 
EstaUishments,  Wages,  ibo.  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress,  645,  546 
Egypt  --  Alezaadria    Massacres  —  Charges 
against  the  Khedive,  924 
SUyery,  121,  424* 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Contempt  of  Court, 
923, 1401 
Speech  of  Lord  Randolph  Chnrchill,  116 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1202 
Soatbwark  and  Vauxhall  Water,  2R.  1391 
Supply,  Report,  556 

Maofarlane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  436  ;  2R.  568 
Customs  and  Inland  RoTenue  (No.  2),  2R.  962, 

963 
Law  and  Justice — Case    of   David    Bradley, 

M.D.,907,  1396 
Scotland— Administration  of  Justice  in    the 

Highlands  and  Islands,  328 
Suspension  of  Evictions  (Scotland),  1191, 1192 

MoGabel-Hogg,  Sir  J.  M.,  Truro 
Southwark  and  Vauxhall  Water,  2R.  1390 

MoKbwna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Mr.  Sub-Com- 
missioner Walpole,  Res.  1797 
Medical    Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 

Comm.  el.  2,  1487 
Moveable  Dwellings,  Motion  for  Leave,  1513 
Supply — Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1235 

MAOKnrrosH,  Mr.  0.  Fbassr-,  Inperne$8, 

Scotland— Administration  of  Justice    in    the 
Highlands  and  Islands,  332 

MoLarbn,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 

el.  21,  1717 
Egypt — ^Military  Expedition— Soakin  and  Red 
Sea    Force— The    Indian    Contingent, 
1621 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission,  1632 
Heriot's  Hospital  Scheme,  Motion  for  an  Ad« 

dress,  1743 
Inland  Revenue  (Income  Tax)— Surcharge  on 

the  London  Assurance  Corporation,  924 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  175 

Maolivbe,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymouth 

Bonds  for  Loans  issued  by  Local  Authorities, 
276 

Navy- Questions 

Dockyards— Duty  Pay,  276 

Financial  Administration  of  the  Admiralty 

—Vote  of  Credit,  285,  435 
Rank  of  Chief  Engineers,  1055 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  27.  41 
Coastguard    Servioe    and    Royal     Naval 

Reserves,  ^.  43 
Dockyards,  Ae.  50 


Madagaaear  —  ProUetion  io   Person  0ni 
Property  of  British  Svhjeets 
Question,  Sir  Harry  Vemey ;    Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty   (Mr.  Ritchie) 
July  10,  279 

Makiks,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Essex,  8. 
River  Thames  (No.  2),  84 
Southwark   and  Vauxhall  Water,  3R.  1890, 
1611 

MAinriRB,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  T.  B. 
(Postmaster     General),     Leicester- 
shire, N. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  425 
Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  3R.  1866 
Post  Office^Questions 

Committee  on  Postage  Stampe,  906 
North  American  PosUl  Service,  122 
PosUl  Orders,  415 

Savings  Banks —Limitation    of   DepotltSf 
278 
Post  Office  (Ireland)— Questions 

Appointments  in  the  Surveyor's  Depart- 
ment, 416 
Baltimore  and  Skibbereen  Mail   Serviee, 

277 
General  Post  Office,  Dttblin--SobstltatioB 

of  Gas  Engines  for  Steam,  278 
Mail  Service  between  Dublin  and  the  West, 

429,  919 
PosUl  Arrangements  at  Ariilow,  1623 
Supply,  Report,  565 

Marlborotjoh,  Dnke  of 

Real  Property  Registration,  2R.  103,  108 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendnent, 
Comm,  cL  1,  1765 

Marine  Biological  Association — ApplieO' 

tion  for  an  Examining  Station  in 

Plymouth  Sound 

Question,  Sir  Lyon  Play  fair ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Hoi. 

land)  July  20,  1196 

Marriages  (Saint  John,  Cowley)  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr,  Stuart-Wortley) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«>  •  July  14  [Bill  234] 

Read2o»/utyl5 
Committee*  ;  Report ;  read  8«  July  16 

I  Read  V*  (E.  Bemtehamp)  July  17  (No.  167) 
Read  2*  * ';  Committee  negativcld  July  20 
Read  3»,  aOer  short  debate  July  21,  1342 
Royal  Assent  July  22     [48  <b  49  VicU  0.  ex] 

Marriages  TaUdity  Bill 

{Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  *  July  9  [Bill  1 03] 

Martin,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Tewkesbury 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Ooum. 
el.  10,  1704 ;  el.  93,  1719 ;  cL  «6,  Ameodt. 
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MABxnc,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  KilUnny  Co. 
Ireland — Irish  Land  GomrnkMion — Applioatioa 
for  Fair  RenU  and  Appeals,  284 
Law  and  Justioe— Custody   of   Prisoners, 
1809 
Ireland—Land  Law  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub-Gom- 

missioner  Walpole,  Res.  179i 
Representation  of  the  People    Act,   1881  -^ 

tJndergradoate  Ocoupiers,  651 
Supply— GoostabulaiT,  Ireland,  1832, 1850 
Irish  Land  Commission,  1590 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Proseoations, 

Ireland,  1535 
Local  GoTernment  Board,  Ireland,  1273, 

1397 
Public  Works  Office,  Ireland,  1812 

MABKBLYins^  Mr.  M.  H.  N.  Story-,  Criok- 
lade 
Cophhold  Enfranehifemeut,  Comm.  9I.  1,  225, 
229,  230,  231 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wigtonshire 
liaw  and  Justice— Flogging,  925 

Medical  Relief'  Disqualification  Removal 
Bill 
Obserrations,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Car- 
butt ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer July  10,  285 ;  Notice  o(  Question, 
Mr.  Jesse  Collings ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr .  A.J 
Balfour),  289 ;  Question,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  13, 135  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Ileneage,  Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  11,  601;  Obser?ations.  Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings ;  Reply,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Gofernment  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
July  17,  1059;  Questions,  Mr.  FeU,  Mr. 
Jesse  Collings,  Mr.  Causton  ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Gt>vernment  Board 
(Mr.  A.  J.  BaUbur)  July  21,  1108 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Ileneage ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  July  21, 1783 

Medical  Belief  Disqualification  Eemoyal 

Bill  {Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr,  Attorney 
OenertUf  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Mr.  Dalrymple) 
€,  Motkm  for  he^y^  {Mr.  Arthur  Balfour)  July  13, 
576  ;  after  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned  "{Sir.  Clare  Read)  ; 
after  further  short  debate.  Question  put; 
A.5,N.33;  M.  28  (D.  L.  221) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  ;  after  short 
debate,  original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  l«  •  [Bill  232] 

MoTed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
July  16,  961 

Aroendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  add  "  in 
the  relief  of  destitute  paupers  out  of  any 
Poor  Rate,  this  House  declines  to  draw  a 
distinction  in  favour  of  enfranchising  those 
irho  obtain  it  in  the  form  of  medical  tmat- 


Medical  ReUef  DiequalificatUm  Removal  BUI**. 
cent. 

ment  and  those  who  are  oompelled  to  accept 
it  in  the  form  of  bread  "  {Mr.  Pell)  v ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  the  words,  ^c. ; "  after 
long  debate.  Moved.  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Courtney)  ;  after  fur- 
ther short  debate.  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived ;  Question  put,  A.  279,  N.  20 ;  M.  259 
(D.  L.  232) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  1010;  after 
short  debate,  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  read  2» 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  JtUy  21, 

nil 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  add  "  this 
House  cannot  approve  of  a  measure  which 
removes  an  incentive  to  independence,  and 
fundamentally  changes  the  principle  of  the 
Poor  Law  under  which  pauperism  has  steadily 
diminished  since  1831"  {Mr.  Courtney)  v; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  die. ; " 
after  long  debate.  Question  put:  A.  226, 
N.22;  M.201(D.  L.  236) 

Main  Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ao.,** 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee  ;  Report 

Considered  July  28, 1637 ;  after  debate.  Moved, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  in  respect 
of  an  Amendment  to  Clause  2  "  {Mr,  Ram^ 
say) ;  after  further  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair;"  after  short  debate.  Question  pot, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee  ;  Report 

Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  read  30  To-morrow  " 
(Mr.  Jesse  Collings),  1673 ;  after  short  debate. 
Moved, "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Heneage) ;  after  further  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

ReadSo«/uZy21 


Meldok,  Mr.  0.  H.,  JTildare 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification    Remoral, 
Consid.  add.  el.  1617 

Mifrcaniilc  Marine 
Certificates   of    Competency,    Question,    Mr. 
Gourley;    Answer,  The  Secretary    to    the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
July  13, 118 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Question,  Mr. 
Atkinson;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Barott  Henry  De  Worms) 
July  21,  1778 

Merchant  Shipping  Act  —  The    Wreck 
Repster,  1883-4 
Question,  Mr.  Atkinson  ;  Answer,  The  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  July  21,  1102 

Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Be^- 

try,  &C.)  BiU       {Mr.  Malms,  Mr.  Cham^ 
herlain) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  *  JulyS 
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MetropoUi 
PMic  HeaUk 
The  Wettmnster  Sewer,  Question,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,   The   President  of  the 
Local  OoTernment  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Jtdy  10,  281 

Sireei  Trafie 
Tf^e  *•  Pall  Mall  Gazette  "—Objeetionable  Ar- 
tieles  —  Revelations  of  Oross  Immoralities, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Albert  Grey;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  July  9,  126 
[See  titles-- Aau;  and  Police  ( England  and 
Wales)^**  Pall  Mall  Gazette,''  The] 
Newsvendors    and    the     Police  —  Sale     of 
Objectionable  PMieations,    Question,    Mr. 
Carendish  Beotinok  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  July  10,  289 

The  Parks 

Victoria  Park  Cricket  Ground,  (Question,  Mr. 
Bryoe ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  July  17,  10G2 

X«tropolu   (Hughes   fields,  Deptford) 
ProTisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

[H.L.] 

c.  Report  •  July  U  [BUI  205] 

ResidS^*  July  15 
I.  Royal  Asseot  July  32    [48  4i  49  Viet.o.  xoiz] 

XetropoHs  Management  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Earl  of  Camperdown) 
I  Read  2*  •  July  17  (No.  162) 
Committee  * ;  Report  July  21 

Metropolis  (Tabard  Street,  Kewington) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

[H.L.] 

e.  Report  •  July  14  [Bill  20.4] 

Read  3- •  Jidy\6 
I,  Royal  Assent  July  23      [iS  A  49  Vict.  c.  o] 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money) 

Bill    {Sir  Senry  Holland,  Colonel  Walrond) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  July  9  [BUI  224] 

Read  2"**  July  18 
Committee  •  ;  Report  July  20 
Considered  •  July  23 
Read  S*  •  July  24 

Metropolitan  Police  Staff  Bnperannna- 

tion  Bill  (^'•-  Stuart- fVortley,  Sir 

Henry  Holland) 
e.  Ordered  •  /u/y  23 

MiLLTCWTf ,  Earl  of 

Cholera  Hospitals  (Ireland),  Comm.  1772 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England), 

Oomm.  1171 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  IR.  1051 :  3R.  1776 
Lunacy  Laws,  1772 
Falaoe  of  Westminster— Committee  Rooms— 

YcptUation  of  the  Houses  of  ParUaraeni^  HI 


MiLLTowir,  Earl  of— eon^. 
Poor  Law  Gaardians  (Ireland),  Coun.  <L  9, 

395  ;  Report,  Amondt.  1161 
Tramways  Order  io  Coaneil  (IreUad),  Report, 

1052 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1817)  AmeodoiMt, 

Comm.  ol  1,  1764, 1769 

MiLTfEB,  Sir  F.  G.,  York  City 
Law  and    Police— Punishment  of  Borglan— 

Flogi;iog,  1062 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     RemoTtl, 

Comm.  14G0 
Supply— Publio  Education,  683 

Min$8y  Aeeidenti  in  —  The  Royal  Com- 
mission 
Question,  Mr.  Coleridge  Kennard ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  flome  De- 
partment (Sir  El.  Assheton  Cross)  July  id, 
1205 

MinM    Reyulation  Act  —  CKfton  SaU 
Colliery  Explosion 
Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the   Home  Dopartment  (Sir   R. 
Assheton  Cross)  July  21, 1393 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 

Secretary  for  Scotland,  Comm.  add.  el.  591 ; 
Report,  899  ;  3R.  Amendt.  1871,  1336 

MoLiiOY,  Mr.  B.  0.,  Xiny^s  Co. 

Admiralty  (Expenditure  and  Liabilitios),  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Committee,  881 
Ireland — Law  and  Justioe— Custody  of  Pri- 
soners in  Ireland,  1809 
Meetings  of  the  National  League,  King's 
Co.— Intrusion  of  Polioe,  1193 
Poor  Law  Unions'  OfiBoers  ( Ireland  X  Comm. 

1014 
Supply — Constabulary,  Ireland,  1851 
County  Court  OflSoers,  Ireland,  1816 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1218, 1219, 122S, 

1236,  1238,  1245,  1246,  1257 
Public  Education,  722,  726,  728 
Public  Works  Office,  Ireland,  1313 

Moinc,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Qloueester  City 
Customs' and  Inland  RoTenue  (No.  2),  2  R.  945 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1517 

Mokk-Bbbtton,  Lord 
Poor  Lair  GoanUaos  (Ireland),  Comtai.c^.  9, 
395 

MoRLBY,  Earl  of 
Defences  of  the  Empire— Defence  of  Commer- 
cial Ports  and  Seaside  Towns,  1039 

MoBLEY,  Mr.  J.,  Neweastle-upon-Tym 
Charity  Commission*— Mr.  Charles    Alderson, 
1198, 1199 

MoRLEY,  Mr.  S.,  Bristol 
Criminal  Law  AiQOQdment,  3^*  ZOQ 
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Motjnt-Temple,  Lord 

Proteotion  of  Tonog  Girls— A  Royal  Commis- 

sion,  1161.  1164 
Rifer  Thames  (No.  2),  2R.  1697, 1590 

Koveable  Dwellings  Bill         (iVr.  Dighy, 

Mr,  Elton,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Warton,  Mr, 
Broadhunt) 
e.  Motion  for  T^eto  {Mr,  IXghy)  July  21,  1512  ; 
after  short  debate,  Question  put.  nnd  agreed 
to  :  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»  *  [Bill  239] 
Moved.  '*  That  the  Bill  be  read  2°  upon  Thurs- 
day ; "  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  to  bo  read 
2^  upon  Monday  next 

Mowbray,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.,  Oxford 
University 
Admiralty  (Expenditure  and  Liabilities),  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Committee,  881 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 
1692 

MuiTDKLLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 

Destitute  Children  (Compulsory  Industrial 
Training],  Res.  810,  316,  324 

Education  Department — School  Board  Elec- 
tions, 1406 

Heriot*8  Hospital  Soheme,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1754 

Literature,  Soleuoe,  and  Art— National  Por- 
trait Gallery,  408 

Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal, 
Comm;  1459 

Supply— Public  Education,  698, 704,  709,  720, 
726,  728,  782 

Vational  Debt  Bill  (Mr.  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer^  Mr.  Hibbert) 

c.  Read  2'»  •  July  10  [Bill  172] 

Committee  ;  Report  7it/y  16,  964 

Considered  *  July  1 7 

Read  S^  •  July  20 
I,  Read  1*  •  {Earl  of  IddeeUigh)  July  21 

Read2««Jiify24 

Nayy        (^Miscellaneous  Questions) 

CoUiiion  luith  H.M.S.  ** Eeela*'  Questions, 
Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Ritchie)  July  22, 1616 

HauUbowUne  Works,  Q;Men$loum,  Questions, 
Mr.  Deasy  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  ot  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  July  24. 
1785 

Naval  Accountant  and  Engineer  Officers, 
Question,  Mr.  Gabbett ;  Answer,  The  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ritchie)  /u^  21, 
1403 

Naval  Hospitals — Scripture  Readers,  ire,, 
QaesUon,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
Georee  Hamilton)  July  20,  1109 

Naval  Knights  of  Windsor,  Question,  Sir  John 
Ha^ ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  16, 
90O 

New  South  Wales^A  Training  Ship,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Brogden ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
July  20, 1206 

[cont* 


Navy — cent. 

Rank  of  Chief  Engineers,  Question,  Mr. 
Stewart  Maoliver:  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ritchie)  July  17, 1055 

Reinstatement  of  Hobart  Pasha,  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold:  An- 
swers. The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  8,  8;— T'Ai 
Pay  ofBobart  Pasha,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  9, 
126  \Se^  Supply-'Questiont'] 

Royal  Marines  and  the  Commissariat  Staff, 
Question,  Colonel  Nolan ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
July  14,  653 

Shipbuilding  Contracts — Time  Allowed  for 
Completion,  Question,  Mr.  Warlon  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
7u/y20. 1187 

Shipbuildina— Naval  Expenditure  ( The  Vote  of 
Vredit),  Questions,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton,  Mr. 
Rylands ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  13, 
421 

The  Doekyards-^Duty  Pay,  Question,  Mr, 
Stewart  Maolivor ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Haaoilton) 
July  10,  276 

The  Evolutionary  Squadron,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
F.  Egerton  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  9, 
124 

Torpedo  Experiments,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  Georg*  UamiUon)  July  13,  418 
Torpedo  Boats,  Questions,  Gaj^ain  Price, 
Captain  Aylmer ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
July  20,  1188 

Range  for  Torpedo  Practice,  Question,  Mr. 
Warton  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Ashmead-fiartlett)  July  24,  1785 

Navy — Admiralty  (JExpenditure  and  Zia- 
hilities) 

Notice,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook  July  10,  244  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Stewart  Maoliver;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  285;  Question,  Mr.  Stewart 
Macliver ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  13, 
435  ;  Observations,  The  Earl  ofNorthbroolL  ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  14,  610 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed, 
"  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
ciroomsiaQoes  under  which  the  Expenditure 
and  Liabilities  iacarred  by  the  Admiralty 
under  the  recent' Vote  of  Credit  have  exceeded 
the  revised  Estimate  stated  to  the  House  by 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
5th  June  1885."-— Committee  to  eonsist  of 
Seven  Members,  to  be  nominated  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection;  Three  to  be  the 
quorum  : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records  {Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  16, 
881 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Financial  Management  of  the  Navy,  Question, 
Lord   Henry   Lennox ;  Answer,    The   First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) July  20, 1200  io](> 
'       ^                           uigiiizea  Dy  vjv^vJVLC 
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Navy—Aimiralty  {Escp$ndiUure  and  LiMUHei) 
— oont. 
Appointment  of  a  Finanoial  Ijord,  QoMiioo, 
Lord  Henrj  Lennox ;  A.niwer,  The  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  HAmil- 
ton)  July  20, 1201 

Nkwdegatb,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Warunciihtre,  N. 
Customi  and  Inland  Refenoe  (No.  2).  2a.  043 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory    Indostrial 
Training),  Rei.  324 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oahoay  Co. 
Army  Estimatei— Army  Reserve  Force,  502 
Commissariat,  ho.  Store  Estahllshments, 
Wages,  ke.  032 
Army     (Sopplementary)      Estimate  —  Land 

Forces,  467 
Cholera  Hospitals  (Ireland).  2R.  575 
Contagions  Diseases   (Animals)   Acts— Swine 

Ferer— Animals  Order,  1884,  410, 659 
Law  and  Polioe— Disturbances  at  Rye  House, 

Herts,  1194, 1195 
Medical     Relief     Disqnalification    Removal, 

Comm.  add.  el.  1511 
Navy— Royal  Marines  and  the  Commissariat 

Staff,  653 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  33 
ParliamenUry  Elections  (Returning  OfiSoers), 

Comm.  cl.  2,  778 
Poor  Law  Unions*  Officers  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1013, 1015 
Supply—Admiralty  Court  Registry,  Ireland, 
1318,  1319 
Comm.  381 

Constabulary,  Ireland,  1833,  1852 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1323 
Local  Government  Board,  Ireland,  1290 
National  Gallery  of  Ireland,  1325,  1327, 

1329,  1330 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1219, 1245 
Public  Works  Office,  Ireland,  1804,  1803. 

1309,1310,1311.1315 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Ire- 
land, 1856 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  1832 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland, 

1317 
Teachers'  Pension  Office,  Ireland,  1324 

NoRTHBBooE,  Earl  of 

Admiralty— Administration  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit,  244 

Defences  ot  the  Empire— Defence  of  Commer- 
cial Peru  and  Seaside  Towns,  1037 

Vote  of  Credit— Naval  Administration  of  the 
late  Government,  610,  630,  631 

NoRTHOOTB,  Hon.  H.  S.  (Financial  Se- 
cretary,  War  Department),  Ex$t$r 
Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corps,  496 

North  Sea  FulwriM--''  Coop&ring'^ 
Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflairs  (Mr. 
Pourke)Jiify24,  1783 


Norton,  Lord 
Secondary  Education  in  Board  Seheoli  (Ms- 
tropolis).  Motion  for  a  Return,  1020 

Oaths  BiU  {Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  SUniftU,  Mr. 
Percy  Wyndham,  Mr.  Ckmrlse  MneO,  Mr. 
Noel,  Mr.  Fenninyion,  Mr.  Arthur  Eilkl) 

e.  2R.,  Debate  adjourned  July  15,  882 
Debate  resumed  July  24, 1865 
Moved,  "  That  the  Order  be  diaeharged  *'  {Mr. 
Newdegate) ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

O'Bbibne,  Colonel  F.,  Leitrim 

Ireland  —  Law   and   Polioe  —  Abttraetion  of 
Cattle,  Co.  Leitrim.  1617 

O'Brien,  Sir  P.,  KingU  Co. 

Supply — Irish  Land  Commiasion.  1581, 158S 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  ProiecutioBi, 
Ireland,  1565, 1^67, 1570 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Malhw 
Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Police — Alleged  Disturbanceiit 

PorUdown,  1199,  1200 
Loans  to  Landlords—Raymonterdoney,  Co. 

Donegal.  122 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Case  of  Diitriet 
Inspector  Murphy,  847 
Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— -Mr.  Sub-Gooh 

miuioner  Walpole,  Res.  1789,  1798.  1799 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  Ireland.  1220 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Queen^s  Co. 
Civil  Seryice— The  "  Writer"  System,  9U 
Egypt  (Nile  Expedition)— Sir  Charles  Wilsos, 
660,  914 
M.  Olivier  Pain,  1594 
Elementary  Education  ProvisiooAl  Order  Cob- 

firmation(  London),  2R.  1184,  1185 
India  (Bengal^- Alleged  Starvation,  913 
Ireland— Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage — Alleged  Firing  at  the 
Person    at   Killasmeestia,   Queen's  Co. 
905  ;— Murder  of  Mrs.  Nolan.  921 
Poor    Law — Rathdowney  Dispensaiy  Dii- 
triet,  1193;— Election   of  Guardians  — 
North    Portarliogton  Division,    Moont- 
mellick  Union,  431 
Royal  Irish  Consubalary— Case  of  Distriit 
Inspector  Murphy,  381 
Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub-CoBB- 

missicner  Walpole,  Res.  1799 
Navy  (Naval  Hospitals)— Scripture  Rsadsn, 

Ac.  1199 
Post  OfiBce— Committee  on  Postage  Stamps, 

905 
Public  Health  (Members  and  OiBcers).  (Jooiffl. 

cl.  3,  793  ;  d.  3.  796 
Southwark  and   Vauxhall  Water,  2R.  1381, 

1610 
Sopply,  Comm.  381 

Constabulary,  Ireland,  1836 
Coanty  Court  Officers,  Ireland,  1827 
Court  of  Bankruptcy.  Ireland,  1817 
1«ocal  Government  Board,  Ireland,  1SS3. 

1290,  1299 
Public  BpUdings,  Ireland,  1223 
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O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary 
Supply— Oonitabnlary,  Ireland,  1840 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  6hhaay 

Count/  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland)  (Pen- 
sions), 2R.  1511 
Harbours— Do?er  Harbour,  1204 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Custody  of  Prison- 
ers, 1813 
Law  and  Justice— Case  of  David  Bradley,  M.D. 

1896 
Law  and  Police— Disturbances  at  Rye  House, 

Herts,  1195 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     RemoTal, 

Oomm.  cl.  2.  1486, 1503 
Patent  Law   Amendment,  Motion  for  Leave, 

1513 
Supply- County  Court  Officers,  Ireland,  1821, 
1823 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions, 

Ireland,  1550 
Teachers'  Pension  Office,  Ireland,  1324 

O'KsLLY,  Mr.  T.,  Roaoomman 
Egypt— M.  Olivier  Pain,  120,  1201 
Ireland — Landlord  and  Tenant— Mr.  Sandford 
Wills,  1782 
I^w    and    Police  —  Killing    of    Thomas 
M'Grath's  Geese    at  Cabir.  Co.    Ros- 
common, 1782 
Ireland— Land  I-aw  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub-Com- 
missioner Walpole,  Res.  1792 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Ouild/ord 

Army  Estimates  —  Commissariat,  &q.  Store 
Establishments,  Wages,  &o,  546 

Asia  (Central)— Afghan  Boundary  Commission 
— Despatches  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  115 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  el,  1, 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  227 

Crioainal  law  Amendment,  1512 

Law  and  Police— Sale  of  Obscene  Literature, 
1409.1516 

Medical  Relief  Disqaalification  Removal,  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  579,  583  ;  2R.  976 

Navy— Collision  with  H.M.S.  **  Hecla,"  1516. 
1517 

Obdkanob — Surveyor  Qeneral  {see  Daw- 
WAY,  Hon.  Q.  0.) 

O'Shia,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 
Customs  —  Search  ^of  Passengers'   Luggage, 

Supply— Local  Government  Board,  Ireland. 
1271 

O'SuLLivAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limerioh  Co. 

ire  Innd-^Inland  Navigation  .  and  Drainage- 
^pper  Morning  Smr  Rircr  Drainoge  Dis- 
trict, 911 

yOI^  COXOIX.    [thiivd  series.] 


Otwat,  Sir  A.  J.  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Depnty  Speaker),  Roehester 
Army   Estimates  —  Commissariat,   &o.  Store 

Establishments,  Wages,  dsc.  527 
Army    (Supplementary)     Estimates  —  Land 

Forces,  443 
Copyhold  Eofrancbisemenc,  Comm.  cl.  1,  230, 

231 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 

oZ.  6,  1690;  c/.  10,  1708,1711 
Nary  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  18,  19,  29, 
33 
Dockyards,  d(c.  66 

Half- Pay,  Reserved,  Ac.  Pay  to  Officers  of 
the  Navy  and  Marines,  79,  83 
Parliamentary  Elections  X Returning  Officer8)i 

Comm.  add.  el,  782 
Rathmines  and  Rathgar    Township,    Consid, 

el,  11,  649;  el  15,653 
Supply— County  Court  Officers,  Ireland,  1822, 
1823 
Public  Buildings.  Ireland,  1238, 1245,  1246 
Public  Works  Office.  Ireland,  1302,  1308, 

1309,  1310,  1312,1316 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  1331 


Paget,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somersetshire,  Mid. 
Agricultural  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 

1633 
Contagious  Diseases   (Animals)    Acts — Swine 

Fever— Animals  Order,  1884,  411,  413 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  570 
Moveable  Dwellings,  Motion  for  Leave,  1513 
Parliamentary,  Elections   (Corrupt  Practices), 

Comm.   236  ;    <?/.!,   238  ;   add,  el,   1337, 

1338 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

239 
'   Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  164,  167 

"  Pall  Mall  Gaxette;'  The,  and  the  Metro- 
politan  Police 
Questions,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr.  Uib- 
bert,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  James  Stuart ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
July  13,  425 

[See  titles  Law  and  Poliee  {England 
and  Wales) — Melropolu 

Palmeb,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Durham,  N. 
Suez  Canal— The  Conference,  112 

Pabkeb,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Perth 
Housing  of  (he  Working  Classes  in  Scotland  i 
1626 

Parliament 

LORDS— 
Palace  of  Wegtminster-^Tke  CommiUee  Rooms 
—  yentilation  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
ObtervAtions,  The  Earl  of  Belmore  ;  Reply, 
Lord  Honnikeryu/^  PfiP^eci  oy  ^jkjkj^l< 
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COMMONS— 
Order  —  QttetUoM  —  Home  Rule,   QuMiions, 
Mr.  Borlase ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The 
Cbanoellor  of  the  ExoheqiMr  July  16,  912 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  AN^DPUBLIC 
BUSINESS 
Questions,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  The  Miirqnets 
of  Dartington,  Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  Childers, 
Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Jesse  Goltings,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Bootb  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchpqner,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  n.  Smith)  July  16,025  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinok, 
Mr.  J.  Lowtber,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  17, 1063  ;  Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  20,  1212  ;  Questions,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exobequer  July  21,  1409; 
Questions,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Monk  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Ilome  Department  (Sir  R.  Assbeton  Cross) 
July  2a,  1517;  QuesUoos,  Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
clay, Captain  Aylmer,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr. 
Buchanan ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  July  23,  1632 ;  Qoes- 
tion,  Mr.  U.  H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  1729  :  Question,  Sir 
William  Harcourt ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  24,  1786  -.^Police 
Evfranchiiement  Exteniion  Bill,  Question, 
Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  July  10,  286;— 
Telegraph  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Question, 
Mr.  Honldsworth ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Lord  John  Manners)  July  13,  42i ; 
— Scotch  Bueinees,  Question,  Mr.  Ramsay ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Dalrymple)  July  13,  i3S;-~ Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill,  Question,  Sir  William 
Uarpourt ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  13,  433;  Questions,  Mr. 
Hopwood,  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  14,  664  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Mr.  M*Coan  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  20, 1202  ;^Sea  Fisheries  Amendment 
BiU,  Question,  Lord  Elcho;  Answer,  The 
Cbanoellor  of  the  Exobequer  ./tf/y  14,  659 

PARLIAMBNTAnY  ELECTIONS 

The  Voting  Lists^Omissien  of  Recipients  0/ 
Poor  Law  Medical  Relief,  Questions,  Mr. 
Jesse  Colllngs,  Mr.  Lewis;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  The  Cbanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  10,  282 
Fixing  of  Polling  Places,  Questions,  Mr. 
Ueneage,  Sir  Berubard  Samuelson ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  July  13,  433 

The  Dissolution  —  Postponement  of  ScIioU 
Board  Elections,  Notice  of  Question,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  July  10,  286 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Uome  Department  (Sir  K.  Assbeton 
Cross)  A/y  16, 015 

Iwnt. 


PAaLTAMBXT— Common! — eont, 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 
Acoommedation  in  this  Bouse,  Question,  Mr. 
Broadhurst;  Answer.  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plonket)  J^y  IS. 
421 
Access  to  this  House^Mr.  Jenkinson,  Qaei- 
tions,  Mr.  Uealy ;  Answers,  The  SecreUry 
of  SUte  for  the  Home  Department  (SirR. 
Assbeton  Cross)  July  17,  1061 

Parliament — Rouse  of  Commofu — Reiirs- 
mentof  R.  A,  Oouet,  Esq.,  SerjeanU 
at'Arme 

Utter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Wr. 
Gosset,  the  Serjeant-at- Arma  July  20, 1213 : 
letter  to  be  taken  into  Consideration  at  s 
quarter-past  4  on  Thursday  next 

Moved,  "  That  the  letter  of  Mr.  Gosset  be  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table"  {Mr,  Chaneellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  July  23,  1635 ;  Moiiott 
agreed  to  ;  Letter  read 

Mored,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  be  requested  ts 
acquaint  Ralph  Allen  Gosset,  esquire,  that 
this  House  enteruins  a  jnat  seaae  of  the 
exemplary  manner  in  which  he  haa  aniformly 
discharged  the  duties  of  the  oflBoe  of  Serjeant- 
at-Arms,  and  has  devoted  himself  to  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House  for  a  period  of  nearly  fifty 
years  "  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  E»ehtquer)\ 
after  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and  agreed 
to 


Paruamsnt — House  of  Lords 
New  Peers 

July  9— Sir  Nathaniel  Mayer  Rothschild, 
Barenet,  created  Baron  RotbsekUd 
of  Tring  in  tbe  oonnty  of  Hertlord 

July  13^Mervyn  Edward,  Visooant  Powen- 
oourt  in  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land called  Ireland,  K.P.,  created 
Baron  Powerscourt,  of  Powersooort 
in  the  county  of  Wicklow 
Anthony  Henley,  Baron  Henl^  in 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  called 
Ireland,  created  Baron  Northing- 
ton,  of  Watford  in  the  oounty  of 
Northampton 
Tbe  Right  HonounMe  Sir  Artlar 
Hobhoose,  K.C.S.L,  CLE.,  t 
Member  of  tbe  Jadioial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council,  created  Baroa 
Hobhoose,  of  Hadspeo  in  the  oonnty 
of  Somerset 

July  14— Gavin.  Lord  Breadalbane  (Earl  ef 
Breadalbane  in  that  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  called  Scotland), 
created  Earl  of  Ormelie  in  the 
county  of  Caithness,  and  Marqaen 
of  Breadalbane 

Sat  First 
July  24— The  Earl  of  Aylesford,  after  tbe  deatli 

of  bis  brother 
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Parliament — House  of  Ooiocons 

New  Writ  Issued 

July  9 —For  Horsham,  v.  Sir  Henry  Fletcher, 
baronet,  Groom  in  Waiting 

New  Members  Sworn 

July  10— Right  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Mar- 
riott, Brighton 

July  Id — John  Eldon  Gortt,  eeqaire,  Chatham 
Henry  John  Atkinson,  esquire,  Liti- 
coin  County  CSorthera  Division) 

July  14 — Lord  Arthnr  Ulll,  County  of  Down 

July  IC— Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  baronet,  Sor- 
iham 

./uly  20^Ferdinand  James  do  Rothschild, 
commonly  called  Baron  Ferdinand 
James  do  Rothschild,  Aylesbury 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Prac- 
tices) fiiU  {^r,  Richard  Fagst^  Sir 
Joseph  Pea8$f  Mr,  Bulwer) 

e.  Read  2«  •  July  8  [Bill  US] 

Committee— R.P.  July  9,  236 

Committee :  Report  July  20,  1387 

Considered  *  ;  read  3*>  July  21 
I  Read  !•  •  {B,  Beauehamp)  July  23    (No.  199) 

Read2**/«Zy24 

PorUammtary  Elections  {Returning  Offi- 
eers)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  9,  124; 
Question,  Mr.  Freshdeld ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
July  23,  1628 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Betnming  Offi- 
cers) BiU 

{Mr,  Attorney  General,  Sir  Charles  Bilks) 

c.  Order  for  Committee  read  July  13,  573 
Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee  that  they  have  power  to  extend  the 
Bill  to  the  Expenses  of  Returning  Officers 
at  Parliamentary  Elections  in  Scotland" 
{Sir  Farrer  Hersehell) ;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Committee— B. p.  [BiU  99] 
Committee— R.p.  July  14,  776 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  (Ho.  2)    BiU     {Mr.  Woodaii, 

Mr,  Jaeob  Bright,  Mr,  Oolsridgs  Kennard, 
Mr,  Stansfeldj   Baron  Henry  Be  Worms, 
Mr,  Torke) 
e,  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  22  [BUI  82] 

Parnbjll,  Mr.  C.  8.,  Cork  City 
Ireland — Failure  of  the  Munster  Bank,  1407 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Case  of  District 
Inspector  Murphy,  309,  370 
Ireland— Maamtrasna,  Ac.  Murders,  Res.  1064, 

1091,  1092,  1101 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 

Coosid.  add.  el,  1657 
Parliumeni— Business  of  the  Uouse,927,  1409, 
lilO,  1633 

[cont, 


Parnxll,  Mr.  C.  S.^eont. 
Parliament  —  Ilouse  of    Commons  —  R.    A. 

Cosset,  Esq.  Serjeant-at-Arms,  1637 
Supply,  ()omm.  383 

Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1258 
Publie  Works  Office,  Ireland,  1315 


Patent  Law  Amendment  Bill 

(Sir  Farrer  Bersehell,  Mr.  Holms) 

e.  Motion    for    Leave    {Sir    Farrer    Hersehell) 
Jufy  21,  1513  ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1"  • 
RiSid  20  July  24,  1864  [Bill  240] 

Patrick,  Mr.  E.  W.  Cochean-,  Ayrshire, 
N. 
Supply  —  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local   Taxation, 
Personal  Explanation,  1212 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  734 

Peddie,  Mr.  J.  D10K-,  JTilmarnoek,  ^e, 
Sapply-^llouses  of  Parliament,  831 

Pbsl,  Eight  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Peel,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  E.,  Huntingdon 
Factory  Acts  (Extension  to  Shops),  2R.  235 
-  Navy  Estimates — Dalf-Pay,  Reserved,  &o.  Pay 
to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  81,  82, 
83,216,217 
Supply,  Report,  558,  564,  565 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire ^  S. 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory    Industrial 

Training),  Res.  304 
Medical      Relief     Difqualifloation     Removal, 

Motion  for  Leave,  581,  584  ;  2R.  Amendt. 

964.965,  908.  975,  988, 1007, 1408  ;  Comm. 

1447  ;  el.l.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 

1475;   el.  2,  1483;    Motion  for    reporting 

Progress,  1485,  1490,  1498,  1503  ;  Consid. 

add.  el.  1652 


Pehberton,  Mr.  E.  L.,  K^snt,  E, 
Southwark  and  Vaaihali  Water,  1619 


Peeoy,  Lord  A.  M.  A.,  Westminster 
Lunacy   Acts  Amendment — Pauper  Lunatios, 

1397 
Supply— Public  Eduoatioo,  710,  713,  714 


PioTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester  Bo. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2 R.  209,  210 
Education  Department — Religious  Instructioa 

in  Board  Schools.  1399 
Ireland  —  Land   Law   Act,    1881  —  Mr.  Sub* 

Comnrissioner  Walpole,  Res.  1799 
Law  and  Polioe — Alleged  Case  of  Abduction, 


Supply — Publio  EducatloBiicWSci  oy  ■ 
3  B  2 
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Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 

Bill  {Lord  SudeUy) 

I,  Committee*  July  13  (No.  114) 

Report  •Ju/y  14 
Read  3*  •Ju/y  16 
Hojral  Assent  JiUy  33    [43  it  49  FtVf.  0.  eivj 

Platfaib,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  Lyon,  Edin- 
hwgh  and  St,  Andrew^ 8  IThiversities 
Marine  Biological  Association  —  Application 
for    an   Examining    Station    in   Flymoutb 
Sound, 1196 
Secretarj  for  Scotland,  3R.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1863,  1864 
Supply—  Publio  Education,  Scotland,  743 

Plukkbt,  Eight  Hon.    D.  E.    (First 
Commissioner  of  Works),   Duhlin 
University 
Ireland  —  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Case  of 

District  Inspector  Murphy,  308,  369 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art—National   Por- 
trait Gallery,  408,  409,  1304,  1631 
Parks    (Metropolis)— Victoria  Park    Cricket 

Ground,  1063 
Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster — Accom- 
modation in  this  House,  431 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  799,  876 
National  Gallery  of  Ireland,  1337 

Pluralities  BiU  i^r.  Aeland,  Mr. 

Edward  Eoward,  Sir  John  Kennawayy  Lord 
Edward  Cavtndith) 
e.  Lord    Edward  Cavendish  and  Mr.    Cropper 
nominated  other  Members    of  the    Select 
Committee  July  9,  338 
Moved,  **  That  Sir  Richard  Orosi  bo  one  other 
Member    of  the    said    Committee  *'    (Mr. 
Aeland) ;  Moved,  •*  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned "  {Mr,   lUingworth)  ;    Question 
put ;  A.  9,  N.  45  ;  M.  36  (D.  L.  319) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Beresford   Hope  be  one 
other  Member    of  the  said    Committee ; " 
Moved,   "That    the    Debate    be  now    ad- 
journed "  {Mr,  JUingworth) ;  after  short  de- 
bAte,  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  Viscount  Emiyn  bo  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee ; "  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Stafford  Howard  be  one 
other    Member  of  the  said    Committee;" 
after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  other  Members  nominated 
July  13,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd,  Mr.  Salt  added 
July  31,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Atkinson  added 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  33    [No.  383] 
Committee  {on  re^omm.) — r.p.  July  33, 1734 
Committee  (on  re'Comm,) ;    Report  July  34, 
1869  [BiU  38] 

Poiiom  BUI 

Poisonous  Patent  MidicineSt  Question,  Mr. 
Warton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  July  13,  438 


Polehampton  Estates  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Attorney  Gnunl\ 

0.  Read  1»*  711/^8  [BiU  216] 
Read  2o  July  13,  548 

Committee*  ;  Report ;  read  9*  July  li 
;.  Read  1**  {E,  of  IddesUigh)  July  16  (No.  183) 
Read  3»  •  July  34 

Bolice  Bill  {Mr.  Benr^  H.  Fowler,  Seen- 

tary  Sir  William  Harcouri,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Mr,  Hihhert) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn,  after  abort  debate  /«/|  9, 
22%  [BiU  113] 

Police  EnfrancUsement  Eztensioa  BO 

(Mr.  Coleridge  Kennard,  Sir  Henry  Sdwn- 
Ibbeteon,  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolf,  Mr. 
Cowen,  Lord  Claud  John  HamiltoH,  Mr. 
Eobert  Fowler,  Mr,  £eid,  Mr.  Bouldtwtrtk, 
Mr.  Georye  EUiot) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  July  8  [Bill  2W] 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  f 
July  23,  1731;  Moved.  "Thmt  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr.  Thorold  Begen)', 
after  short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  59, 
N.  48;  M.  11  (D.  L.  345) 

Debate  resumed /M/y  34.1865;  Moved,  **  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Mmfss 
Lloyd) ;  alter  short  debate*  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Original  Question  again  proposed;  Ameodt 
to  leave  out  "  now,"  add  **  upon  this  dif 
three  months "  (Mr.  Ramsay) ;  Qaestios 
proposed,  *•  That  *  now  *  Ac. ; "  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  original  Qoei- 
tion  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3*» 

Poor  Law  (Enolakd  and  Walks) 
Pauper  Lunatics — Transference  from  AjyUni 
to  Workhouses,  Question,  Mr.  Brintoo ;  As. 
swer.  The  President  of  the  Loeal  Govtrs' 
ment  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  9, 1» 
Recipients  of  Medical  Relief  onlv,  Qnestiooi, 
Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot;  Answers,  Tbe 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  14,  653 
Removed  of  Paupers  from  Seotiand  to  Mad 
^Cases  of  Ann  Mayee  and  Thomas  CarH*, 
Question,  Sir  Ilervey  Bruce ;  Answer,  Tbi 
Lord    of   the    Treasurj    (Mr.    Dalrjople) 
July  21,1399 

Poor  Law  Onardians  (Ireland)  BiU 

(The  Lord  CarUngford^ 

1.  Committee,  after  debate /ti2^  13,  391  (No.  131) 
Report  July  30,  1 160  (No.  17«) 
Read3*»/u/y31                             (No.  1«) 

Poor  Law  Unions'  Officers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir    William  Hart  Dyke,   Mr,  Jttemtf 

General  for  Ireland) 
e.  Read  \^^July3  [BUI 314] 

Rdhd  2?  •Ju4y  15 
Order  for  Committee  read;   Moved,  "TtaJ 

Mr.  Speaker ecd^vnow   leave   the  Gbsir' 

[Mitf. 
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Poor  Law  Onions'  Officers  {Ireland)  J?t7Z— cont. 
/ttZy  16,  1013;  after  short  debate,  Mored, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr. 
Sexton) ;  after  further  ihort  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn ;  original  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to;  Committee — b.p. 
Committee— B.P.  July  20, 1334 
Committee ;  Report  July  24, 1857 

Portugal — Seizure  of   the    *^Erma"    at 
Funchal 
Questions,  Mr.  Wills  ;    Answers,  The   Under 
Secretarf  of  State  ior  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bourke)  /uZ^^  20, 1191 

POBTBfASTEB     GENERAL      {see     MaKNEES, 

Eight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  E.) 

Post  Office    {Miscellaneous  Questions) 

North  American  Postal  Service j  Question,  Mr. 
Giles;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Lord  John  Manners)  July  9, 122 

Postal  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  Rankin  ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners) July  13,  415 

Savings  Banks^ Limitation  of  Deposits,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Lord  John  Manners) 
July  10,  277 

The  Committee  on  Pottage  Stamps,  Question* 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Lord  John  Manners) 
July  16,  905 

The  Irish  Mail  Service  between  Dublin  and  the 
West,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer.  Tho 
Postmaster  General  (Lord  John  Manners) 
July  16,919 

Post  Office  Sites  Bill 

{Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre^  Mr,  Eibbert) 
e.  Committee  *  {on  re-eomm) ;  Report  July  13 

Read  d^  •  July  14  [Bill  193] 

I  Read  1*  •  (^.  of  Iddesleigh)  July  16  (No.  181) 

Read  2''  *  July  24 

PowEB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

Polioe  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  1868 

Power,  Mr.   P.  J.,   Waterford  Co, 
Army— South  Wales  Borderers — Disturbances 

at  Waterford,  923 
Ireland-^Crime  and  Outrage— Riot  at  Water- 
ford, 436 
Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub- Com- 
missioner Walpole,  Res.  1707 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  1580,  1581 
Law  Charges  and   Criminal   Prosecutions, 

Ireland,  1534,  1547,  1574 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1239 
Royal  Irish    Constabulary  —  Explosives 
Acts— Appointment  of  Inspectors,  1055 

PowEE,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford  City 

Army  < Auxiliary  Forces)— The  Militia,  1022 


Powis,  Earl  of 
Housing  of  the    Working  Claues  (Bngland), 

Comra.  cl.  3,  1177 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  3R.  1775 

Prevention  of  Crime  {Ireland)  Act,  1882 
— Resident  Magistrates 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
July  13,  427 

Prevention  of  Crimes  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]  {Mr,  Tomlinaon) 

e.  Road  2*  •  July  24  [Bill  93] 

Peioe,  Captain  G.  E.,  Bevonport 
Navy— Torpedo  Boats,  1188 
Na?y  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  29,  36 

Dockyards,  &o.  ib 

New  Works,  BuUdings,  dec.  77 

Prime  Mikistee  {see  Salisbury,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Prince  Henry  of  BattenhergU  Naturali- 
zation Bill  iLords"] 
I,  Presented  (on  petition) ;  read  1**  July  13 

Public  Eealth 

Jutemalional  Sanitary  Conference  at  Rome, 
Question,  Mr.  Sutherland ;  An.«iwer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs 
(Mr.  Bourke)  Jii/y9.  113 

Small-Pox—  The  "  Castalia  "  Hospital  5/itp— 
Vaccination  of  an  Infant  at  Birth,  and  again 
three  days  after.  Question,  Mr.  Hop  wood ; 
Answer,  Tho  President  of  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  20, 
1185 

Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers) 

Bin  {Sir  John  Kennaway^  Mr,  Long, 

Mr,  Cowen) 
c.  Order  for  Cooimittee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  July  9, 
232 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr.  Biff  gar)  \  after  short  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  12,  N.  80  ;  M.08  (D.  L.  217) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  :  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Com- 
mittee—r.p.  [BilllU] 

Committee  ;  Report  July  14,  788 

Considered  • ;  read  3*  July  20 
I,  Read  l'^*  {E.  Brownlow)  July  21  (No.  194) 

Read  2»  •  July  24 

Fnblic   Health   (Scotland)    Provisional 

Order  Bill  {Earl  of  Dalhousie) 

I  Committee  *  July  18  (No.  148) 

Report  •  July  14 
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Pablio  Health    (Scotland)    ProTisional 

Order  (No.  2)  Bill    (The  Lord  Advocate, 
Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral/or  Scotland) 

e.  Report  •  July  14  [BUI  207] 

Conitdered  *'july  \l^ 

Rcad3o*/Wyl« 
/.  Re*d  1»  •  {£.  Beauchamp)  July  17    (No.  188) 

!PTi1)lic  Health  (Ships,  ftc.)  Bill 

(Kr,  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr,  Stuart-^  WortUy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  road  1«  *  July  10  [BiU  330] 

Read  2^*  July  18 

Comoiitteo  * ;  Report  ;  read  3^  July  16 
/.  Read  1*  •  ( JB.  Brownlow)  July  17    f^o.  186) 

Read  2*  •  July  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  2i 

PuLBSToir,  Mr.  J.  H,,  Devonport 

Africa  (Weit  Coaat)  —  Cable  CommuDioation, 

916 
Asia  (Central)— AfghanistaD— Reported  Ros- 

lian  Advance,  928 
Medical     Relief      Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.c/.2,  1501,  1606 
Navjr  Estimates— Admiralty  OfDoe,  16,  18«  19« 
36 
Dockyards,  Ac.  60 
Half-Pay,  Reserved,  d(0.  Pay  to  Officers  of 

tho  Navy  and  Marines,  70 
New  Works,  Buildings,  &e,  77 

Eaikes,  Eight  Hon.   H.  C,  Camhridg$ 
UniverHty 
General  Gordon,  1395 


Bailioayt 

Eaikoixy  Cottmiaum^Diferendal  RaUi  on 
English  at  againtt  Foreign  Agricultural 
Producttt  Question,  Mr.  Atkinson  ;  Answer, 
'Ihe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  17, 
1056 

Railway  Couplings  —  Accidents  to  Railway 
Servants,  Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  An- 
swer, Tho  Secretary  to  tho  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  July  13,  409 

The  Accident  on  the  Fumess  Railway ,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  C.  Thompson ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  July  9,  126 


Eamsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfc, 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  570 
Ueriot*s  Hospital  Scheme,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1750 
Medical      Relief     DisqualiSoation     Removal, 
Comm.  1464;   cL  2,   1484,   1485;    Consid. 
add,  cl.  Amendt.  1657,  1659 
Navy  Estimates— Half- Pay,  Reserved,  dso.  Pay 
to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,   217, 
218 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  483 
■  PoUee     Enfranehlsement      Extension,     2R. 
Amendt.  1867,  1869 


Eankin,  Mr.  J.,  Leomintter 

Destitute    Children    (Compolaory     Indnstrisl 

Training),  Res.  327 
Inland    Revenue  —  Income  Tax  ~~  liarried 

Women's  Property  Act,  1882.  414 
Post  Office -Postal  Orders,  415 
Supply — Public  Education,  733 

Eathbone,  Mr.  W.,  CamarvntMn 
Medical     Relief     Diaqoalifioattoii      Remonl, 
Comm.  1424,  1426 ;  cL  2,  1478 

RaihtniHSi  and   Rathgar  ToumiMp    BiU 


[Zordsliibif  Order) 
^nsidered  Jui 


e.  Considered  July  14,  635 

Read  3*,  after  short  debate  July  17,  1053 

Eavsitsworth,  Earl  of 
Defences  of  the    Empire— Defence    of  Oen- 

meroial  Ports  and  Seaside  Towns,  1936 
Vote  of  Credit  —  Naval  Ailaiiniitrmtion  of  tbe 

late  Government,  633 

Eead,  Mr.  C.  S.,  I^orfolk,  W. 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acta— Swiss 
Fever— Order  in  Council.  922 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2)— Brewh; 
Licences,  660 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Conm. 
cl.  21.  1716 

Destitute  Children  (Compulsory  Industrial 
Training),  Res.  326 

Medical  Relief  Difqualifioation  Removal,  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  583  ;  2R.  972  ;  Comm.  14S0, 
1459  ;  add.  cl.  1510 

Beal  Property  Begi&tration  Bill  [h.l] 

[The  Duke  of  Marlborough) 
I,  Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  July  9, 103 

(No.  182) 

Eedesdale,  Earl  of  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Giants'  Causewny,  Portrush,  and  Bush  Vallej 
Railway  and  Tramway.  811.  1759,  1763 

Tjind  Purchase  (Ireland),  Comm.  1362 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2), 
Res.  387 

Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland),  Comm. 
887,  889  ;  Report,  1051, 1052  ;  3R.  AmeiHlt. 
1370 

Worcester  Extension,  3R.  1597 

Eedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  New  Ross 

Royal   Irish   Constabulary— Case   of  Disiriet 

Inspector  Murphy,  340 
Supply— Constabulary,  Ireland.  1829, 1831 
Law  Charges  and   Criminal    Prosecutiou. 

Ireland,  1556 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1250 

Eedmowd,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,   Wexford 

Ireland— Royal   Irish   Constobulary— Osse  of 

District  Inspector  Murphy.  365 
Ireland— Und  Law  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub-Com- 

missiooer  Walpole,  Res.  1792. 1795 

uigiiiz^a  Dy  "kjkjkj-^v 
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RsDMOND,  Mr.  W.  D.  K. — eont, 

Ireland  —  Maamtrasnm,   dto.    M orders.    Ret. 

1090 
Supply — National  Gallery  of  Ireland,  1828 
PuMio  Baildingfl,  IreUnd,  1280, 1242, 1261 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Nary  Estimates — Admiralty  OfHee,  8 
Doekyards,  Ae,  52 

Machinery  and  Ships  boilt  by  Contraofc,  &o. 
lb 

SsgenVs  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway 
Bill 

I.  MoTed,  *<  That  SUnding  Order  No.  93.  be 
considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispebsed 
with  in  respect  of  a  Petition  of  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Company  praying  to  be 
heard  by  coun^I  against  the  Bill"  {The 
lord  Balfour)  July  10,  244  ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to;  Leafo  gifen  to 
present  the  said  Fetitioo 

Regiitration  Act,  1843  —  Appointment  of 
Revising  Barristers 
(Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther:  Answer,  The 
Attorney    General    (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
July2\,  1402 

Representation  of  the  People  Ant,  1 884 
Disfranchisement  of  the  Carrickfergus  Free- 

t/i^n,  Question,  Mr.  Sinclair ;  Answer,  The 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 

July  17.  1068 
Election  Exp^mee^  Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke  ; 

Answer,  The   Secretary   of   State   for  the 

Ilome  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 

July  29,  1207 
Undergraduate     Occupiers,     Qaestion,     Mr. 

Marum ;    Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  July  14,  054 

Eevising  Barristers  Bill      (Mr,  Attorney 

General,  Secretary  Sir  £.  Assheton  Cross) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  July  21  [Bill  237] 

Moved,    <«That    the  Bill   be  now  read  2*" 

/u2y23,  1730 
Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjonrned  " 

(Mr,  Morgan  Lloyd)  ;  after  short  debate, 

Motion  withdrawn 
Original    Question  put,  and  agreed  to:  Bill 

read2<' 

BiOHMONB  AND  GoRDOK,  Duke  of  (Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade) 

Harbour  Accommodation,  1600 

Ilousing  of  the  Working  Classes  (England), 
3R.  1771 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway, 
Res.  245 

Rifer  Thames  (No.  2),  2R.  1599 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Comm. 
c/.  4,  1168 

Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  Comm.  eh  3, 
Aroendt.  1602,  1603;  add.  el.  1604,  1605; 
Report,  Amendt.  1774 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Comm.  cL  1, 1764 


EiTCHiB,  Mr.   C.  T.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Tower  Hamlets 
Madagascar — I'rotection  to  Person  and  Pro- 

'party  of  British  Subjects,  279 
Navy — Questions 

Collision  with  II.M.S.  "  Ilecla,"  1517 
Naval  Accountant  and  Engineer  Officers, 

1403 
Rank  of  Chief  Engineers,  1056 
Royal  Marines  and  the  Commissariat  Staff, 

653 
Shipbuilding  Contracts— Time  Allowed  for 
Completion,  1187 
Navy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  17 
Dockyards,  Ac.  57 

t  Half- Pay.  Reserved,  he.  Pay  to  Officers  of 
the  Navy  and  Marines,  218 
Supply— Irish  LAnd  Commission,  1591 

Siver  Thames  (No.  2)  Bill       {Mr.  story- 

Maskelyne,  Sir  Michael  Bieks^Beaeh,  Mr. 
Mon,  Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr.  Sellar,  Oolonei 
Makins,  Mr,  Molloy) 
c.  Consideration    deferred,    after    short    debate 
July  8,  84  [BiU  203] 

Considered  ;  read  3^  Jtdy  9,  238 
/.  Readl^(Lor(2ifou}U.reffip^)/ti/ylO(No.l71) 
Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  23,  1597 

RooBRS,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southward 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 

Comm.  cl.  2, 1502 
Police  Eofranchisument  Extension,  2R.  1731 

EosEBERY,  Earl  of 

Secretory  for  Scotland,  2 R.  86, 99, 102  ;  Comm. 
cl,  1,  Amendt.  5S6  ;  cl.  4,  Amendt.  ib. ;  cl.  5. 
Amendt,  587  :  add.  d.  ib.  590, 591, 593,  600, 
602,  606,  607:  Report,  899;  3K.  1371, 
1373,  1376.  1379,  1380 

The  Ezecative  Government— Change  of  Ad- 
ministration, 264 

Ross,  Mr.  C.|  St.  Ives 
Harbour  Accommodation — National  Uarboort 
of  Refuge,  1620 

BossE,  Earl  of 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2), 
Comm.  887 

BussELL,  Mr.  T.,  Glasgow 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 
cl.  10,  Amendt.  1709, 1710, 171 1 

EusTON,  Mr.  J.,  Lincoln  City 

Egypt — International  Financial  Agreement— 
The  Loan  of  £9,000,000,  918, 1060, 1631 

Kylands,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Army      (Sopplemenury)      Estimate  —  Land 

Forces,  Amendt.  452 
Navy  (Shipbuilding)— Naval  Expenditure  (Veto 

of  Credit),  421 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  864,  865,  860 
Report,  660  .,__._  ^.  ^oqIc 
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Bah  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act  —  Oleomar- 
garin0 
Question,  Mr.  DuokhAm  ;  Answer.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
A.J.  Balfour)  July  ^,  lU 

Bale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Durham)  Bill  ^^r.  Theodore  Fry, 

Mr.  Walter  Jamee^  Mr,  Lambton,  Mr,  Doddt, 
Mr,  Thomas  Hiehardsonf  Mr,  Qourley,  Mr' 
Thomas  Thompson) 
c.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  8  [Bill  29] 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 

and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs) 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  Nomination  of 

Seleot  Committee,  634 
Bousing  of  the  Working:  Classes  (England), 

2R.  889;  Comm.  1171  :  cl,  3,   1173,  1175, 

1176,   1177;   cl.  4,  t6.  ;  Report,    Amendt. 

1339,  1340,  1341 ;  3R.  1770 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  Comm.  1351 
Real  Proportj  Registration,  2R.  \i>8 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  2R.  100,  102  ;  Report, 

898  ;  3R.  1376,  1380 
Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  Report,  1774 
Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland),  Report, 

1052 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Af>ia   (Central) — Afghanistan — Reported  Rus- 
sian Advance.  1064 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  el,  1,  228 
Criminal  I^aw  Amendment,  2R.  21 1 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  2R.  950 
Defences  of   the   Eropire-^Coaling    Stations, 

1777 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory     Industrial 

Training),  Ree.  321 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Recipients  of 

Medical  Relief  only,  653 
Supply — Land  Registry,  750 

Samuelson,  Sir  B.,  Banhury 

Parliamentary   Elections— Fixing  of   Polling 
Places,  434 

School  Boards  Bill 

[Mr.  Stanhope,  Mr,  Arthur  Balfour) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Jtdy  15  [Bill  235] 

Read  2«  •  July  20 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  21 

nead3«*/tt/y22 
I,  Read  !••  (Lord  President)  July  23.  (No.  200) 

Read  2"  •  July  24 

SoLATiB-BooTH,  Ei^ht  Hon .  Q-. ,  iTan^,  jY. 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  2R.  939 
Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal,  2R. 
1004 

SCOTLAITD 
Mousing  o/the  Working  Classes^  Question,  Mr. 
C.  S.  Parker;  .Answers,  The  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Dalrymple),  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  July  23, 
1626 

[cont. 


Scotland — cont. 

The  CattU  Roek,  EdinbwyK  Q«e»tMO,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Balfour ;  Reply,  The  Under 
SecreUry  of  State  for  War  (Viscount  Barj); 
short  debate  thereon  July  13,  398 

Jjdw  and  Justice  {Scotland) 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  EigUoMis  oai 

Islands ,  Obserrations,  Dr.  Cameron ;  short 

debate  thereon  July  10,  328 
Procuraiors  Fiscal^  Observations,  Mr.  J.  W. 

Barclay,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfbor; 

Reply,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Horns 

Department  (Sir  R.  Asshetoc  Cross)  July  fit 

1800 

Scotland-- Educational  J^tdotcwtmt  Com- 
mission— Eeriot^s  Hospital 

Questions,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answers,  Tbe 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exobequer  July  16, 915 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  preseoted 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
withhold  Her  consent  to  the  Scheme  of  tbe 
Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  Com- 
mission now  lying  upon  the  Table  of  tbe 
House,  for  the  management  of  tbe  Endow- 
ments of  llerioi's  Hospital "  (Mr,  Buskanasi) 
July  23,  1734  ;  after  debate.  Question  pot ; 
A.  15,  N.  49  :  M.  84  (D.  U  246) 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]        ( The  Earl  of  Dalhotme) 
I,  Committee  July  20, 1164  (No.  103) 

Report  •^tt/y  21  (No.  192) 

Read3»*/ti/y23 
tf.  Read  l*  •  July  24  [Bill  250] 

Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Rosehery) 
I,  Read  2«,  after  debate  Juiy  9,  86      (No.  117) 
Committee  July  14,  586 
Report,  after  short  debate  July  16,  897 
Read  3»  July  21,  1371  (No.  178) 

On  Q4iestion,  •*  That  the  Bill  do  pass  f  " 
Amendt.  in  Title,  pagt*  1,  leave  out  (**  Vice") 
betore  ("  President ")  ( 7%<j  EaH  of  Minto); 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Btllpa6M<l 
c.  Read  1<»*  (5ir  H.  A.  Cross)  July  22  [Bill  2421 
Moved,    <*That   the   Bill   be   now   read  2*" 
July  24,  1860 ;  Moved,  «  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned"  {Sir  Lyon  Platffair); 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  ori- 
ginal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2" 

Seely,  Colonel  C,  Nottingham 

Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corpe,  484,  489, 
495 

Selborne,  Earl  of 

Marriages  (Saint  John,  Cowley),  3R.  1342 
Real  Property  Registration,  2R.  106 
Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  Report,  1774 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (N«.  J)i 

Res.  389 
Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland),  Comm* 

887,888;  3R.  1370 
Waterworks  Clauses  Aot  (1847)  Amendmeot, 

Res.  407  ;  Comm.  e^.  L  1766. 1768 
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Sblwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.,  E»b$x^  W. 
Police  EnfranchisemoDt  Extension,  2R.  1733 

Skxtow,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 

Admiralty  (Expenditure  and  Liabilities),  Mo- 
tion for  a  Select  Cooimittee,  88 1 
County  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland)  (Pensions) 

2R.  1511 
Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  Works^Sligo  Uarbour  Board— 
Repayment  of  Loan,  657 

Collector  OeneraUhip  of  Kates,  Dublin,  410 

Crimeand  Outrage — Murder  of  Mrs.  Nolan, 
921 

Failure  of  the  Monster  Bank,  1210, 1211 

Fisheries— Deep  Sea  Trawling,  665,  656 

Fishery  Act,  1842— ObstmeCion  of  Fishe- 
ries, 1779 

Fishery  Piers  and  Ilarbours  —  Piers  at 
Balderrig,  Killerduff,  and  Pul-na-Muck, 
Co.  Mayo,  1781 

Industrial  Schools,  1057 

Land  Law  Act,  1881— Duke  of  Abercom's 
EsUte— Bryan  Molloy,  1780 

Law  and  Police — Detention  of  Intoxicated 
Persons,  1209 

Magistracy— Stipendiary  Magistrates,  922 

Mr, CO.  James,  Official  Assignee  in  Bank- 
ruptcy—Inrestigation  ot  Aooounts,  656 

Post  Office— General; Post  Office,  Dublin- 
Substitution  of  Gas  Engines  for  Steam, 
278  ; — Mail  Service  between  Dublin  and 
the  West,  428,919 

Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882  —  Resident 
Magistrates,  427,  428 

Prisons — Salaries  of  Prison  Warders,  278, 
279 

Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Dublin,  904 

Tramways,  1623 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice— Questions 

Custody  of  Prisoners  in  Ireland,  1808 

Expenses  of  Witnesses  —  Mrs.  Margaret 
Raflery,  1621 

Maamtrasna  Murders,  921 

Mr.  O'Brien,  M.P.  HOI 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Questions 

Case  of  District  Inspector  Murphy,  348, 
356,  377 

Death  of  Peter  O'Gara  in  a  Police  Cell  at 
Sligo,  422 

Distribution,  1516 

District  Inspector  Gibbons,  1629 
Ireland  —  Land   Law  Act,  1881  —  Mr.  Sub- 
Commissioner  Walpole,  Res.  1790 
Ireland— Maamtrasna,  dkc.  Murders,  Res.  1090, 

1110,  1116 
Poor  Law  Unions'  Officers  (Ireland),  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment.  1014,  lul5  ;  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1334, 1336  ;  c/.  1, 

1857,  1869 
Supply,  Comm.  382 

ConsUbulary,  Ireland,  1842,  1855 

County  Court  Officers,  Ireland,  1814,  1822, 
1825, 1826,  1827 

Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Ireland.  1318 

Irish  Land  Commission,  1593 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions, 
Ireland,  1518,  1544,  1545,  1548,  1568, 
1570 

Local  GoTernment  Board,  Ireland,  1264 

Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1225, 1229,  1258, 
1259,  1263 

[COfU, 


Seztov,  Mr.  T.— c<m<. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Ire- 
land, 1855 

Report,  1332 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  1331, 1333 

Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances, 
dec.  767,  768 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 773,  774,  775 

Teachers'  Pension  Office,  Ireland,  1324 

Shaanoii  Navigation  Bill 

(Mr.  Eibb$rt,  Mr,  Herbert  OladsUme) 
c.  Considered  •  ;  read  3*  July  9         [Bill  1711 
/.  Read  !••  (E.  of  IddesUi^h)  July  10  (No.  172) 

Read2**>tt//20  '  '       ^       v  / 

Report  •  July  23 

Shbil,  Mr.  E.,  Meath  Co. 
Ireland— Landlord  and  tenant — Mist  Kieran, 
Tenant  of  the  Earl  of  Howth,  118 

Shield,  Mr.  H.,  Cambridge 
Customs  and  Inland  RoTenue  (No.  2),  2R.  951  ; 
Comm.  1690,  1692 ;  el.  10,  Amendt.  1700, 
1703,  1705 

SiDMoiTTH,  Viscount 

Coast  Defences  and  Naral   Volunteer  Corps, 

1153  '^ 

Harbour  Accommodation,  1608, 1 609 

SiMoir,  Mr,  Serjeant  J.,  JDewehury 
West  Indian  Colonies— Jamaica,  1197 

SiNOLAiB,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Antrim 

RepresenUtion  of  the  People  Act,  1884— Dis- 
franchisement of  the  Carrickfergus  Freemen, 
1058 

Small,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Wexford  Bo. 
Ireland— Und  Purchase  Bill,  1624 

Law  and  Police— Protection  at  C  lady  more, 
1064 
Supply  —  Local  Gofernment  Board,  Ireland, 
1274 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  Weetmineter 
Army — Questions 

Army  Act — Enlistment  of  Foreigners,  916 

Boxer  Cartridge,  435 

Military  Expedition  to   Egypt  —  Military 

Chaplains,  660 
South  Wales  Borderers  —  Disturbances  at 
Waterford,  923 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)  —  Court  Martial  on 
Sergeant  M'Bride,  655 
MiliUa,  1622 
Army  Estimates,  288 

Army  Reserve  Force,  500 
Commissariat,  i&c.  Store   Establishments, 
Wages,  &o.  543, 545,  546 
Army    (Supplementary)     Estimates  —  Land 

Forces,  437,  441,  442,  478 
Egypt — Questions 

MiliUry  Expedition— Sir  Herbert  Stewart*  s 
Force,  1405 ;— Suakin  and  Red  Sea  Force 
—The  Indian  Contingent,  1622  ^  iv 
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Smit3,  Right  Hod.  W.  U.^eont, 

M.  Olivier  Pain,  120,  280,  1201 

Nile  Expedition  —  Steamers  on  tb«  Nile, 

427  ;— Sir  C.  Wilson,  660,  915 
Soud»n— Troops  at  StiakiD,419  ;— Medioal 
OflScers,  1620 
Ireland—- Crime  and  Outrage— Riot  at  Water- 

ford,  486 
NaT/ — Evolutionary  Squadron,  124 
Navy  Estimates— Half.  Pay,  Reserved,  4o.  Pay 

to  OflBcers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  216 
Parliament — Buiioess  of  the  House,  928 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Liverpool 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  208 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory   Indastrial 

Training),  Res.  290,  897 
Uw  and  Police —  <*  Pall  Mall  Gasette"— Ob- 

jectionable  Articles,  910 
Sttpply-*  Houses  of  Parliament,  878 
Trade  and  Commeree— Depression  of  Trade— 

Appreeiation  of  Gold,  1805 

SoLiciTOB  G-ENEBAL,  The  (iee  Gorst, 
Sir  J.  E.) 

Bouthwark  and  Vauxhall  Water  BUI 
iLordi] 

e.  Moved,  **  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Southwark 
and  Vauxhall  Water  Bill  [Lords],  Sunding 
Order  285  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time "  {Sir  CharUi 
Forster)July  21,  1381 ;  after  debate.  (Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  71,  N.  119 ;  M.  48  (D.  L.  285} 
Moved,  *'  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Southwark 
and  Vauxhall  Water  Bill  [Lordg],  Standing 
Order  204  be  dispensed  with  "  {Sir  Charles 
Forster)  July  28,  1610  ;  after  short  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  76,  N.  58 ;  M.  23  (D.  L. 
240) 

Speaker,    The  (Bight   Hon.   Arthur 

Wellrslet  Peel),  Warwiok 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  8R.  1020 
Griminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  202,  208 
Crofters'  Iloldings  (ScotUnd),  2a.  507,  570, 

571 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  2  R.  968  ; 

Comro.  1692 
Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London),  2R.  1185 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Mr.  O'Brien,  M.P. 

1401 
Ireland  —  Land  Law  Act,  1881  —  Mr.  Sub- 

Commiuioner  Walpole,  Ues.  1792 
Ireland— Maamtrasna,  du).  Murders,  Res.  1110 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 

Comm.  1426;  Consid.  add,  cl.  1655,1656, 

1657.1658,1659;  3R.  1673 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards,  d(o.  213 
Oaths,  2 K.  1805 
Parliament^  Order— (Questions  —Home  Rule, 

912 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Ofllcers), 

Comm.  574 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

289,240,241,  242 
Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  1731 
Serjeant-at-Arms— Retirement  of  the,  1213 

[cont. 


SPEAKta,  The— C0M<. 
Soufhwark  and  Vaoxhall  Water,  1615 
Supply,  Report,  564 
Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland),  eh 

from  Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 

(No.  2),  IR.  1593 

Spencer,  Earl 

Und  Purchase  (Ireland),  IR.  1046  ;  2R.llTfi; 

Comm.  1342,  1360 ;  cL  15,  1369,  1370 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No. 2), 

Res.  384 
Tramways  Order  in  Council  (IroUnd),  ComoL 

Amendt.  888,  889  ;  Report,  1051 

Stanhope,  Eight  Hen.  E.  (Vice  Prea- 
dent  of  the  Oommittee  of  Counoilon 
Education),  Lineolmhtref  Hid 
Allotments    Extension    Act,     1882— Ckaritj 

Lands  in  the  Isle  of  Ely,  1784 
Charity    Commissioners — Medley's    Charity, 

1407 
Destitute    Children    (Compalsoiy    Industrial 

Training),  Res.  323 
Education  Department— Questions 

Appointment  of  a  Schoolmistress  at  Ask- 

hocking.  Suffolk,  1898 
Croydon  and  West  Bromwioh  School  Boardi, 

279 
Education  of  the  Deaf— A  Royal  Commis- 
sion, 1625 
Religious  Instruction  in   Board    Sohcob, 

1309 
School  Board  Elections,  1406 
Ileriot's  Hospital  Scheme,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1752 
Law  and  Justice^  Court  of  Bankmptoy.  Nev- 
castle-on-Tyno— The  Vicar  of  St.  Mark'i, 
South  Shields,  1208,  1629 
Medical     Relief     Disqualifioatioii     RemoTsI, 

311.  1676 
Pluralities,  Comm.  1784 
Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  1731, 1733 
Supply— Public  Education,  665,  687,  709 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  742 

Stanley,  Right  Hon.  Colonel  F.  A. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  theColoniea], 
Lancaihire,  iV. 
Africa  (South)— Bechuanaland,  118,  1400;- 
Methuen*s  Horse,  1398 
West  Coast— Cable  Commimioaiion,  917 
Colonial    Bonds — Inaufficieocy   of    Noties  of 

Repayment,  430 
Cyprus— Report  of  the  High  Co«misuooer, 

121 
Federal  Council  of  Australasia,  2R.  220 
West  Indian  Colonies — Jamaica,  1197 

Stanley,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comu. 

cl.  10,  1705,  1710,  1711 :  Amendt.  1718 
Destitute    Children    (Compulsory    lodostrial 

Training),  Res.  805 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Practices), 

Comm.  287 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

242 
Supply— Public  Education,  718,  714^ 
uigiiizea  oy  vjiv_/v_/pi  iv^ 
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Staitley  of  Alderley,  Lord 
FiDaociftl  Reform  AsaocUtion  AlmAOfto,  1155 

Stutionsry  Office,  7h$ 

Question,  Lord  Eloho ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
JvXy  16,  006 

Stoker,  Mr.  G.,  Nottinghamshire^  S. 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm, 

add.  cl.  1728 
Depression  of  Trade   and    Agriculture— The 

Royal  Commission,  1787,  1788 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  187 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Haehney 

Destitute    Children    (Compulsoi^    Industrial 

Training),  Res.  800 
Intermediate  Kduoation  (Ireland)  Act,  1878 — 

Application  of  Act  to  Girls,  917 
<'  Pall   Mall  Gazette "  and  the  MetropoliUD 

Police,  426 
Parliament— Bttsioess  of  the  House,  664,  925, 

1063,  1517 

STLbmarine  Telegrapb  Cables  Bill 

{The  Lord  SudeUy) 
L  Committee,  after  debate  Ju/y  23, 1600  ( No.  104) 
Report,  after  debate  July  24,  1774    (No.  203) 

8%e%  Canal — The  Conference 

Question,  Mr.  Charles  Palmer;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Stato  for  Foreign 
Affkirs  (Mr.  Bourke)  Juty  9,  112 

Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeath 

Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— Mr.  Sub-Com- 
missioner Walpole,  Res.  1706 

Ireland  —  Maamtrasna,  «bc.  Murders,  Kei. 
1117,1130 

Poor  Law  Unions'  OflUsers  (Ireland),  Comm. 
1336 

Supply— Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions, Ireland,  1531 

Smnmary  Jurisdiction   (Term  of    Im- 
prisonment) Bill  {Mr.  Hmry  H. 
Fowler^  Secretary  Sir   William  Earcourt) 
€.  Read  2»,  after  debate  July  10.  382     [Bill  180] 
Order  ibr  Committee  read  July  13,  672 
Moved,  **  That  it  bean  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  insert  an 
Amendment  directing  prisoners  who  propose 
to  apply  for  a  certiorari  to  bo  admitted  to 
bail  pending  the  decision  of  the  Iligh  Court " 
{Mr.  Heal^  ;  afler  short  debate,  (^estion 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee— b.p. 
Committee  • — b.p.  July  14 
Committee;  Report  Ju/j^  17,  1150 
Considered  ;  read  3»  July  21,  1612   [Bill  236] 
I  Read  1«  •  (fi.  Btaucltamp)  July  23   (No.  202) 

SUPPLY 

Army  Eitimaies,  Questions,  Observations,  Sir 
Arthur  Hayter  ;  Reply,  The  Seoretary  of 
Sute  for  War  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  July  10, 
287 

[cont. 


Soi'pLT— con/. 
Navy  Eetimaiee,  Question,  Lord  Henry  Len- 
nox ;  Answer.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer  July  9,  125  ; — Mobart  Pasha,  Question, 
Mr.  Bryce;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  10,  290  [See  ydvy] 

OrtuUs  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxation,  Personal 
Explanation,  Mr.  Cochran- Patrick  July  20, 
1212 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  July  8,  4  —  Navt 
EsTiMATXs — Votes  3  to  17  inclusive 

Resolutions  reported  July  9,  21 1 

Res.  1  to  3  agreed  to 

(4.)  £1.639,300  (DocKTARDs  and  Natal  Yards 
AT  Home  and  Abroad)  ;  after  short  debate, 
Res.  agreed  to 

Res.  5  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to 

(14.)  £830,400  (Ualp-Pat,  Rcsiryxd,  and 
RxTiRtD  Pat  to  OmocRs  ot  thi  Natt  and 
Marines),  218  ;  Res.  read  a  second  time 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  £830,400,"  insert 
"  £880,120 "  (5iV  George  Campbell)  v.  ; 
Question  proposed,  <*rhat  '£830.400' 
d(C. :  '*  after  short  debate,  Moved,  *'  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) ;  after  further  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to 

Debate  resumed  July  13,  548 ;  after  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  107,  N.  b^  ;  M.  52  (D.  L. 
222) 

Moved,  **That  the  Ilouse  do  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution ;  "  after 
short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  bo 
now  adjourned"  {Mr.  Caution)  ;  after  fur- 
ther short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ;  ori- 
ginal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  <*That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again "  {Sir 
Henry  Holland)  July  10,  381  ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  July  13.  437 — Armt 
(Suppluixntart)  ;  Armt  Estimatks — Votes 
7  to  9 

Resolutions  reported  July  14 

Considered  in  Committee  July  14,  665— CnriL 
Service  Estimates — Class  IV. — Eduoation, 
ScisNCB,  AND  Art,  Votes  1, 2, 1 1  ;  Class  III. 
— Law  and  Justice.  Votes  5  to  16,  18  to  20; 
Class  VI.— Non-Eppbctivb  and  Charitable 
Services  ;  Vote  1 

Resolutions  reported  July  15,  879 
First  Eightecen  Res.  agreed  to  ;  Nineteenth 
Res.  postponed 

Postponed  Res.  considered,  and,  after  short 
debate,  agreed  to  July  20,  1382 

Considered  in  Committee  Jtdy  15,  799 — Civil 
Service  Estimates  —  Class  I.  —  Pobuo 
Works  and  Buildinos,  Vote  4 ;  Class  VI. — 
Non-Effbctive  and  Charitable  Services, 
Votes  2  to  4,  7  &  8 ;  Class  IV.— Educa- 
tion, Science,  and  Art,  Votes  4  to  9 

Resolutions  reported  July  10 

Considered  in  Committee  July  20,  1214 — Civil 
Service  Estimates  —  Class  1.  —  Pubuo 
Works  and  Boildiros,  Vote  22  ;  Class  1L 
— Salaries  and  Expenses  op  Civil  Defart- 
MBNis,  Votes  88,  39  ;  Class  111.— Law  axd 
uigiiizea  oy  vjiVj/'k^'v  iv 
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Supply— con/. 

JusTioi,  Votes  SI  to  35,  28,  82  ;  Class  IV. 

— El>U04TlO!f,   SOIBHOB,  IWD   ArT,    VotCS    15 

to  17  dE  19 

Resolutions  reported  July  22 

Considered  in  Committee  Jult/  22 y  1518 — Civil 
Sbrtiob  Ebtimatis— Class  III. — Law  and 
Justice,  Votes  21  4  27;  Class  IV.— Edu- 
cation, ScisNCB,  AMD  Art,  Vote  10 

Resolotions  reported  July  24 

Considered  in  Committee  JuZy  24,  1814 — Citil 

SSRTICB     ESTIMATKS — ClASS    III. —  LaW    AMD 

JusTicx,  Votes  28,  $0,  dc  32  ;  Class  VI.—. 
Nom-Eppkctitb  and  Charitable  Sbrtiobs, 
Votes  5,  6,  d(  9 ;  Class  VII. — Mi6Cbu.a- 

NBOUS 

Resolutions  reported  Jviy  27 

8uip$nsion  of  Eviotians  {Scotland)  Bill 
Questions,  Mr.  Macfarlnne ;    Answers,    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  20,  1191 

SiTTHBBLAin),  Mr.  T.,  Gresnoek 
Obina— NaTigation  of   the    ShRngfaal    Ri?er, 

1627 
Egypt— Intematidnal  Sanitary  Council— Qua- 
rantine, 113 
Public   Health — International  Sanitary  Con- 
ference at  Rome,  113 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Uhifm-sity 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification     Removal, 

Motion  for  Leave,  579, 584,  665  ;  211.  1008  ; 

Comm.  1441  ;  eL  2,  1496.  1499  ;  8R.  1673 
National    Education — A    Royal  Commission, 

1053 
Oaths,  2R.  1865 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoose,  1202 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

241 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Recipients  of 

Medical  Relief  only,  654 
Supply- Public  Education,  695 

Thomasson,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bolton 

Medical  Relief  Disqualification  Removal, 
Comm.  cl.  1,  1475;  el,  2,  1488;  Consid. 
add.  el.  1638  ;  el,  2,  1664 

Thompson,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham 

Railways  (England  and  Wales) — Accident  on 
the  Fnmcss  Railway,  126 

Tithe  Eent  Charge  Kedemption  Bill 

{Mr,  Sampson  Lloyd^  Mr.  CubiU,  Mr,  Monk, 
Mr,  Vivian) 

c.  Committee  •  ;  Report ;  read  d^July  8  [Bill  181] 
I.  Read  !••  (Lord  Henniker)  July  9  (No.  165) 

Read2*»/atyl4 

Committee*  July  16 

Report* /tt/y  17 

Read8**/Mty20 

Royal  Assent  July  22    [48  A  49  Viet,  o.  32] 

ToMLDTSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 
Army  Estimates— Army  Reserve  Force,  501 
Volunteer  Corps,  481 

[6071^ 


ToMMKSoif,  Mr.  W.  E.  IX.^eont, 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  ^.  1,226* 

230,  231 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Cosui. 

1691 
Navy  Estimates — Ualf-Pay,  Ao.  to  Oi&cen  of 

the  Navy  and  Marines,  217 
Supply — Superannuation  and  Retired  Allow. 

ances,  Ac.  769 

Trade  and  Commerce — Depreenon  of  Trade 
— The  Appreciation  of  €rold 
Observations,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith  TWy  34, 1805 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Frovisioiial  Order 
(No.  2)  BilL  afterwards  Traniwayi 
Order  in  Council  (Ireland)  Bill 

(  Th$  Lord  Fitz&trald) 

I,  Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  ;  **  Jtdy  13, 
384 ;  after  short  debate,  on  Queatios  ? 
Cont.  95,  Not-Cont.  20  ;  M.  75  ;  rcsolrwi 
in  the  afiSrmative 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Ilnnse  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  "  Jtdy  16,  883 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  all  after  ("  That ")  ioser  t 
(*'  the  Order  of  Monday  last  for  committio  g 
the  Bill  to  a  Committee  ot  the  Whole  Hoote 
be  discharged  ")  ( The  Earl  of  Limerick) ; 
after  short  debate,  on  Qaeslion,  **  That  the 
words,  &o  f "  resolved  in  the  affirmative  ; 
Committee,  838  (No.  65) 

Report  July  17,  1051 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3> " 
July  21,  1370;  Amendt.  to  leave  oat 
('*now'*)  add  (*<  this  day  three  montbi") 
( The  Eaii  of  RedesdaU) ;  on  Quest  ion.  Thai 
f"  now  ")  dec  ?  Cont.  29,  Not-Cont.  17  : 
M.  12  ;  resolved  in  the  affirmative ;  Bill 
read  3* 
e.  Read  1^  after  debate  July  22, 1593   [Bill  243j 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No*  1}  Bill 

{Earl  Beauehamp) 
I,  Read  3*  •  July  9  (No.  149) 

Royal  Assent  July  16     [48  dt  49  Viet.  c.  Ixfij 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (Ho*  8)  Bill 

(Earl  Beauehamp) 
I,  Read2»*/tt/y9  (No.  156) 

Committee  •  July  13 
Report*  July  14 
Read  3«  •  July  16 
Royal  Assent  July  22    [48  &  49  Viet,  c.  cii] 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (Vo.  3}  Bill 

( Earl  Beauehamp) 
I.  Read  2*  •  July  9  (No.  157) 

Committee  *July  13 
Report  •Jtiiy  14 
Read  3«  •  July  16 
Royal  Assent  July  22    [48  A  49  Viet.  c.  oUi] 

Treasury— First  Lord  {$ee  Iddeslbigh, 
Earl  of) 
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TaBASURY— Lord   of   {see    Dalrymplb, 
Mr.  0.) 

Treasury  —  Financial    Secretary    {see 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T.) 

Treasury — Secretary    to    {eee    Akers- 
DouGLAs,  Mr.  A.) 

Truro,  Lord 

The  Exoouti?e  Government — Change  of  Admi- 
nistration, 270 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (18i7)  Amendment, 
Comm.  el,  1, 1767 

Trustees  Relief  Bill 

(Jfr.  Inee,  Mr.  Whitley) 
e.  Committee  •— b.p.  July  16  [Bill  85] 

Turhet/ 

The  Black  Sea,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aflfairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  July  14,  058 
The  Liquor  Jrade  at  Constantinople,  (Question, 
Mr.  "Whitworth  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
July  U,  654 

Tompike  Acts  Continuance  Bill 

(Jfr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Stuart-  Worthy) 

e.  Read  1°  •  July  8  [Bill  218] 

Read  2»  •  July  9 

Committee  •  ;  Report ;  read  8°  July  10 
*.  Read  !••(«.  Brovmlow)  July  13  (No.  174) 

Read  2*  *  July  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  24 

TvfEEDDALE,  Marquess  of 

Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  Comm.  1600  ; 
cl.  2,  Amende.  1601;  el.  3,  1602,  1603; 
add.  el.  1604,  1605,  1606 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Vavigation 

Bill    (Mr.  Mibbert,  Mr.  Merbert  Gladstone) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  20  [BiU  53] 

United  States,  The  —  Bounty  on  Sugar 
Exportation 
Question,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  July  23,  1619 

Vacating  of  Seats  Bill         (^.  Cameron, 

Mr.    Grantham,   Mr.  Fuleston,  Mr.  John 
Corbett) 
0.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  July  8  [BiU  221] 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  (Appeals) 

Bill  {Mr.  Henderson,  Mr.  Buchanan, 

Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Stewart  Clark) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  20  [BUI  191] 


Vbntry,  Lord 

Giants'  Causeway.  Portrush,  and  Bush  Valley 
Railway  and  Tramway,  3R.  Amendt.  1758, 
1768 

Verney,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Buohingham 

Army  Estimates  (Supplementary)  —  Land 
Forces,  471 

Army  (Military  Expedition  to  Egypt)--Mili- 
tary  Chaplains,  669 

Madagascar— Protection  to  Person  and  Pro- 
perty of  British  Subjects,  279 

National  Portrait  Gallery,  1631 

Walker,  Mr.  8.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Supply  —  Criminal  Prosecution!  in  Ireland, 
1549 

Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 

Medical    Relief    Disqnalifioation     RemOTal, 

2R.  968 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  871 

War  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.) 

War  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Bury,  Viscount) 

War    Department  —  Financial  Secre- 
tary («tfd  Northcotb,  Hon.  H.  S.) 

Wabton,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridport 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  l^R.  205 
Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882, 417 
Labourers  (IreUnd)  (No.  2),2R.  223 
Medical    Relief     Disqualifloation     RemoTal» 

Comm.  cl.  2,  1477,  1480  :  Consid.  add,  el 

1656,  1657, 1658  ;  cl.  2,  1673 
Nayy — Range  for  Torpedo  Practice,  1785 
Shipuiiding  Contracts — Time  Allowed  for 
Completion,  1187 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  OflBcers), 

Comm.  573,  779  ;  add.  el.  780,  782 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

242 :  Comm.  cl.  2,  Amendt.  1869, 1870 
Poisons  Bill  —  Poisonous   Patent  Medioines, 

428 
Supply^Land  Registry,  751 

Waterford,  Marquess  of 
Cholera  Hospitals  (Ireland),  Comm.  1772 
Landed  Estates  Court  (Ireland)^  Parchaie  of 

Holdings,  398 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  Comm.  393; 

^.  el  8,  Amendt.  ib, ;  el.  9,  Amendt.  394,  395 

Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Gravesend 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  Comm. 

1692 ;    el   10,   1704,  1706,  1707 ;    el  25, 

Amendt.  1720 
Medical     Relief    Disqualifloation    Remo?aI, 

Comm.  el  2, 1492, 1507  ;  3R.  1676 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Lord  Sudeley) 
I  Read3**/tt/y9  (No.  137) 

Royal  Assent  July  l^^S  A  |9  F^i^c^^f  J  . 
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Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amend 

ment  Bill  ( Viteount  Enjield) 

I.  Select  Committee  nominated  JuU/  10 ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  275 
July  13,  The  Lord  Saint  Oswald  added 
Moved,  ''That  the    Petition  of  the  sereral 
Water  Companies  who  supply  the  Metropolis 
with  water  (the  new  Rifor  Company  and 
others),  presented  on  Friday  last,  he  referred 
to  the  Seleot  Committee,  with  leave  to  the 
Petitioners  to  be  beard  against  the  Bill  as 
desired  "  ( The  Lord  Bramwell)  July  13,  404 ; 
after  short  debate,  resolved  in  the  negative 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  16    [No.  179] 
Bill  reported  •  July  16 
Comnittee  ;  Report  JxUy  24,  1763 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Eyt\$ 

Ilarbourt^Dover  Harbour,  1903,  1204 

Waugh,  Mr.  E.,  Cockermouth 

Copyhold  Enfranohlsement,  Comm.  €l,  I,  224, 

228,231;  47^50,232 
Supply — Public  Buildings,  Ireland.  1217 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Inland  Revenue 
The  Income   Tarn  ^  Tlu   Married    Women* t 
Property  Act,  ] 882,  Question,  Mr.  Rankin; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  13,  414 

Surcharge  on  the  London  Asiuranee  Corpora- 
tion, Question,  Mr.  M*Laren ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  'the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land) July  16,  924 

WATS  AND  MEANS 
Considered  in  Committee /u/y  0,  127 
Moved,  *'That,   towards  raising    the  Supply 
granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorised  to 
raise  any  sum  not  eioeeding  Four  Million 
Pounds  by  an  issue  of  Exchequer   Bills  or 
Treasury    Bills"    {Mr.    Cltancellor    of  the 
Emchequer) ;  after  long  debate,   Kesolation 
agreed  to 
1st,    6th,    6th,   12lh,  and    14th    Resolutions 
[1st  May]  read  [See  title  Excluquer 

and  Treasury  Bills  Bill] 

Webster,  Sir  E.  E.  (Attorney  General), 
Launesiton 
Civil  Servants  as  Election  Agents,  910 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  8R.  1018,  1019 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  210 
Medical     Relief     Disqualification    Removal, 

Comm.  el  2,  1495,  1497 
Parliamentary    Elections— Fixing  of  Polling 
Places,  434 
Returning  Officers,  1628 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Practices), 

Comm.  add,  cl,  1337 
Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers),  Comm. 

cl.  2,  793  ;  cl.  3,  707 
Registration  Act,  1843— Appointment  of  Re- 
vising Barristers,  1403 


Wbbstbe,  Mr.  J.,  Aherdun 

Medical      Relief     Disqualification    Reoionl, 

Conui.cL  2,  1664 
Parliament— Busioeu  of  the  House,  927 
Supply — Public  Education,  Scotland,  740 

Wellington    Statue,   The — Re-9rect\»%  d 

Alder  shot 

Questions,     Observations,    Viscount   EoiMd, 

Lord  de  Ros,  The  Earl  of  Longford ;  Reply, 

The   Under    Secretary    of   Sute  for  Wir 

(Viscount  Bury)  July  14,  608 

WsMYss,  Earl  of 
Defences  of   the    Empire — Defence  of  Com* 

roeroial  Ports  and  Seaside  Towns,  1039 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  Nominatioa  oi 

Select  Committee,  634 
Housing  of  the  Working   Classes  (England], 

Comm.    1169;   el.  3.   1175.   1176,  1177; 

Report,  1341;  3R.  1769 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland).  3 R.  1775 
Scotland— The  Castle  Rock,  Edinburgh.  401 
Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Gomo. 

«2.  4,  1167 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  2R.    102 ;  3R.  1371, 

1376,1377,1379 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  AmendneBt, 

Comm.  cL  1, 1765 

West  Indian  Colonies,  The-^-Jamaiea 
Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon ;  Answer,  TIm 
Secretary  of  Sute  for  the  Colonies  (Golooel 
Stanley) /u/y  20, 1197 

Whitlby,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
Bankruptcy  (Office  Accommodation),  Coom. 

1011 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  (No.  2),  2R.0dl 
Parliamentary  Elections  ( lleturning  Offleen), 

Comm.  el,  2,  777 

Whitwoeth,  Mr.  B.,  Drogheda 
Turkey— Liquor  Trade  at  GonsUntinople, <^ 

Williams,  Major-General  Owen,  Brtei 
MarlotP 
Egypt    (Military  Expedition)  —  Sir  Herbert 
Stewart's  Force,  1404 

Williamson,  Mr.  S.,  St.  Andrsm,  {[«• 
Trade  and  Commerce — Depression  of  Trt^" 
Royal  Commiuion,  908 

Wills,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Coventry 

Portugal— Seiiure  of  the  «•  Erma"atFan«h»l, 
1191 

Wolff,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  D.,  -P*^^" 
mouth 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ao.  60 

Works— First  Commissioner  {ses  PliJK- 
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Woods  and  Forests,  Th$  Commissioners  of 
— SaU  of  Land- to  Oooupiefs 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land) July  13,  409 

Worcester  JExtension  Bill 
I,  Read  3'  July  23,  1595  ;  after  short  debate, 
Bill  passed 

WoETLBY,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stuabt-,  (Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department),  Sheffield 

Factory  Acts  (Extension  to  Shops),  2R.  235 

Lunacy  Reports  (England  and  Scotland),  1619 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

Comm.  cL  2,  776 
Pluralities,  Comm.  cl,  U,  Amendt.  1870 


WOBTLIT,  Mr.  C.  B.    SfUABT — C9rU, 

Police  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  1868 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Imprisonment), 
Comm.  573  ;  add,  cl,  1151 

YoBKE,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Oloueestershire,  E. 
Representation  of  the    People    Act,    1884-- 
Election  Expenses,  1207 

Yorkshire  Eegistries  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Read  2«  • /te/y  9  [Bill  211] 

Committee  *  ;  Report ;  read  3<»  Julu  10 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  16     [48  <b  49  Vict.  0.  26] 

Young  Girls,  Protection  of  —  A   Royal 
Commission 
Question,  ObserTations,  Lord  Mount- Temple  : 
Reply,  The  Paymaster  General  (Earl  Beau- 
champ)  7u/y  20,  1161 


END   OF   VOLUME   OOXOIX.,    AND   SEVENTH   VOLUME   OP 

SESSION    1884-5. 
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